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Please find attached in the zip file, as company proposal, the revisions 4 of the CR525 and 526 (revisions 2 are RAN3 approved CRs included in RP-020751). The revision 3 of those CRs were submitted in RP-020819 by the same companies, but as some errors were pointed out on the RAN3 reflector, new revisions are proposed in this contribution.
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Alcatel, Nokia, Ericsson and Nortel Networks had long discussions after RAN3#33 and finally agreed on the attached CRs 525r4 and 526r4. These CRs are submitted as company proposal as agreed at last RAN3#33 meeting. The intention of Alcatel, Nokia, Ericsson and Nortel Networks is to approve in TSG RAN those attached CRs 525r4 and 526r4 instead of the RAN3 approved ones (CRs 525r2/526r2 in RP-020751). The previous CRs 525r3 and 526r3 submitted in RP-020819 should be considered as withdrawn.

The differences between the RAN3 CRs 525r2/526r2 and the attached CRs are the following ones:

1- We have decided to move the Rel4 Vertical Accuracy Code, Positioning Priority, Response Time and Client Type IEs directly in the extension container at the top level of the LOCATION REPORTING CONTROL message. Indeed those IEs are not moved inside one IE group (used to be the Request Type Extension IE) in the extension container at the top level of the LOCATION REPORTING CONTROL message, because if in later release there is a need to introduce a new value for one of those IEs, this new value will force RNCes from previous releases to ignore the whole IE group (e.g. the Request Type Extension IE) in the extension container and then handled the request in a release 99 manner (the criticality is only on the Request Type Extension IE, not on each of the contained IEs).
With other words, a simple addition of a value in later release could jeopardise the whole Request Type Extension IE and the Rel4 RANAP LCS functionality.

2- In the tabular format and in the ASN.1, all IEs are now optional and the conditions are moved in the procedural text.

3- Vertical Accuracy Code is said dedicated to Geographical Area (obvious anyway, but better to say it). Furthermore whether or not the Vertical Accuracy Code IE is present, the Accuracy Code IE always represents horizontal accuracy requirement (even in R99).

4- Response Time is mandatory only if available at CN (no change to the conditions of previous CR525r2). When not available in CN, the RNC considers "Delay Tolerant".

5- Positioning Priority is mandatory only if available in CN (no change to the conditions of previous CR525r2). When not available in CN, the RNC considers "Normal Priority".

6- Client Type, previously mandatory when the Report Area is Geographical Area or SA, is now mandatory only when the Report Area is Geographical Area and mandatory if available at CN when the Report Area is SA.

7- Considering the whole correction of the LCS RANAP functionality providing by those CRs, it does not make sense to keep the ellipsis notation in the middle of the list of values for the Client Type IE.

8- We finally corrected some ASN.1 mistakes that have been introduced in the agreed CR 525r2 and 526r2 as well as in CR 525r3 and 526r3.

We all hope that TSG RAN will agree to these CRs. They are the unique opportunity to make things clean and to avoid any future non-backwards compatibility issues in the future.

