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Background:

Approved at the most recent S4#45 with all interested parties in the room, and confirmed by the SA plenary, the MSG and the European Commission, unmodified CTM as standardized does not fulfill all the eCall requirements.  Further, the SA plenary, the MSG and the European Commission all share the opinion that the 3GPP should proceed “as soon as possible” with the evaluation of alternative in-band modem data transfer solutions.  In very clear verbiage, this says, Time to move on to Phase 2.
Discussion: 

Any further efforts to revise the eCall requirements, revisit the analysis, or speculate on possible misconceptions held by other groups in fact questions the competency of 3GPP delegates and unnecessarily delays evaluation of alternative in-band modem solutions.  

The LS from the EC (S4-070668) identifies technical, system impact and timeline considerations that also need consideration when deciding on a data delivery approach.  Judging the technical and timeline considerations are within the scope of S4 expertise and responsibility.  It is mentioned that the technical considerations include, e.g., delivery time, robustness in different radio conditions, acknowledgement of receipt, etc., while the timeline requirement is identified as “not later than mid-2008.”  These criteria are in addition to the comparison criteria proposed in S4-070653.
It is expected and would be completely appropriate that further delay result in mandates by the EC as said numerous times. If the 3GPP fails to move forward toward meeting the deadline, during 2008 the European Commission will look at how to mandate an eCall solution.  
Recommendation:

To avoid confusion by non-3GPP observers, the outlined technical and timeline considerations (delivery time, robustness in different radio conditions, acknowledgement of receipt, and the timeline requirement is identified as “not later than mid-2008”) need to be added to the comparison criteria mentioned in S4-070653.  Once discussed and agreed, these then can be inserted into the Phase 2 comparison criteria listed in S4-070653.  Then these can become a new Section 8 of the TR, with the conclusions of this Phase 2 analysis in Section 9.
