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1. Introduction
Currently we have two draft specs that address GTPv2 matters: TR 29.803v0.6.2 and TS 29.274v0.1.0. At certain point in time, apparently CT4 should freeze the TR and continue work only on TS.

Below are some open issue that need to be discussed.

2. TS structure

Currently, the TR and the TS are structured differently.

· TR is structured in the following way. All relevant procedures are listed and each procedure contains a list of necessary GTPv2 messages. Therefore, the same or similar GTPv2 messages are specified in multiple sections.

· TS is a formal stage 3 spec and it cannot have procedure descriptions, which are stage 2 matters. Therefore, the TS contains only GTPv2 message definitions and other protocol details. The problem is that the same message, e.g. Create Bearer Request is used across different interfaces (S11 vs. S5/S8) and within different procedures (e.g. initial attach vs. dedicated bearer activation) in a little different way.
Pseudo-CRs to 29.274 in tdocs C4-080592-4 implement the following way. Each concerned GTPv2 message has a common clause (e.g. Create Bearer Request), which will be followed by dedicated subclause for each instance of this message. That is, the proposal is to use Create Bearer Request message type 31 also for other Create messages. 

The open issues here are (a) should we do that for all Create messages (default and dedicated) across S11 and (b) should we do that for respective Create messages across S5/S8?

3. Work distribution plans

Other open issues concern the work distribution between the TR and the TS: (a) when should we start active work on the TS and (b) for how long should we continue working on the TR?

It is less error prone to update the TS in small step throughout the year than discuss a giant, 100 odd page long CR in one meeting at the end of the year. The answer to the question (a) looks straightforward.
Concerning the TR, probably the best way forward would be to have a quick check on the TR maturity at the end of each meeting. Once CT4 discovers that the TR has collected all relevant ideas, CT4 could freeze the TR by sending it to CT plenary for approval.
