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1. Overall Description
SA2 would like to thank RAN3 for their LS on ETWS protocol design between S1AP and SBc-AP (R3-083548).  
Firstly, SA2 discussed the assumptions provided by RAN3, and concluded that they're valid except the Category IE.  SA2 think that Category IE should remain in S1AP and SBc-AP protocol, because the ETWS should be able to distinguish the priority of the messages broadcasted from two different CBCs.

The table below summerises the assumed behaviour in eNodeB when two warning message requests with different priorities are sent.

Table 1: Assumed Behaviour in eNodeB
	Priority of Ongoing Broadcast
	Priority of New Broadcast
	Action in eNodeB

	Higher
	Lower
	Wait for the first one to finish, and then send the new broadcast.

	Lower
	Higher
	Replace the first one with the new broadcast

	Equal priority
	Replace the first one with the new broadcast


Secondly, SA2 discussed the need of 'Number of Successful Broadcast' and concluded that it is required to be sent from eNodeB to MME in WRITE-REPLACE WARNING RESPONSE.  This is because it is more efficient for operators to collect information about broadcast status from MMEs than collecting it from each of the eNodeB's.
2. Actions 
To RAN3 and CT4:

SA2 kindly asks RAN3 and CT4 to take the above into account.
3. Date of Next SA2 Meetings:
SA2#71
16 - 20 February 2009

Budapest, Hungary
SA2#72
30 March - 3 April 2009

TBD (Asia)
