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Introduction
AI 4.1: Maintenance of the Positioning specs (36.171, 37.171 and 36.171)

2 Tdocs covering maintenance of the Positioning specs 36.171 and 38.171 for review and endorsement

List of candidate target of email discussion for 1st round and 2nd round: 
· 1st round: Wednesday Apr. 22, 5pm UTC
· 2nd round: Wednesday Apr. 29, 5pm UTC  
Topic #1: Draft CRs
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Details

	R4-2003279
	CATT
	Draft CR for TS36.171, Introduction of BDS B1C in A-GNSS

	R4-2003280	
	CATT
	Draft CR for TS38.171, Introduction of BDS B1C in A-GNSS



Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
CRs/TPs comments collection

	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2003279
	Spirent:
1. In References: why are you only updating B1I to V2.0? Why not to version 3.0? (Also see comment below)

2. In References: you have added inverted commas, but you have used the wrong ones! They should be “straight” ones!
3. In B.1.5.2 you can only make this change if you update the B1I ICD to V3.0. For V2.0 there is still a restriction. If you update to V3.0 then you can completely delete the whole of this note as it is no longer needed.
4. In Table E.4: GNSS-IonosphericModel IE, for KlobucharModel2Parameter-r16 you don’t need the “-r16”

	
	CATT：
Currently, the reference in RAN2 specification is V2.0 for B1I, and has not been updated to version 3.0. The intention of our CRs is to align with RAN2 specification. More changes related to B1I version 3.0 will be needed and can be done after RAN2 work is done.
Other comments are acceptable and we will revise our CRs accordingly.

	
	R&S;
We also prefer to move to the latest version B1I V3.0. Is there a possibility to clarify the situation including RAN2 with some clarification / editor’s note? Like for example refer to V3.0, but say that RAN2 is done only up to V2.0?

	
	Spirent:
Agree with R&S. Given that these two CRs are only for ENDORSEMENT at this bis meeting and will be only be agreed at the next full meeting in May, then RAN 2 can “catch up” at that meeting and so will not be out of step. 

	R4-2003280	
	Spirent: same comments as above.

	
	R&S: Same as above.

	
	Spirent: same as above.

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
CRs/TPs
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	R4-2003279
	Moderator:
CR to be revised to R4-2005286

	R4-2003280	
	Moderator:
CR to be revised to R4-2005287



Discussion on 2nd round
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	R4-2005286
	Spirent:
I have to more or less repeat my previous comment above: in B.1.5.2 you cannot make this change to the Note because you have now decided to stay at B1I ICD Version 2.0. 
For B1I ICD V2.0 there is still a restriction on the number of Almanacs that are supported (limit of 30), so this note has to remain unchanged. I know that this problem does not exist for B1C or for B1I V3.0, but it still does apply for B1I V2.0! So, for now you must not change the Note!

	
	

	
	

	
	

	R4-2005287
	Spirent:
As above.

	
	

	
	

	
	




Summary on 2nd round 
	CR/TP number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	R4-2005286
	Moderator:
Based on revised draft CR, recommend CR is “agreeable”

	R4-2005287
	Moderator:
Based on revised draft CR, recommend CR is “agreeable”



