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1	Discussion
At 3GPP SA1#84, pCRs were approved in regard to ID_UAS which included the following 2 requirements into TS 22.125:
Clause 5.1.:
3GPP system shall enable an MNO to enforce the authorisation for a UAS to operate (e.g. by enabling or disabling communication between the UAV and UAV controller; or by establishing a reliable route within 3GPP network to deliver the commands/control messages between the UAV and UAV controller).
Clause 5.2.: 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The 3GPP system shall provide a mechanism to enforce compliance with instructions from the UTM, or subscription information, or both, to ensure separation (e.g.  by enabling dedicated control channel between UAS and UTM or by enabling or disabling communication between the UAV and UAV controller).

The use of the verb ‘enforce’ places the MNO in the role of being responsible for the UAS behavior and making sure that authorizations and instructions from UTM are followed. This goes beyond MNO responsibilities and brings additional burden on the MNO.
The only methods available for “enforcement” are:
· For a “good behaving” UAS: that the MNO maintains a clear data connection, so that the UAS can operate (data connection between UAV controller and UAV).
· The behaviour of the UAV would be that the UAV would execute any route modifications sent by the UTM and/or that the “good behaving” UAV pilot would respond to any information provided to the UAV controller by the UTM.
· For a “bad behaving” UAS: there can be a disconnection of the data connection between UAV controller and UAV.
· The behaviour of the UAV on loss of connection is UAV implementation dependant but some example behaviours include a UAV performing a Return To Launch (RTL), land in place, or continue to execute a pre-planned mission and RTL when the UAV battery level is sufficiently low.

The second requirement is using also ‘separation’ which needs to be further clarified.

These requirements need to be reworded to be clearly understandable, to determine the roles and responsibilities, and not to bring confusion.

2	Proposal
It is proposed that the SA plenary approves TS 22.125 without these 2 requirements. They can be further discussed in 3GPP SA1 #85, reworded and added into the specification.
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