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1. Overall Description:
As actioned in LS T2-020361, T2 SWG2 has reviewed the User Equipment Management (UEM) Feasibility Study [TR 32.802 v1.0.5] and the updates made from the Joint T2 SWG2 and SA5 SWG-A meeting held in Cork, Ireland, in April 2002.  The document was reviewed in the context of a technical report, i.e. feasibility study, and not as a technical specification.  In an effort to support SA5’s desire to submit the Feasibility Study to SA#16, T2 SWG2 has modified the document and enclosed a version with change bars indicated.  This version is titled “TR 32.802-105 with T2 mods”.  T2 is of the opinion that these changes need to be made prior to submission to SA#16 for approval.

Two areas of modification which T2 SWG2 would like to call attention are as follows …

· Consistency in the use of “UE Manager” and “UEM Manager”: all instances were changed to UE Manager.  Note: the label “UEM Manager” was changed to “UE Manager” in Figure 4, although no change bars are indicated.

· Confusion concerning the value of the four columns “Customer Care”, “Network Operations”, “CRM”, and “UE Manufacturer” in the Paragraph 4 table: the columns were removed.  It was not clear why this information existed for some requirements and not for others, as well as the intention of the information.  As such, it is suggested these columns be removed.  Note: a confusing aspect of Paragraph 4 is that some of the requirements are given in table format, and some in outline format, though the reason for this is not understood.  In some instances, it seems requirements may be duplicated and descriptions do not always contain consistent types of information.  T2 SWG2 did not attempt to reconcile these differences, but want to call it to attention for future work.

T2 wants to emphasize this document is a feasibility study and was reviewed within that context.  It is expected that when this work is approved and progressed, a Stage 1 document will be generated.  At such time, the Stage 1 content will be reviewed in greater detail, as appropriate for a technical specification.

T2 would like to offer assistance by T2 SWG2 in refining the content of these requirements when the work is approved and progressed.  T2 SWG2 would desire to be involved at an early stage, as determined appropriate by SA5.

2. Actions:

To SA5 group …

ACTION: 
T2 asks SA5 group to accept the changes suggested in the attached document before submitting TR 32.802 to SA#16 for approval.
3. Date of next T2 Meetings:
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