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Offline meeting was held during the morning break of RAN#64 on Thursday 12 June 2014   

Terms of Reference for the off line meeting:

“Achieve an agreeable way forward of the proposed LS”

· Qualcomm reported that 5 companies did not agree that the LS should be sent.  Those companies are:  Qualcomm, Ericsson, Nokia, Samsung, and Broadcom.
· During the discussion, Qualcomm, InterDigital Communications, Nokia, Blackberry, Broadcom, ZTE, Huawei, Samsung, RAN2 Chair, SA Chair, Media Tech, Intel, & ALU expressed opinions.
· Comments were both for and against the proposed LS to SA.

· In an effort to try to find a common agreement, on RP-140980, that will be possible to present to the RAN Plenary #64 to forward to SA, the convener (Don Zelmer-AT&T), asked that companies comment with text on the RAN e-mail reflector using track changes.
· The e-mail comments (prior to the offline meeting), are pasted below in the order received.

Don Zelmer

AT&T

Offline Meeting Convener

Qualcomm input:

Hi Don and All,

Before discussing the details of the LS, we would like to discuss whether there is any consensus to send it, which was not agreed yesterday.

We heard only few companies in favor of re-opening the discussion in SA2, whilst many others (including us) did not see any need.

We can discuss more in your offline session. 

Thanks

Francesco

InterDigital Input:

Dear Francesco and all,

Francesco, our understanding from yesterday discussion  is that there was a consensus that the issue of alignment of the (E-)UTRAN and WLAN thresholds used in ANDSF solution and RAN rules based solution for traffic steering is to be discussed in this RAN plenary and the upcoming SA plenary. Of course few companies have indicated they see no need to discuss the issue in this meeting nor the upcoming SA meeting but to our understanding this view wasn’t the consensus.

The proposed LS is to provide RAN TSG view in support of the discussion in the SA plenary. Depending on the outcome from the discussion in the SA plenary, the issue might be re-opened in the SA2 but as of now we are not there yet. This discussion and the LS are not about a re-opening of the issue in SA2 but rather about the coordination of the discussion of this issue between this RAN plenary and next week SA plenary so a conclusion can be reached one way or the other.

\BR

Pascal

Nokia Input:

Hi Don, All,

Thanks for the draft LS. 

I share the view that in its current form there is quite some text that is not based on any agreements from our Wednesday morning discussion. I suppose that is mainly for the reason that no agreements were made in that session J

A couple of comments on the text that is simply not correct in the draft:

In the 1st paragraph: SA2 had made the decision on not to use the parameters for traffic steering already prior to receiving the LS from IEEE. So we definitely need to remove the text on “as a result on different interpretation…”

In the 2nd paragraph: there is no such agreement or conclusion in RAN that both ANDSF rules based solution and RAN rules based solution for traffic steering shall use the same set of RAN assistance threshold parameters. Furthermore, I believe it may not be appropriate for RAN to conclude anything on ANDSF based solution (ref. second sentence in this paragraph).

SA2 has already agreed - as part of their responsibility to take care of any co-existence issues in this matter - that RAN based solution and ANDSF based solutions are never applied simultaneously. This approach would allow also different set of parameters.

All in all, I would recommend we do some major re-wording on this draft LS. We should change the objective of the LS to the following: Let us inform TSG-SA about the current mis-alignment and let us ask SA to take it into consideration. That way we leave it for SA’s consideration how to move forward in this co-existence matter (do nothing, forward the LS to SA2, send more accurate guidance to SA2, etc.).

With regards,

Sami

Nokia

ZTE Input:

Hi Pascal, 

I guess the only agreement we have so far is to further discuss the misalignment issue in this RAN plenary (in the upcoming offline session). 
But up to now there is no RAN consensus that "both ANDSF rules based solution and RAN rules based solution for traffic steering shall use the same set of RAN assistance threshold parameters" (as currently indicated in the LS). 

Best Regards 
Sergio

SA Chair:

Dear Don, all,

After digging up some more of the WG history behind this I believe there are 2 fundamental actions that would help find a way forward:

· SA2 has discussed usage of these WLAN parameters at length for more than a year, already within the context of the WLAN Network Selection work. 
As part of all these discussions valid technical reasons were found to separate between WLAN network selection and traffic steering. The WLAN parameters were only decided to be used for WLAN network selection, albeit there were companies who favoured adding these also to traffic steering (pretty much the same companies driving this now).
I believe SA2 should be tasked to provide the detailed technical reasons for the separation between selection and steering, and the reasons for using the WLAN parameters only for selection.
· RAN2 has not looked into differentiating between selection and steering.
I believe RAN2 should do so, based on the information SA2 is tasked to provide. 

WG meetings line up well; SA2 meets in July where they should send the detailed technical info on separation to RAN2. RAN2 meet in August where they should look into the merits of separation.

All in all, it seems to me that feature parity is strongly desired by most. I.e. we either add WLAN parameters to both RAN-based and ANDSF-based steering, or to neither one. We should be able to make this decision based on outcome of the above WG exercises in September.

Br,

Balazs.
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