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Discussion

The accompanying contribution (S1-124192 CR) is constructed on top of S1-124092.  Each of the few areas where there was no consensus agreement among companies participating in the e-mail discussion is briefly discussed below.

Item X.2 c: Policy Rule Configuration

The word "operator" is inserted after "network", to better convey the fact that configuring policy rules is an operator function.  The PCRF server, where policy rules are implemented, is typically a "generic" network element, which allows a wide variety of policy configurations.  Operator makes configuration decisions, not the network itself.  This point is largely editorial.

Item X.2 g:  Policy
The objective of rewording this requirement from the statement in S1-124092 is to avoid the impression that two different policies are required, one when there is congestion, the other when there is none.  If there are policy rules that optimise network performance in absence of congestion, as well as when there is congestion, they should be preferred in meeting the objectives of UPCON.  Aside from that small deviation, the essence of the requirement is unchanged.

Item X.4 b:  Media Parameter (Re)Negotiation:  

The proposed change avoids the narrower context of the network instructing the UE.   The re-wording generalizes the concept without losing the intent of the requirement and ascribing any specific roles to the network entities in the Stage 1.
Items X.5 b and c:  Unattended Data 
The problem with requirement b is that it does not state the purpose of informing the network of the nature of the service request.  We therefore suggest the following re-wording:

“The system may apply different QoS depending on whether service request is for Unattended Data Traffic or Attended Data Traffic.”

The reason for changing “network” to “system” in item c is because bearer establishment requests stem from the UEs service requests.  Hence the role of UE is indispensable here.  SA1 should not make the judgment otherwise.  This change is rather small, and “system” does not automatically encompass UE, so if there are Stage 2 solutions which somehow do not involve the UE, they would not be barred by the proposed wording.

In summary, any classification of data to Attended and Unattended must by definition involve the UE, since “attendance” refers to User attending the UE.
