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1
Introduction
This paper intends to present the outcome of the offline discussion that took place at RAN3#70 on introducing the Low Priority Indicator in the Overload Start message. The agreed way forward is presented.

2
Description
The joint CT1/SA2/RAN2/RAN3 meeting that took place during the week of RAN3#70 on MTC has agreed that:

· there will not be an MTC Device Indicator signalled over RRC but a Low Priority Indicator,

· that Low Priority Indicator is generic i.e. is not restricted to MTC devices,

· that corresponding Low Priority traffic may be subject to rejection by eNB triggered by the reception of an Overload Start message by the eNB,

· RAN2 to decide whether the new indicator is to be included in cause value of the RRC Connection Request or within the RRC Connection Complete message.   

Following that joint meeting, RAN3 discussed what is the best solution to signal in the S1AP Overload Start message the trigger to reject the low priority traffic.
Two solutions were discussed:

· the solution 1 consists of adding a separate information element within the Overload Start message in addition to the existing Overload Action IE. In this solution it is therefore possible to signal a rejection of low priority traffic in addition to another type of traffic. For example, it enables the signalling to reject all mo-data traffic and all low priority non mo-data traffic at same time,

· the solution 2 consists of adding a new codepoint on top of existing ones within the Overload Action IE. This solution would thus allow rejecting only one type of traffic at a time. 

At the offline discussion, the solution 1 was preferred because offering more flexibility.
The following agreement was therefore taken:

· RAN3 will agree on solution 1 if RAN2 decides to include the Low Priority Indicator within the RRC Connection Complete message,

· However if RAN2 agrees to include the Low Priority Indicator within the cause value of the RRC Connection Request message, RAN3 will agree on solution 2 by default.

As a consequence of this agreement reached at RAN3#70, it was decided to wait for RAN2 decision before reflecting the agreement in a S1AP stage 3 CR. Since RAN2 did not conclude during the week, it was decided to postpone the completion of the S1AP stage 3 CR on MTC to next RAN3#70bis meeting in Dublin.   

3
Conclusion on the way forward
Following the joint RAN2/CT1/SA2/RAN3 meeting on MTC that took place during RAN3#70, RAN3 has made the following agreement during the RAN3 offline discussion:
· RAN3 will agree on solution 1 if RAN2 decides to include the Low Priority Indicator within the RRC Connection Complete message,

· However if RAN2 agrees to include the Low Priority Indicator within the cause value of the RRC Connection Request message, RAN3 will agree on solution 2 by default.

As a consequence of this agreement reached at RAN3#70, it was decided to wait for RAN2 decision before reflecting the agreement in a S1AP stage 3 CR. Since RAN2 did not conclude during the week, it was decided to postpone the completion of the S1AP stage 3 CR on MTC to next RAN3#70bis meeting in Dublin.   
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