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Overall description
CT1 thanks RAN2 for raising the issue of the RRC establishment cause for NB-IoT data transfer.

CT1 considers that the upper layer needs to notify indications to the NAS layer when exceptional reporting is initiated in order that the NAS layer recognizes exceptional reporting initiation. Though, in order to determine the NAS handling of the RRC establishment cause for NB-IoT data transfer for both normal and exceptional reporting data transfer, CT1 thinks some requirement needs to be clarified. Therefore, CT1 would like to ask following questions to both RAN2 and SA2.
2
Actions
To RAN2 

ACTION: 
CT1 asks RAN2 to answer the below questions:
Question 1: Is there any requirement to introduce the mechanism to differentiate the access of exceptional reporting and normal reporting also for non-NB-IoT RAT(e.g, Category M)?
NOTE: If yes, CT1 considers this should be applied for CIoT data transfer, not limited to NB-IoT RAT.
Question 2: Is there any requirement to avoid using remaining spare bit for the access of normal reporting? 

Question 3: Is there any requirement to enable the UE set the RRC establishment cause of the access for normal reporting as low priority depending on the UE configurations in the same manner as pre-Rel.13 MTC device? 
Question 4: If the NAS procedure is not invoked the RRC Connection Resume procedure for UP-CIoT data transfer, which is specified in S2-160840, can RAN2 accept that the establishment cause is not provided by NAS layer? 
Question 5: Is there any requirement to avoid using remaining spare bit or introducing new indicator in the RRC Connection Request for the access of exceptional reporting? 

Question 6: Is there any requirement to differentiate CIoT exceptional data transfer from other emergency call? 

NOTE: If no, CT1 considers that reusing “emergency” as a RRC establishment cause for the access of exceptional data is reasonable.
Question 7: CT1 considers that a new call type value is not needed for NB-IoT or CIoT data transfer and call type is set as follows;

· For CP-CIoT, "originating signalling" or “originating SMS” depending on data format.
· For UP-CIoT, “originating calls”, if the NAS procedure is invoked. If the NAS procedure is not invoked, call type cannot be provided by the NAS layer.

CT1 would like to know RAN2’s opinion on this proposal.
To SA2 

ACTION: 
CT1 asks SA2 to answer the below question:
Question 8: Is there any requirement to enable the UE set the NAS messages of CIoT data transfer for normal reporting as low priority depending on the UE configurations in the same manner as pre-Rel.13 MTC device?
Question 9: Is the NAS procedure invoked during the RRC Connection Resume procedure for UP-CIoT data transfer, which is specified in S2-160840?
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