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1. Introduction
In [1] it is claimed that "There is no indication from the CN as to the action to take" in case of CN overload and therefor "no indication for EAB is needed". In this response document we demonstrate that this observation and hence the conclusion are not correct.
2. Discussion
According to [1] "In UMTS the problem – overload is identified in the CN, but the solution is an implementation based action in the RAN which could be and or all of ACB, EAB, ARP or rejection of delay tolerant devices". While we agree that many other points brought up in [1] are correct, this particular observation is not. 

The TS 25.413 [2] definitely states that "Priority Class Indicator" in the OVERLOAD message from the CN to the RNC "indicates that overload has occurred and traffic for the indicated priority class should be reduced". The text above clearly states that using this IE the CN does not merely indicate that it experiences an excessive load due to certain UE category but rather requests that load from a particular UE category shall be reduced. Relevant parts of TS 25.413 [2] are shown below for illustration:
"

9.2.1.109
Priority Class Indicator

This information element indicates that overload has occurred and traffic for the indicated priority class should be reduced.
"
"

At the UTRAN side:

-
If TigOR is not running and an OVERLOAD message not including the Priority Class Indicator IE or "Signalling Point Congested" information is received, all the traffic should be reduced by one step. It is also possible, optionally, to indicate the number of steps to reduce the traffic within the Number of Steps IE. At the same time, timers TigOR and TinTR should be started.

-
If TigOR is not running and an OVERLOAD message including the Priority Class Indicator IE is received and a procedure for reduction of all traffic is not being processed , then signalling traffic for the indicated priority class should be reduced by one step. It is also possible, optionally, to indicate the number of steps to reduce the traffic within the Number of Steps IE. At the same time, timers TigOR and TinTR should be started.

"

As shown above, it is the CN that decides whether to request that either all traffic or traffic for a specific category should be reduced by the RNC.

To summarise – overload signalling in UMTS and LTE are different in many ways as stated in [1], except for the principle that when the CN is overloaded it can signal to the RAN node how traffic shall be reduced as shown in the quotes from TS 25.413 [2] above. 
3. Conclusions
Similar EAB overload signalling in UMTS and LTE is beneficial and does not violate any existing principle.
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