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Issues list for ES 201 671

Introduction

This document is an issues list for the revision and further development of ES 201 671. The document lists issues identified with the current revision of ES 201 671, currently issued at version 1.1.1. The resolution of the issues, and the date of the decision, are recorded.

The issues list from the earlier version of ES 201 671 has been placed in a standing document of WG LI (number 02) for easy reference.

Purpose

The essential purposes of the list are:

a) to record each individual issue encountered during the development of the document

b) to record the agreed resolution of each issue, and

c) to control subsequent development
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Issues for ES 201 671: revision of version 1.1.1

General issues

	Reference
	Issue
	Resolution

	B1
	Should we use as much of the existing approach of ES 201 671 as possible in the revision?
	

	B2
	Do we need application specific sections in the document, for instance for TETRA or GSM, so that a) references may specifically be quoted and b) the use of the interface by specific systems may be described?
	Yes. Meeting 16.

	B3
	Do we need a document to describe ISDN LI?
	 ISDN specific normative annex. Meeting 16.

	B4
	Should we describe the relationship of ES 201 671 to the technology specific documents such as GSM 02.33 and 03.33?
	Yes. Scope statement and technology specific normative annexes. Meeting 16.

	B5
	Should we consider GPRS LI to be a precursor to IP LI?
	

	B6
	Should the handover solution for GPRS LI be suitable for general IP LI?
	

	B7
	Should the handover solution for GPRS LI be GPRS specific?
	


GPRS Issues

	Reference
	Issue
	Resolution

	BG1
	What is the essential architecture for GPRS handover?
	

	BG2
	How much of the protocol stack should be defined and how much should be left open? (How little do we need to say?)
	

	BG3
	Should we re-use the existing approach as much as possible?
	

	BG4
	Should CC be classified as “non-call related”?
	

	BG5
	Should CC labelling use the existing ASN.1/BER approach?
	

	BG6
	Should CC handover be non-acknowledged?
	

	BG7
	Should CC handover use ROSE?
	

	BG8
	Should the HI mention IPSec?
	

	BG9
	Should IPSec be mandatory for PDU handover?
	

	BG10
	Should an IPSec profile be defined for handover? (Of PDUs, HI2 &c.)
	

	BG11
	Is the basis of GPRS LI the handing over of a copy of a GPRS PDU?
	Yes. Meeting 16.

	BG12
	What ancillary information should be associated with each copied GPRS PDU which is handed over?
	Not clear at meeting 16.

	BG13
	What mechanism should be used to encapsulate GPRS PDUs and their associated ancillary information? ROSE? GRE? An adaptation of GTP? Some other defined protocol?
	

	BG14
	What IRI is associated with GPRS?
	

	BG15
	What criteria should be used to choose between candidate HI3 transport mechanisms for GPRS PDUs?
	TD050 revision 1 from meeting 16.

	BG16
	Is a variant of GTP a suitable HI3 transport mechanism for GPRS PDUs?
	

	BG17
	What sequence numbers and timestamping are required for GPRS PDUs?
	

	BG18
	What judicial requirements are there for the handover of GPRS PDUs?
	

	BG19
	Is the existing HI2 mechanism appropriate for GPRS?
	Yes. Meeting 16.


GSM Issues

	Reference
	Issue
	Resolution

	BM1
	What alignment is required to ES 201 671 to support GSM 02.33 and 03.33?
	Alignment started at meeting 16.

	BM2
	
	


ISDN

	Reference
	Issue
	Resolution

	BI1
	Should we revoke our earlier decision only to support UUS1 for delivery call identification & correlation information?
	No. Meeting 16.

	BI2
	Should we specifically support UUS3 as a bearer for HI2?
	

	BI3
	Should the delivery call procedures described be changed if we specifically support UUS3 as a bearer for HI2?
	No. Meeting 16.

	BI4
	Should we revoke our decision not to buffer the content of communication within a network? (ETR 331)?
	Open for reasoned contributions (meeting 16).


Security

	Reference
	Issue
	Resolution

	BS1
	Is it necessary to explain how to set up an X.25 CUG across national borders or between different networks?
	

	BS2
	What other security issues are there?
	

	BS3
	Who is going to prepare text for section 13 (security)?
	


TETRA

	Reference
	Issue
	Resolution

	BT1
	What further development is required to ES 201 671 to support TETRA?
	

	BT2
	Should the delivery mechanism for TETRA 8kbit/s channels be defined in ES 201 671?
	

	BT3
	What should the delivery mechanism for TETRA 8kbit/s channels be?
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