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Discussion
Merriam-Webster’s online dictionary defines intercept as follows:
1. - to stop, seize, or interrupt in progress or course or before arrival
-  to receive (a communication or signal directed elsewhere) usually secretly
2. - to include (part of a curve, surface, or solid) between two points, curves, or surfaces <the part of a circumference intercepted between two radii>
3. - to gain possession of (an opponent's pass)
- to intercept a pass thrown by (an opponent)

The nature of these definitions is that something is intercepted in a normal and expected course of action or direction.  It is from these definitions an action done to some other normal action or course.
We need to look at this definition in terms of how the concept of time – past – present – are overlaid on top of this, each in turn.
It is relatively self-evident how lawful intercept applies to information generated in the present by and about the target that is part of the business scope of the service provider services delivered to that target, intercepted and a copy provided to LEAs as part of the LI service.
Retained data as information from the past still fits in with this view when all subscriber information is intercepted and stored at the present it occurs with the assumption that a target is not known at that time, but could be identified and delivered to LEAs at a later time.  The retained data, once again is part of the business scope of the service provider services and a copy provided to LEAs on demand as part of the retained data service.
The nature of both of these LEA oriented services are both reactionary – the nature of interception. When a specific condition occurs, the information is intercepted.  A passive measurement where the resource under test is only monitored, not stimulated for results.
Active location reporting, however is a different class of LEA services from LI and Retained Data.  This different class is by its nature an active measurement mechanism where the resource under test is stimulated (position determination request) by the LEA service and the response is reported to LEAs (target’s position). As well it is a service action solely executed for the purpose of providing this information to the LEAs and is not tied to the business scope of the service provider services used by the targeted user. Service invocation for this class of service (as opposed to activation) is likewise based on LEA stimulation, rather than user service invocation. A good analogy is the use of explosives or other means to generate a shock wave and measure the shock wave reflections in the various layers of the earth’s crust for oil exploration.
Conclusion
Sprint is not opposed to developing standards for this new class of service and/or active location reporting in particular.  In fact, Sprint is supportive of pursuing the standards for this class of service.
What is objected to is the attempt to bundle this class of service into the existing LI service definition, architecture and standards for the following reasons:
1. This new class of service is distinct from LI and Retained Data (in fact in ETSI, LI and Retained Data are distinct services).
2. The requirements are distinct from LI and Retained Data.
3. The architectures are highly likely to be distinct from LI and Retained Data (the Retained Data architecture is distinct from the LI architecture).
4. The standards for this new service must be separated from the LI standards because the stage 1, 2, & 3 will all be distinct and we need to stop overloading the current LI specifications, turning them into a kitchen sink.  (ETSI again has LI standards distinct from Retained Data standards).
5. There needs to be a new name for this new class of LEA services to allow for concise technical discussions on the new service class, new set of requirements, new architectures, and new protocols.
6. There needs to be a new work item to reflect this service, architecture and protocol distinction within 3GPP from the LI service.
7. There needs to be some thought as to whether there are other sub-classes of this new service beyond active location determination. Or are there related sub-classes which will explicitly not be addressed (user service affecting and non-user service affecting are two possibilities) There has not been any discussion to date in this regard.


