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1	Introduction
In August 2022 during RAN2#119 the following has been agreed after a lengthy discussion and show of hands [1]:
	The UE releases all conditional reconfigurations upon reconfiguration with sync of the SCG if CPC/CPA is configured. No updates to specification should be needed. This may have impacts to RAN3 that need to be taken into account (companies should raise it directly in RAN3)




In this paper we try to clarify the consequences of this decision and whether it is fully consistent with other supported mobility scenarios. 
2	Discussion
In this section we describe the scenarios and how the aforementioned agreement corresponds with them. Let us think of the following two scenarios:
· Scenario 1: UE is configured with CHO and CPC. Non-conditional SN change is triggered (using reconfiguration with sync for SCG). As a consequence – UE deletes CHO and CPC configurations.
· Scenario 2: UE is configured just with CHO. Non-conditional SN change is triggered (using reconfiguration with sync for SCG). As a consequence – UE does not delete CHO configurations.
The behaviour presented in Scenario 1 is consistent with the agreement taken at RAN2#119. However, it is somewhat weird that the UE’s behaviour in Scenario 1 is not aligned with Scenario 2, i.e. why the existence of CPC configuration should determine whether the CHO configurations are deleted or not, even if the reconfiguration with sync had nothing to do with conditional reconfiguration?
Observation 1: The lack of alignment between UE actions in Scenario 1 and Scenario 2 is somewhat illogical.  
There are basically two options how the aforementioned inconsistency can be resolved:
· Option 1: UE deletes CPC configurations but not CHO configurations in Scenario 1
· Option 2: UE deletes CHO configurations also in Scenario 2
Option 1 is what has been already discussed several times and in our view it would make most sense. After all, why should the CHO configuration be deleted when non-conditional SN change is pursued? These could be even configured by different network nodes.  
Option 2 is probably simpler, does not cause race conditions, but may lead to unnecessary removal of CHO configurations in some scenarios. Thus, we propose the following:
Proposal 1: RAN2 is asked to reconsider the case where the UE deletes both CHO and CPC configurations upon non-conditional SN change execution.
The RRC changes for Option 1 are shown in the corresponding CR [2].
Proposal 2: RAN2 is asked to adopt the changes proposed in R2-2210344.
3	Conclusion
This paper addressed the Rel-17 CPAC and CHO coexistence. The following observations and proposals have been made:
Observation 1: The lack of alignment between UE actions in Scenario 1 and Scenario 2 is somewhat illogical.  
Proposal 1: RAN2 is asked to reconsider the case where the UE deletes both CHO and CPC configurations upon non-conditional SN change execution.
Proposal 2: RAN2 is asked to adopt the changes proposed in R2-2210344.
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