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1 Introduction

CB: # 8_5GarchSatAccess

- If approach b) is preferable, then UE location info is needed in the gNB? (related to other LS?)

- need reply?

(E/// - moderator)

[NWM] Summary of offline disc R3-212605
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
draft LS in R3-212113 (to be revised for final LS) agreed
3 Discussion [if needed]
3.1 Necessity of the LS
Please provide your view on the necessity of the LS.
	Company
	Comment

	Ericsson
	Given the nature of this decision, which was a major step in RAN2 discussions, (and given the experienced unawareness of NSSF details in various WGs experienced in the past) it seems straight forward to confirm the necessity of the LS.

	
	

	
	


3.2 Comments on the LS, if any
This is to collect comments, if any and if necessity is confirmed, on the LS as such.
	Company
	Comment
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