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Decision
1 Introduction 
The WI proposal for New BS Specification Structure was approved in RAN#60. From the WID [1], we have:

“First Step:

1. Further analysis of the structure of the core requirements in existing specifications and the additional benefits of Alternative 3a (if needed). 

2. A Technical Report is to be created to capture the contents of the proposed new specifications, i.e. representing the new core specification with all the RF requirements for the new specification structure to allow for RAN4 to check whether the same requirements in the legacy specification structure are migrated into the new specification structure and whether duplication of work and the risks of specification conflicts are reduced for future work so that the effectiveness of Alternative 3a is evaluated.
Upon completion of First Step, RAN4 to decide on whether to proceed with the following Second Step.”  
Hence, RAN4 needs to conclude based on the outcome of the First Step before proceeding further into the WI. In this contribution, we review some of the common understanding and our view on the future direction of the work item. In the next section, we first provide our views on the criteria based on which RAN4 should derive the conclusion. 
2 Operators Requirements  
The WI has been discussed in two RAN4 meetings since it has been approved. The work plan [5] was approved in RAN4#68, targeting November 2013 (i.e. the current meeting) as the “decision point” whether to go step 2 (the specification migration) in the WID. Furthermore, a high level description of the new structure [3] and the summary of BS specifications analysis from SI [4] were approved in RAN4#68bis. 

How to migrate the requirements was discussed and examples for a few sample requirements were undertaken. However, but no conclusion was reached. Also there is no conclusion on the impact of this New BS Specification Structure on the AAS WI. More importantly, there has not been any further evaluation of the effectiveness of Alternative 3a as requested in the WID.

Therefore, in our view, the question to ask at this time is whether the current adopted approach of the WI based on Alt 3a is providing any improvements. To assist RAN4 in this decision, we note the following observations:

· Any new specification structure should have significant benefit to the end users of the specification. One example is when we could achieve common definitions for all of the key requirements and hence resulting in reduced specifications. However, analysis thus far has been not to be the case.
· Existing requirements must not be affected in any manner. As stated in the objectives of [1]: “Requirements from the legacy structure will remain exactly the same in the new structure without any modification.” This implies that the rrequirements for Single RAT, Multi RAT and UMTS need to clear and concise within each section of the combined specification. The negative implication of this is an extremely large specification in size that is unnecessarily for 3GPP. 
a. From the perspective of usage, single RAT users will need to unnecessarily navigate this huge specification just to get to the Single RAT applicable sections, which could be done much more efficiently with the Single RAT specification. 
b. RAN4 is currently starting to undertake an effort to split 36.101 for exactly the reason of efficiency i.e. eases of maintenance! Why are we doing the opposite for the BS specifications?
· The new specification should be clear and concise without the need for a “PICS” or “Profiles” list to determine requirements. Past experience has shown that profiles maintenance and proliferation to be complicated and highly inefficient resulting in an obfuscated compliance tracking process. 
· Existing specification structure provides a future proof structure in which it allows multiple TSG’s to maintain the specification if necessary. For example, different TSG maintains UMTS specification i.e. GSM specifications.  

3 Conclusion  
Based on the above observations, we arrived at the conclusion that there been sufficient analysis and observation to conclude that currently pursued solution of Alt 3a will not produce any improvement in the efficiency and usage of the existing BS specifications that warrant further effort and resources by RAN4. Therefore, we propose RAN4 not to progress to step 2 (the specification migration).

Proposal:

1. There has not been shown benefit on Alternative 3a in achieving improvement of the BS specifications, and this conclusion to be documented in the Technical Report. 
2. The WI concludes without proceeding to Step 2, as described in the WID. 
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