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1. Overall Description:

This present Liaison statement is to inform 3GPP TSG GERAN of the current status of the development of the Harmonised Standard for the GSM OnBoard Aircraft (GSMOBA) service.

The joint ERM-MSG Group on GSM onboard aircraft (GSMOBA) thanks TSG GERAN for its comments on the draft EN 302 480 (GSM onboard aircraft Harmonised) which have been taken into account. 
Following are the 3GPP GERAN WG1 and WG3 comments and the respectively GSMOBA group response:
· GERAN WG1 comment: Definition of the minimum power level of the NCU

This request cannot be included in the EN 302 480 as several parameters dependent on the specific installation and aircraft type would be necessary to define this value, which are consequently outside the scope of the harmonized standard. This requirement is related to the operational aspect of the system and hence is considered in the TS 102 576 (under development by the GSMOBA group, foreseen to be completed by December 2007).

· GERAN WG1 comment: Need for the test on the power flatness:


This requirement has been provided due to the fact of the wide operating bandwidth of the NCU. ETSI GSMOBA believes that this test is necessary to ensure that the power level over the bandwidth is within a certain range and no big variation which may create interference occurs over the bandwidth. 
· GERAN WG1 comment: Use of a notching filter:

The solution defined in the standards should be technology agnostic. Furthermore, The GSMOBA group states that the solution may impact the NCU performance/effectiveness.
· GERAN WG3 comment: Test structure; add a new section “conformance requirement”. 
This new proposed section is not necessary as a similar section with a different title (i.e.: limit) already provides such information. 
· GERAN WG3 comment: Questions on the signaling test procedure
It would appear, due to ambiguity in the test scope that GERAN WG3 interpreted that the MS was tested. For this reason, GERAN WG3 suggested providing a diagram sequences but in 3GPP, only diagram sequences for the MS (3GPP TS 51.010) are provided. 

On reviewing the comments received by the GERAN LS there were two points which required attention and were took into account: 
· WG3 comments: Test procedure: A new step has been added in order to be fully clear on whether or not the MS power level test pass; 

· WG3 comments: Test scope: the MS power control test scope was reworded to avoid any ambiguity.
Consequently an updated draft EN 302 480 was approved for public enquiry at MSG#15 (14th June 2007) and ERM#32 (25th-29th June 2007) meetings. The Draft EN 302 480 v.1.1.1 is now available for public comment which will end on November, 16th, 2007.

2. Response to comment:

Should the need arise, 3GPP GERAN is invited to make comments during the public enquiry.
