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Abstract of the contribution:

This brief report highlights the SA 54 plenary as it impacts SA2 work.
1 Introduction
You can find the SA2 Chairman’s report to SA 54 here.

2 Approved Work
SA 54 did not revise or block approval of any SA2 agreed CRs from SA2 87 and SA2 88. Conditionally approved 23.401 CRs on handling of warning system were approved. Further revision will be needed as a result of outgoing LSs SP-110890 (decision on PWS) and SP-110891 (moving ETWS-related text from 23.401 to 23.041).

All TRs and TSs sent for information and approval were accepted by SA. Special handling for OSCAR was agreed.
3 Decision taken at SA 54 concerning SA2’s work
There was a work prioritization and selection activity at SA 53. This is reviewed in (4) Work planning below. As a result a number of work and study items were revised. The changes are detailed below.

	SID or WID
	Issue
	Resolution

	NIMTC
	In release 10, we decided to support “monolithic” terminals, with a single application. 
It would be nice to support “low priority” and “normal” applications on the same terminal without requiring such a terminal to detach and reattach.
	CT1 will study support for terminals with multiple priority levels and recommend an approach to SA2. See SP-110840.
SA2 retains stage 2 responsibility. CT1 kindly studies this topic as they recognize SA2 lacks time for this presently. CT1 believes they have a promising approach.

	OSCAR
	It is unclear how to conclude TR 23.849 as CT1 has stage 2 responsibility for MRB. There was a difference of opinion in SA2 on the way to proceed – whether to agree to a conclusion in SA2 and proceed with a related CR to 23.228 or to wait till CT1 completes its work. 
	SA2 will resolve the MRB/MRF discovery mechanism as this is the main work remaining for the TR. The remainder of the work can start in CT1. 

SA2 will conclude the TR and send it in for approval at SA 55.
SA2 will update 23.228 to be consistent with changes decided in CT1.

	BBAI
	There is so much work to do and so little time it is likely that all building blocks of BBAI are at risk of not completing by SA 54.
	There was no resolution, though various proposals were made to either 

· stop working on BB3; or 

· instead work on a TEI11 project (to add a Gx interface to the BBF access to support fixed devices) related to 
These proposals were rejected. SA2 will proceed as agreed at SA2 53 with BBAI. BB3 will have 2 quarters allocated and all remaining time will be split between BB1 and BB2. 

SA has been warned it is likely that none of the BBs will complete by SA 55. An exception may be requested (though there is no guarantee it will be approved.) In this case, BBAI would be deferred in its entirety to rel-12.

	SIRIG
	In S2-114710, SA2 requested that GERAN, CT4 and CT3 to ”keep SA2 informed and wait for SA2 feedback before any final decision on normative specification work.”
This leaves stage 2 responsibility ambiguous for this work item.

CT sent LS SP-110839 stating that CT “will handle the normative work according the given request from SA WG2, since a response from SA WG2 on the proposed working procedure from CT WG4 is unlikely to be received by the CT WGs in time. Based on this request, TSG CT agreed that CT WG4 can develop a solution and if available and agreeable will provide necessary and relevant SA WG2 CRs in the next plenary cycle for endorsement towards SA WG2. SA WG2 should provide feedback to CT WG4 and GERAN, in order to avoid any delay of the work. If no feedback is received from SA WG2, CT WG4 and GERAN should assume that SA WG2 is fine with the proposed solution and CT WG4 should provide the necessary CRs towards TSG CT#56 for approval.”
	SA2 will await the CRs and discuss them when they arrive. 
CT4 and SA2 meet concurrently Feb 6-10, though CT4 is in China and SA2 in Canada. It may not be possible for SA2 to receive the agreed CRs with enough time to review them before the end of SA2 89 (for CT 55). If this is the case, SA2 will provide feedback at SA2 90 – or at latest, SA2 91 when SA2 and CT4 will be co-located. 

	ETWS, PWS
	(1) Recent concerns were only identified as having impacts on PWS late, as those who follow PWS and not ETWS did not realize at first that discussions of ETWS issues had broader implications.

(2) There are inconsistencies between 23.401 and 23.041. This is not desirable for maintenance. 

(3) There were open questions in 3GPP, unresolved by the Joint Meeting  between SA1, SA2 and CT1 at SA2 88 in San Francisco:

a. What is the default configuration (On? Off?)

b. How does configuration for a particular region work? How does it protect other regions? Are there any requirements for inbound or outbound roaming terminals?

c. How do the answers to the above questions differ depending on the supported release of the terminal and the network?
	(1) WGs were asked to remind delegates that ETWS should only be used as a WI code for Rel-8 changes and care should be taken to mark PWS contributions with the correct WI code.
(2) Documentation of PWS (including ETWS) will move to 23.041 (under CT1 control) from 23.401. This will involve broadening the scope of 23.041.

(3) A general set of principles applying to all releases was agreed by SA. See SP‑110890.
a. Configuration and authorization occurs at the application level, not at the MT, thus all warning messages must be received, but not necessarily displayed.

b. This change will be adopted from rel-8 (ETWS) and rel-9 (PWS).

(4) SA2’s 23.401 CR2202R2, 2203R2, 2204R2 (rel8-10) were approved. They will have to be further revised in light of the decisions above and given that CT1 will document ETWS in 23.041 per SP-110891.

	FULL_MOCN-GERAN
	SA was asked by SA2 whether this feature is mandatory or optional in rel-11?
	SA could not agree to decide that FULL_MOCN-GERAN support is mandatory. It remains an optional feature.

	SIMTC
	There is so much work to do and so little time it is likely that some work tasks of SIMTC are at risk of not completing by SA 55.
	SA2 will try to get as much done as possible and provide an exception sheet if needed for those parts that are not completed in Sa2 89. 

An exception may be requested (though there is no guarantee it will be approved.) In this case, incomplete aspects of SIMTC would be deferred to rel-12.


4 Work Planning
SA2 request to harmonize the WP for inconsistencies was discussed and MOSAP, OPIIS, FS_CNO and FS_SEEE will be marked as completing at SA 56 (as they are currently erroneously set to SA 55 within the rel-11 time frame.)

If any exceptions are needed for release 11, S2-11exception sheets must be prepared. These must indicate the status of the work (as a whole, and considering its parts,) as well as an agreed approach to progressing the work given an extra quarter to work. This will automatically add one quarter to stage 3 completion deadlines as well.
To begin work planning for release 12, WIDs will should be (re)submitted in SA2 90 and 91.
5 Action Items

The following was all approved.
· Update WP based on SA WG2 decisions: DONE
· Update WIDs to correspond to prioritization at SA 53: DONE
· Update WP to include IETF dependencies: DONE
· Considered TDF event handling as requested at SA 53: DONE
· Handle rerouted LS S2-114743 (was SP-110562): NOT DONE
· Recommendations from ITU-R ad hoc on harmonizing QoS were to be reviewed by 3GPP. 
· SA2 responded to LS S2-110309 at SA2 83 (Feb 2011) in S2-111261. SA2 identified areas where requirements from ITU-R and from 3GPP were misaligned and suggested changes to the ITU-R ad hoc work. In particular:
· The performance objectives restricting “Delay Variation” are too restrictive for 3GPP.
· Neither Traffic Capacity nor Maximum Access Capacity are 3GPP QoS concepts.
· The acceptable IP error rates in the ITU-R requirements would prevent applications from taking advantage of high data rates in LTE since TCP could limit throughput.
· These recommendations were not taken into consideration by ITU-R.
· ITU-R WP5A met last month (Nov 2011) and decided (see 5.2 of the report pointed to by the link) to change the completion date to 2015.
· Proposal: Let this matter drop.
New actions:

· Any aspect of SIMTC that introduces new RAN functionality will be reviewed at RAN 55 to determine whether it is possible to implement it. SA2 must inform RAN if this emerges.

· SA2 must respond to CT4 once it receives CRs for SIRIG.
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