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1	Introduction
This thread will discuss the draft CR to 38.214 for the Red Cap enhancements after RAN1#114bis.
[bookmark: _Ref54348033]2	Discussion – first round
The comments in this section are based on version 0 of the the draft CR available in the Post RAN1#114bis discussion.
	Company
	Comments
	Editor reply/Notes

	Ericsson
	It might be good to clarify somehow that the two legacy sentences preceding the new sentence do not apply to UEs that indicates supportOfRedCap-r18 but not FG 48-2. If we don’t want to touch those two preceding sentences, perhaps a simple way to clarify this could be to add “However,” in front of the new sentence.
Also, perhaps the wording “a reduced capability UE that indicates supportOfRedCap-r18 but not indicating FG 48-2” looks a bit awkward – perhaps we could write “a reduced capability UE that indicates supportOfRedCap-r18 but not FG 48-2”, or “a reduced capability UE indicating supportOfRedCap-r18 but not FG 48-2”, or “a reduced capability UE that indicates supportOfRedCap-r18 but does not indicate FG 48-2” instead?
	In my view the added phrase is quite self contained as it stands out by the quite in the beginning clarifying that we are discussing about a reduced capability UE. I did a small change though according to your suggestion removing for in the beginning!

	Editor, 19/10/2023
	A small edit in the text and one on the cover page.
Latest can be found in version 01!
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	





