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6.7.4
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 50 % (previously 50 %)

Estimated completion date: SA#62 – 12/2013
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:  
New requirements were discussed and some TCE use consent impact was analysed/discussed. Contributions were noted and will be updated to the next meeting.
Outstanding issues: none 
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on Wednesday Q1 Jan 16, 2013
pCRs
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Note

	S5-130149
	User consent and TCE capability clarifications
	Ericsson
	E/// presented the contribution.

NSN: Not requiring std is not accurate. Based on specific deployment certain option may not be allowed. This is for rationale.

As for the user consent not being allowed is not correct. It is not a single bit anymore but now a PLMN list is available via RAN interface in Rel 11.

E///: how does that info get into the RAN.

NSN: CT has a partial solution they need to cover it. It was a true statement in the NewO mtg but not true anymore. We need to update our MDT section based on RAN3 CR and CT may make R3-122899

E///: Will look at the R3 and update if necessary. Otherwise postponed.

Conclusion: Noted. Postponed until a need is seen to revise it.

	S5-130166
	pCR add RAN sharing management requirements
	Huawei
	Huawei presented the document.

NSN: PM management: Analyse use cases requirement before introducing Sa1 requirement.

ALU: Need to take SA1 TR into account.

E//: We need to clarify that these requirements are from Sa1 and may not have solution.

NSN: remove requirements and say need to analyse this.

NSN: we base the TR on assumptions that are not supported.

ALU: The TR is a collection of information where we analyse the Network sharing use cases and come up with what may be needed. We have not concluded yet. So it is ok to introduce text as something to be considered.
H///: agreed to soften text so it is not a requirement.

E///: the Sa1 text and the translation to Sa5 is a bit misleading. The statement is strong and may require some analysis.

H///: SA1 requirements are not like the SA5 language so it has to be reworded.

Orange: The requirement can be interpreted in 3 ways.. so can be worded more generally.

Conclusion: Noted: Will revise/reword for next meeting.
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