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Abstract: This discussion paper discusses the discrepancy between ACDC TR and the approved use cases in Zagreb. 
Discussion
The idea behind ACDC is when a disaster occurs and ACDC is activated, UEs that are ACDC enabled will only initiate applications that are allowed under ACDC. This implies that the UEs must be informed or configured with information as to what applications are allowed or disallowed.  
The very nature of ACDC is that you have UEs that can be configured with a list of ACDC allowed application where the network instructs the UE to allow/restrict particular application defined by operators. 
In Zagreb SA1_63, it was agreed to change ACDC “list” to ACDC “categories”. It was argued that “list” was too solution oriented and the language should be kept in high level. In addition, there was another agreed changes added ACDC “controls” instead of using “list”. 

Changing “list” to either “categories” or “controls” is not only confusing but deviates from the very essence of ACDC.   What kind of ACDC “categories” are we referring to? And how will these categories be configured in the UE? What do we mean by ACDC “controls”? 
Proposal

It is proposed that SA1 discuss these inconsistencies so that there is an agreement on a common text so a consistency can be achieved throughout the TR.   
