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1 Introduction

Following email discussion took place at RAN3 #108-e:
CB: # 73_IRAT_HOforFastMCGrecovery

-  merge/revise as necessary; check for changes on changes

- check details

- is reply LS needed?

(Nok - moderator)

3287 rev in R3-204029
3551 rev in R3-204030
3552 rev in R3-204031
3553 rev in R3-204032 (if needed)

Summary of offline disc in R3-204033
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
We propose the following:
Updated stage-2 CR in R3-204029 is endorsed.

The originally submitted stage-3 CRs in R3-203551 and R3-203552 are agreed. Revisions are not needed.
Response LS is not needed, the proposed draft in R3-203553 is noted.

3 Discussion
3.1 Update of stage-2 and checking details
Two occurences of change-over-change has been corrected in the stage-2 draft CR (revised to R3-204029).
Details of stage-2 and stage-3 CRs have been checked.
3.2 Response LS
Is the response LS needed?
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	It is not needed. 

RAN2 asks us to introduce certain feature and we’re going to follow the request. Therefore, the response is probably not needed (it would have been if RAN2 asked us about a solution or if we could not follow the request). Of course, no harm is done if we do send it nonetheless.

	Huawei
	No need. The changes suggested by RAN2 is quite straight forward and can be accepted by RAN3.

	Ericsson
	No need

	Qualcomm
	It is not needed. 


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
Proposal 1: The update of the stage-2 CR (in R3-204029) is endorsed.
Proposal 2: No changes needed for stage-3 CRs. The submitted versions are agreed (in R3-203551 and R3-203552).

Proposal 3: Response LS is not needed.
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