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[bookmark: _Ref488331639]Introduction
Since RAN#96 meeting is confirmed to be a F2F meeting during 6~9 June, Chair suggests to discuss whether WG meetings in May should be shifted one week early in order to have two weeks gap between May WG meetings and RAN#95.
Another issue is about coming F2F meeting this year.
Discussion
[bookmark: _GoBack]RAN2 have a tight schedule on ASN.1 after RAN#95 meeting as proposed in [1]. In addition at last RAN meeting it is concluded that there is one Ad hoc meeting during 20~22 April. So if the May WG meetings are shifted one week earlier, the consequence would be:
1, the Ad hoc meeting for ASN.1 need be discussed again
2, the time for ASN.1 review in general is shortened for one week, which may hurt the quality of the specification
We think if it is still possible to change the logistics of the June meeting, one week shift later would be preferred. But in case this is not possible, then one week shift earlier is necessary since at least one week email post email discussion after May meeting is necessary obviously.
Proposal1: One week shift earlier WG meetings is necessary in May for RAN2 to get ready for ASN.1 frozen.
If RAN decides to shift WG meetings in May one week earlier, then RAN2’s ASN.1 review plan needs be also reviewed again. 
The schedule captured in Annex is proposed by RRC rapporteur for ASN.1 review in [1]. In case RAN2 meeting shifts one week earlier, the time slot D in the Figure 1 is gone. One way to keep 4 phases for ASN.1 review is to also shift the Ad hoc meeting time slot earlier e.g. from 20~22 to 13~15 i.e. one week earlier by scarifying one silence day in 15 April.
Proposal2: if proposal1 is agreed, RAN2 ASN.1 Ad hoc meeting is also shift one week earlier
Another issue is about other F2F meetings planned this year. Let’s talk about meeting in August since this will be decided in 10 May. Our preference is that WG meetings in August should be e-meeting due to following reasons:
1, Much more delegates will be involved in WG meetings than plenary meeting, hence logistics and human resource arrangement are more complicated for company;
2, So far people from China is not allowed to enter France due to fact that Chinese vaccine is not recognized as valid one in France. And it is difficult to predict such situation will change soon;
3, Even it is changed later on, visa and logistics will be still problematic if there is no so much time left between the green light day and meeting days. 
Having said that our preference is put August meeting as e-meeting. But of course we are fine to check the situation in 10 May again.
Proposal 3: To put August WG meeting as e-meeting now and check it again in May 10.
Another issue is about remote access for F2F meeting. For Chinese companies it will be very difficult to send out usual number of delegates to attend a F2F meeting. It is not only because of potential infection risk in oversea cities and hence stuck in that city or even worse on the way, but also of Chinese epidemic prevention policy on people coming back from foreign country, namely two weeks quarantine in hotel and one more weeks at home. So most likely we need split the delegates at least into two groups for all kind of meetings. Without support from home online, delegates become helpless at least on topics they are not so good at. So remote access is very important to improve such situation. In addition researchers at home can also know the meeting progress better and in time so that they can prepare for next GTW session or next meeting. On the other hand we can understand it will be difficult for Chair/session Chair to organize the meeting if voice from remote access need be taken into account also. Therefore for GTW session, we think at least only audio without speaking is acceptable.
Apart from remote online access, we think some topics can go for email discussion if they are not urgent and bit controversial. They could be pre-meeting and @meeting email discussions. People from home then can also join the discussion and help to make progress.
Proposal 4: “listening only” remote audio access should be provided for F2F meeting at least
Proposal 5: some topics, not urgent but controversial, are encouraged to be resolved via email discussion
Conclusion
Proposal1: One week shift earlier WG meetings is necessary in May for RAN2 to get ready for ASN.1 frozen.
Proposal2: if proposal1 is agreed, RAN2 ASN.1 Ad hoc meeting is also shift one week earlier
Proposal3: To put August WG meeting as e-meeting now and check it again in May 10.
Proposal 4: “listening only” remote audio access should be provided for F2F meeting at least
Proposal 5: some topics, not urgent but controversial, are encouraged to be resolved via email discussion
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