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1. Overall Description:

CN1 thanks SA3 on their LS on Configuration of ciphering.  CN1 would like to indicate that CN1 related specifications will be impacted by the proposed CR to TS 33.102 that requires that the UE to reject CS and PS connections which are not ciphered.  

CN1 note that the attached version of the CR was not approved by TSG-SA but forwarded back to SA3.   CN1 would be interested in the outcome of any revisions of the requirements.

CN1 believe that RAN2 may also be impacted considering that the ciphering is performed on the individual Radio Bearers (RABs) at different point in time. 
Initial analysis of the proposed requirements (TS 33.102) suggest a need to further consider the following aspects:

· What shall be considered as a “unciphered connection”? Should this include Location Update and GPRS attach ? 

· What information (protocol cause values) should be sent from the UE to the network when a call is rejected.  There may be services in the network which rely on this information and service interactions with existing services need to be considered (call forwarding on Not Reachable etc)

· Should new call attempts allowed from the UE? 

· Do the other existing PDP contexts or ongoing CS connections need to be cleared? A UE can change PLMNs with ongoing PDP contexts established in the previous PLMN when the GGSN is located in the home network. 

· The need to consider the appropriate possibly new Reject Cause value for failure to deliver Mobile Terminated SMS due to this requirement. The SMS Service Centre may retransmit SMS based of the rejection cause value. Depending on the solution, there may be changes required to the relevant SMS specifications (23.040 24.011, 29.002).  Thus the specifications of the TSG T2 would also be impacted.

Additionally CN1 would like to request clarification on the service scenarios behind this feature “Visibility and Configurability”. Understanding clearly the objective and rationale will assist CN1 in responding better to SA3’s requirements.

Considering the timescales for Rel-5 work,  CN1 believe that it is unlikely to complete all the necessary work for Rel-5 for these new requirements at this late stage.  The next CN1 meeting is in April 2002.

2. Actions:

To SA3 group.

ACTION: 
CN1 request further clarification on the above issues.  CN1 request SA3 to consider if these or revised  requirements could be part of a release after Rel-5.

3. Date of Next CN1 Meetings:

CN1_23
8th – 12th April 2002
USA
