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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution describes the reason why challenging the CR in S2-1906759 and for proposing a revised version in SP-190492 is not appropriate.
Discussion

SA2 #134 has approved with one objection the CRs in SP-160397, and specifically S2-1906759. This discussion paper describes why that objection and the related objection at this plenary are not well founded.
The CR approved by SA2 is the result of CT1 asking SA2 to clarify the stage 2 after there was consensus in SA2 to support the use case of mobility from EPS or a 5GS PLMN to a target 5GS PLMN for which the UE has no configuration. Note that for the case of EPS to 5GS mobility the lack of configuration for the serving PLMN is relevant only in Home Routed roaming case as the UE receives the serving PLMN S-NSSAIs from the SMF+PGW-C so it has the S-NSSAIs of the active PDU sessions at least from this.

The agreed SA2 CR is about clarifying what we have already in the SA2 specifications. The LS to CT1 that triggered the whole discussion is the following, from which it is clear there was use case consensus in SA2: 

S2-1901396 

This LS and related CR were agreed in Kochi (S2#130) and the CR approved in TSG#83 (with no objections) and is part of the stage two since then.

Then in CT1 a complaint was made that their specification was not aligned to this and anyhow our SA2 stage two was not consistent, so CT1 sent a LS to SA2 in
S2-1904873
In this LS they asked SA2 the following:
“CT1 is requesting SA2 to update the stage 2 specification so that it provides stage 2 requirements not conflicting with each other. “
SA2 did identify that some clauses needed to be aligned hence they approved a set of CRs to make the stage two self-consistent, and this includes the CR S2-1906759, which was approved with a single objection by Qualcomm.  It should be noted that SA2, while agreeing these CRs, was cognizant of the fact that a few companies were not happy to align CT1 specifications to this stage two. That is the reason why the approved CRs include a note clarifying this stage two is not supported in Rel-15 specification. Also, a LS was sent to CT1 indicating this and that SA2 expects the alignment to stage two to happen in Rel-16 timeframe. See the following LS which also includes the whole CR set that makes the Stage two self-consistent as CT1 had requested.
S2-1906758
The notable aspect of this LS is

“SA2 has agreed to introduce a NOTE in TS 23.501 stating that “the support of the continuation of PDU sessions upon mobility to a target 5GS PLMN or from EPS to the 5GS when neither the Configured NSSAI nor the Allowed NSSAI are available for the target PLMN, is not guaranteed”. Taking the above into account, CT1 is asked to consider resolving this issue in Rel-16 in their specifications.”
It is therefore clear that the CRs that were agreed aimed at fulfilling in SA2 the task from CT1 to have a self-consistent stage two, while then allowing CT1 to proceed normatively only in Rel-16 to align, so there is no change SA2 is requesting or expecting from CT1 in Rel-15. In this spirit we see the objection by Qualcomm not appropriate and it would actually require other changes to SA2 specs to align to the changes in the Qualcomm alternative CR.
Proposal
Proceed with approving the existing CRs in SP-160397, and specifically S2-1906759.
