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1	Introduction
At the last several meetings we have been discussing user consent for MDT, at RAN3#121 we received a LS from SA3 to which was in R3-234493   We had a discussion in with multiple proposals in RAN3#121-bis to propose on how to handle the impacts on the RAN3 specifications however as per the chair’s notes we weren’t successful.
All related user consent for SON/MDT functions are in line with SA3’s understanding?
Whether the RAN needs to check if user consent is required for a specific type of information/data of a subscriber for a particular purpose can be configured by the OAM. Such configuration is done based on local regulations, which is likely to change infrequently.
  # 6_UserConsent
- Take R3-235570 as the starting point for clarification based on SA3 incoming LS, and check the definition of MDT PLMN List
- Check any stage2 updates needed for TS38.401?
- Draft reply LS to SA3
(moderator - Nok)
Summary of offline disc R3-235703 noted
To be continued...
Since we didn’t focus on getting agreement on the principles and worked on the actual CR changes it was much more difficult to get to conclusion. 
2. Discussion
For MDT and user consent there has been a lot of discussion but in the rush to come to fix the situation before the end of the release we worked to fix the specifications without completely agreeing on the basics:

	Consider 3 measurements for MDT (called in this example A, B, and C) and C is under user consent in the concerning roaming area and A and B are not. 
1. For signalling-based MDT 
a. If there was an operator request for measurement C the CN would not initiate unless user consent is available
b. If there was an operator request for measurement A and B the CN would initiate for measurement A and B independently of whether user consent is available or not.
c. If there was an operator request for measurement A, B and C the CN would initiate for measurement A and B, assuming that user consent for C is not available.
2. For management-based MDT
a. If there was an operator request for measurement C the RAN would not select a UE unless user consent is available.   
b. If there was an operator request for measurement A and B the RAN could initiate for measurement A and B independently of whether user consent is available or not.
c. If there was an operator request for measurement A, B and C the RAN could initiate for measurement A and B, assuming that user consent for C is not available.



Observation 1: It is recognised an alternative behaviour is possible for 1c and 2c, namely that none of the measurements are initiated if user consent is not available for one measurement and for the other measurements it is not needed, and that this behaviour can either be specified or up to implementation. We strongly recommend the above behaviour is correct and specified.  
Some of the alternative wordings for 1c and 2c based on specifying the behaviour or leaving it to implementation.
Alternative 1c-1
c. If there was an operator request for measurement A, B and C the CN, and if user consent for C is not available the CN would not initiate for any of the measurements.
Alternative 1c-2
c. If there was an operator request for measurement A, B and C the CN, based on implementation, either initiate or not initiate for measurement A and B, assuming that user consent for C is not available.
Alternate 2c-1
c. If there was an operator request for measurement A, B and C, and if user consent for C is not available, the RAN would not initiate for any of the measurements.
Alternative 1c-2
c. If there was an operator request for measurement A, B and C the RAN, based on implementation, either initiate or not initiate for measurement A and B, assuming that user consent for C is not available.
3	Proposal
Based on the discussion above, the following observation and the proposal are made:
Observation 1: It is recognised an alternative behaviour is possible for 1c and 2c, namely that none of the measurements are initiated if user consent is not available for one measurement and for the other measurements it is not needed, and that this behaviour can either be specified or up to implementation. We strongly recommend the above behaviour is correct and specified.  
Proposal 1: Agree on the behaviour of the CN for signalling-based MDT and the RAN for management-based MDT when there are, for example, 3 measurements that the operator requests and one has user consent and the others don’t need it and consent for that one measurement is not given.
Proposal 2: The following is agreed as the framework for changes to handle UE Consent or the alternative wording for 1c and 2c from a proposal 1 agreement. 
Consider 3 measurements for MDT (called in this example A, B, and C) and C is under user consent in the concerning roaming area:
1. For signalling-based MDT 
a. If there was an operator request for measurement C the CN would not initiate unless user consent is available
b. If there was an operator request for measurement A and B the CN would initiate for measurement A and B independently of whether user consent is available or not.
c. If there was an operator request for measurement A, B and C the CN would initiate for measurement A and B, assuming that user consent for C is not available.
2. For management-based MDT
a. If there was an operator request for measurement C the RAN would not select a UE unless user consent is available.   
b. If there was an operator request for measurement A and B the RAN could initiate for measurement A and B independently of whether user consent is available or not.
c. If there was an operator request for measurement A, B and C the RAN could initiate for measurement A and B, assuming that user consent for C is not available.

