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Introduction
The GTP-C v2 specification 29.274 v2.0.0 was agreed to be sent to CT#41 plenary for approval accompanied with an exception sheet in C4-080919. Although the TS is considered to be 85% completed, we believe that there are still many outstanding issues that require extra attention, keeping in mind that everything must be resolved and finalized by March 2009. 
This contribution is evaluating the amount of work, refer to the type of work, and indicate a priority for a respective pending issue. The intention of the contribution is to invite the CT plenary to discuss and make recommendations to CT4 on extra measures to ensure all outstanding tasks are indeed finished by March 2009.
Discussion

Table below details an estimate on the identified outstanding issues, workload and prioritization. 
	Tasks within work which are not complete
	Main work to finish the issue
	Type
	Controversial
	Workload
	Prioritization

	Alignments with stage 2
	Some specific alignments that have not been done in CT4, e.g. Piggybacking mechanism as listed below. 

Need to make sure all features are achieved accurately, especially S4 SGSN related issues. For example, SGSN initiated Bearer Deactivation Procedure using S4 is different with the procedure in MME initiated Dedicated Bearer deactivation procedures. No proper messages can be found in current specification to support this procedure for S4 SGSN.
	Essential / Corrections
	Not really
	Medium
	High

	Further adjustments to Comprehension Required field usage
	The meanings of CR field values shall be defined to cover all use cases.
	Essential
	Some
	Medium
	High

	Finalizing partial node fault handling
	The main mechanism has been defined in the last CT4 meeting. Some additional work needs to be done now to make the solution detailed and integrated. 
	Essential 
	No
	Low
	High

	Handling of the conditional IEs at the receiving end
	Make agreement on how to treat the conditional IE in receiving GTP node if the conditional IE is missed or invalid in the message i.e. handling of unknown and unexpected IE.
	Clarification
	Some
	Low
	Medium

	Piggybacking
	CT4 has failed to finalize the stage 2. A solution shall be defined on how to piggyback Create Bearer Request messages in Create Session Response message. 
	Independent feature
	Yes
	Medium
	Medium

	Cleanup of the specification
	Clarify some ambiguous or missing descriptions. 
	General Cleanup
	No
	Low
	Medium

	Further adjustments to the Error Handling clause
	Direct implicated by Handling of the conditional IEs at the receiving end and adjustments to Comprehension Required field usage issues.

It can be finished after the corresponding two issues solved completely.
	Clarification
	No
	Low
	Low

	Finalizing message retransmission and timer handling
	Finalize the mechanism of timer handling on GTP entity in EPC in section 7.6 Reliable Delivery of Signalling Messages.
	Clarification
	Some
	Low
	Low


                                                       Table 1 Workload to finish the tasks in GTPv2
Proposal
We are inviting the plenary to discuss the table and decide on necessary measures to be taken by CT4 to secure finishing the outstanding high priority tasks and possibly Medium and Low priorities also by March 2009. 
· Plenary to confirm the analysis on the workload and priority.
· Decide whether an extra adhoc meeting in January would be needed or not. Other alternatives are virtual adhocs, tele meetings, etc. Face to face meeting may not however be needed, if a tight coordination can be planned.
· To provide guideline to CT4 to that effect.
· Request rapporteur to coordinate and split the work among volunteers to secure that all open issues have an owner and can be finished by March. 
· Request rapporteur to organize and schedule conference calls between now and the February meeting in order to secure progress of the work, avoid overlapping contributions, and to reach agreements prior to the meeting.
· Request rapporteur to moderate e-mail discussions on any contentious issues in order to establish consensus prior to the February meeting or the adhoc. This may also be done by the Chair or one of the Vice Chair.



