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Abstract: Summary of SA1 topics at SA plenary.
1	Introduction
This document is a report of topics related to SA1 at TSG SA#62 (9 – 11 Dec 2013, Busan).
The draft SA plenary meeting report is available at http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/TSG_SA/TSGS_62/Report/.

2	Summary
Of the 10 SA1 documents presented to SA for approval:
· 9 were approved without revision;
· 1 had revisions and was approved.
The Release 13 schedule is as follows:

Stage 1: 09/2014 – confirmed 
Stage 2: 06/2015 – tentative 
Stage 3: 12/2015 – tentative
ASN.1:	03/2016 – tentative

Tentative dates will be re-visited and confirmed in March SA plenary.
SA1 should consider completing portions of the public safety work before the Stage 1 freeze date to allow Stage 2 to start their corresponding work earlier.

3	SA1 Status Report
The SA1 Status Report in SP-130591 was presented for information and was Noted.
There were several comments on the report:
Slide 20:	The SA2 chairman indicated that SA2 will respond to oneM2M on the M2M service enablement topic, so it would be useful for SA1 and SA2 to co-ordinate on this. Verizon suggested that 3GPP needs to separate/differentiate work on the network layer and work related to the application layer, as the application layer aspects have a dependency on the network enablers. SA2 chairman agrees with this and added that for "layered services", 3GPP (SA1 and SA2) needs to partner with external fora to build a complete solution. 
Slide 29:	On FS_FMSS, Verizon commented that traffic steering and service chaining work is done in IETF and is northbound of the Gi so it is not within 3GPP scope. 
Slide 33:	For discussion of the Rel-13 Stage 1 freeze dates, see section 5.1

4	Actions to SA1
4.1	Official action items
None
4.2	Other actions to SA1
None
5	SA1-related items
5.1	Release 13 timelines
Detailed discussion:
For the Stage 1 freeze date for Rel-13, the US Dept of Commerce highlighted that a freeze date is needed to have a target goal for the PTT WID. However, it seems that there are companies that may be uncomfortable to do that because it is unclear when Rel-12 will finish. US Dept of Commerce further pointed out that if the dates are not discussed, then it is not clear how to meet the government deadlines. Also, US Dept of Commerce prefers a short Rel-13.

Orange asked where the proposed freeze date came from, the SA1 chairman explained that this was based on the target completion dates of the normative work items in SA1. Orange also commented that deciding the Stage 1 freeze date means that further thought is needed on the Rel-13 timeline. The RAN chairman explained that RAN had a brief discussion on that and this is included in the RAN report (see SP-130697). 

Deutsche Telekom commented that if Rel-13 Stage 1 is frozen before Rel-12 Stage 3 is frozen, not clear how much "leftovers" there will be and that perhaps this could be considered before deciding the freeze date.

Ericsson thinks that the overall time plan for Rel-13 should be considered first. Also, SA1 has already been working on Rel-13 for some time now and so June may be a suitable freeze date.

China Mobile's view is that the freeze date should be set once there is a clear picture of what is in the release and the upcoming work items should be reviewed to see what should be included. If the freeze date is set now, it will give the proponents of work items time to adjust their scope to fit Rel-13. Several studies have late completion dates set as there was no clear view of the freeze date.
The SA2 chairman explained that work items that start earlier in the release have a better chance at completion. This should not be the case and this should be managed by SA.

Telefonica agreed with the points raised by China Mobile and the SA2 chairman. However, Telefonica was concerned about a June Stage 1 freeze date, as this means that SA1 will work on Rel-14 while Stage 3 groups are still on Rel-12.

The SA1 chairman explained that SA1 needs a target date in order to plan for completing their work, and that even if the date cannot be fixed, the earliest possible freeze date needs to be defined as early as possible. Huawei and NSN supported this point, and Huawei suggested to do the same for Stage 2 and 3.

China Mobile, supported by Huawei, suggested to set a longer gap between the Stage 1 and Stage 2 freeze dates so that there is more time for Stage 2 work. This would allow companies to re-visit the requirements and introduce exceptions for Stage 1 requirements, if needed.

For the proposed Rel-13 schedule below, the SA chairman explained that although this is an 18-month release, in reality it is a 15-month release due to the time needed to complete Rel-12.
Proposed Rel-13 freeze date schedule
Stage 1: 09/2014
Stage 2: 06/2015
Stage 3: 12/2015
ASN.1:	03/2016

AT&T thinks that some items may need to be completed before the freeze dates, in particular for public safety. The UK Home Office would push for early completion for public safety work as the proposed timelines are tight and may not meet their deployment needs. BlackBerry commented that work can finish before the freeze dates and e.g. Stage 3 can start the work before Stage 2 work has frozen. The US Dept of Commerce agreed with this and stated that there is a need to advance work before the deadlines.

The SA2 chairman suggested to have closer co-operation with RAN on cross-TSG items and to identify those early. Also, the work should be staggered so that not all work items complete at the freeze date. The RAN chairman thinks this is a good idea and this should be investigated further.

BlackBerry raised the issue that freezing Stage 1 does not stop new work coming from other sources that will need time in Stage 2 and that perhaps time in Stage 2 must be requested before the Stage 2 freeze. The RAN chairman explained that the Stage 2 freeze in RAN is equivalent to the Stage 3 freeze in SA, and so there is a mismatch between RAN and SA2 deadlines. However, it was suggested to continue with this mismatch for now and fix any issues as they arise.

Orange was of the opinion that there will always be a need for exceptions and that the freeze date for Stage 1 should be 3 months earlier. The SA1 chairman suggested that some parts of the Stage 1 work can be finished before the freeze date to allow Stage 2 to start work earlier.

Conclusion: 

Release 13 Stage 1 freeze date is confirmed as 09/2014.

The freeze dates for other stages are tentative and will be re-visited and confirmed in March SA plenary. The tentative dates are:
Stage 2:	06/2015
Stage 3:	12/2015
ASN.1:		03/2016

SA1 should consider completing portions of the public safety work before the Stage 1 freeze date to allow Stage 2 to start their corresponding work earlier.

5.2	Proposal for handling WIDs spanning multiple releases
Document titled as above in SP-130557 from the SA1 chairman, submitted for discussion.

Discussion:
Deutsche Telekom asked if there were instances where companies wanted to keep the Stage 1 requirements but did not want to do Stage 2/3 work. The SA1 chairman explained that this was not the issue. Instead, the problem is that one set of companies could not agree to continue the work in the next release. At the same time, a different set of companies could not agree to remove the Stage 1 requirements. The SA chairman commented that there could be objections to a CR to remove requirements, which is the problem.

The SA2 chairman's view is that there are requirements that will not be fulfilled because they are not implementable, carrying over requirements blindly does not make sense.

Huawei asked if there was any conclusion on the number of times a requirement is carried over before they are reported. The SA chairman said that this should be on a case-by-case basis so the number should remain undefined.

Conclusion:
The SA chairman concluded that if no resolution could be found in SA1 on leftover requirements, SA will provide guidance to SA1.

5.3	SA1 output improvement proposals
Document titled as above in SP-130558 from the SA1 chairman, submitted for discussion.

Discussion:

Deutsche Telekom supported the SA1 improvements as SA2 can use the requirements more efficiently. However, Deutsche Telekom is concerned about the proposal to define core modules as this might not be useful in SA2, and suggested that a detailed service description would be more useful to allow SA2 to judge which are the core requirements. Intel and AT&T have similar concerns about the core modules as it may cause further difficulties, especially for more controversial topics.

The SA2 Chairman supported the proposal on core modules, indicating that both the service description and core module would result in the definition of the core service. Also, the description of supported scenarios in SA1 as otherwise the analysis needs to be done in SA2 which uses valuable Stage 2 resources.

The SA chairman explained that defining core modules gives SA1 more mandate to help throttling the release content.

Broadcom and China Mobile support all the proposals, especially the core modules. China Mobile suggests that a compromise is for SA1 to propose core modules and SA to have the final say. This then gives a mandate for Stage 2/3 working groups to follow. Huawei suggested that while it is good for SA1 to define the core modules, prioritisation is something to be done by SA.

Conclusion:
The SA chairman concluded that there is wide support for the proposals. More time may be needed in SA1 to do the core modules, but this should save time in downstream groups. The SA chairman also commented that a cultural shift in SA1 is needed to make this work.

5.4	Liaison Statements related to SA1 work
· LS from SA WG5 to ETSI ISG NFV, copied to SA and SA1 (SP-130685): Management of Virtualized Network
SA5 provides some background information on their work to ETSI ISG NFV.

Comment:
The SA chairman explained that as there were proposals related to virtualisation in SA1 and SA5 in their last meetings, a holistic handling of this topic is needed. The ETSI ISG NFV leadership will be invited to attend the March SA plenary (Wednesday afternoon) and present their results. A discussion will follow to decide how to handle areas within 3GPP's scope, and the SA chairman asks companies to prepare their views in advance of this discussion.

· LS from TCCA CCBG Management Group, copied to SA1 (SP-130708): Standardisation of Critical Communications over Broadband (v1.2)
TCCA CCBG liaison with ETSI TC TCCE related to their work on the standardisation of a critical communications application.

Comment:
BlackBerry asked if there is any overlap between the work in this LS with the approved SA1 MCPTT WID. The SA chairman acknowledges there is an overlap, but globalisation is important and it is expected that they will bring their work to 3GPP. The US Dept of Commerce replied that an LS will be sent to other SDOs to co-ordinate the work. (see following item)

· LS from SA to ATIS WTSC/SN, TIA TR-8.8, ETSI TC TCCE, ETSI TC TCCE WG1, TCCA CCBG, Open Mobile Alliance, APCO and NPSTC, copied to SA1 (SP-130727): Mission Critical Push To Talk over LTE
LS informs other SDOs and fora of the approved SA1 work item and invites participation in the SA1 work.

· Communiqué to 3GPP regarding Public Safety and the OMA Push to Talk over Cellular (POC) enabler (SP-130709)
OMA indicates they have plans to update the OMA enablers to support public safety requirements and would like to collaborate with 3GPP in this area.

Comment:
BlackBerry asked if OMA will take the MCPTT SA1 requirements as the basis for their work. The answer is yes. The US Dept of Commerce explained that the WID in OMA does not have a public safety focus and intends to update PoC for Rel-12, and that the intention is to have a second phase with a public safety focus, based on the MCPTT SA1 requirements.

6	Status of SA1-related documents
Documents available at http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/TSG_SA/TSGS_62/Docs/ 
	Tdoc No.
	Title
	Agenda Item
	SA1 tdoc
	Discussion / Decision

	SP-130591
	[bookmark: RANGE!C26]Status Report from SA WG1 to TSG SA#62
	7.1
	-
	Noted. See detailed discussion in section 3

	SP-130557
	Proposal for handling WIDs spanning multiple releases
	7.1
	Revision of S1-135145
	Noted. See detailed discussion in section 5.2

	SP-130558
	SA1 output improvement proposals
	7.1
	Revision of S1-135315
	Noted. See detailed discussion in section 5.3

	SP-130592
	Stage 1 CRs on TEI11 (correction on external references)
	11.35
	S1-135287; S1-135288; S1-135289
	Approved

	SP-130593
	Stage 1 CR on MTCe-SRM (Removal of group based charging requirements)
	12.23
	S1-135102
	Approved

	SP-130594
	Stage 1 CR on Service Requirements Maintenance for Machine-Type Communications (SRMMTC)
	15
	S1-135307
	Approved

	SP-130600
	New WID on  Service Requirements Maintenance for Machine-Type Communications (SRMMTC)
	15
	S1-135304
	Cisco asked if SA2 could bring WIDs for items listed here, and the SA1 chairman said yes that is possible as it means that companies are interested to continue the work on those items.

Approved

	SP-130601
	Stage 1 CR on  RAN Sharing Enhancements (RSE)
	13.2
	S1-135293; S1-135294; S1-135309; S1-135310; S1-135312; S1-135313
	Approved

	SP-130595
	New WID on Mission Critical Push To Talk over LTE (MCPTToLTE)
	15
	S1-135330
	The SA1 chairman indicated that the bullet in the justification section on TETRA needs to be updated to correct that TETRA is a technical committee and the work item referred to needs to be updated to the related TETRA Stage 1 work.
The acronym was shortened to MCPTT. Intel and Harris Corp were included as new supporting companies.

The new TS number is TS 22.179.

Revised in SP-130721, and again in SP-130728 to undo the change to the WID title, and then Approved

	SP-130596
	Updates to the WID on Feasibility Study on Study on Isolated (was "Resilient") E-UTRAN Operation for Public Safety (FS_IOPS, was FS_REOPS)
	14.5
	S1-135111
	Approved

	SP-130597
	New WID on Study on Flexible Mobile Service Steering (FS_FMSS)
	16
	S1-135300
	Cisco indicated that IETF is working on this and it is currently a skeletal framework. Cisco also commented that 3GPP does not normally work on items beyond the Gi so they prefer to send the study back to SA1 as it is not clear what the objectives are and whether changes to the PCC is needed or something else beyond Gi. The SA chairman replied that there is no clear idea on how this could be done, which is why a study is needed and that this should be reviewed towards the end of the study, before the start of any normative work.

Approved

	SP-130598
	New WID on Study on Enhanced Calling Information Presentation (FS_ECIP)
	16
	S1-135331
	Telefonica asked if the study will cover only IMS and the SA1 chairman replied that this is the intention.

Approved

	SP-130599
	New WID for Study on Multimedia Broadcast Supplement for PWS (FS_MBSP)
	16
	S1-135332
	Telefonica asked where this would be used. The SA1 chairman explained that this is what the study will look at but that this could be used to send pictures or other media that could not normally be sent with PWS. T-Mobile US said that one example is sending weather maps during emergency situations. NEC wondered if there are any RAN impacts and asked what "timely large scale" meant. The SA1 chairman replied that the study will look into if there are any RAN impacts and that the phrase "timely large scale" means that the information needs to be sent to users in a large geographical area within a short time, similar to the urgency of PWS. Alcatel-Lucent asked if there are any regulatory requirements, AT&T said none in the US and the SA1 chairman said there were none in other regions. Intel asked why the study is needed if there are no regulatory requirements. Sprint/US Dept of Commerce commented that there is on-going work in the US to investigate regulatory requirements. Broadcom said that SA1 should work on clear requirements and that SA1 should not change PWS if there is no need. The SA chairman clarified that there will be a checkpoint/harder cutoff before starting any normative work.

Approved



