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1 Introduction

CB: # 83_DirectFwding

-  already captured in Chair notes: is a CR needed?

(Nok - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-206949
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:

No agreement on tdoc R3-206221.
3 Discussion

3.1 Capture RAN3#108 agreement in TS 38.300
Do you agree that RAN3#108 agreed that in 5g to 4g direction packets are forwarded without SDAP header? 
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes.

	Huawei
	Yes

	Samsung
	Yes

	Ericsson
	Yes


If answer above is “yes”, do you see any show-stopper to capture it clearly in TS 38.300?

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	No. It is helps visibility to design people rather than having to fetch inside Chair meeting’s minutes.

	Huawei
	No. But this is common understanding. Also the original words “QFI information” has no any ambiguities to us. 


	Samsung
	No QFI means no RQI and RDI. So no confusion. If we change, it looks strange to say PDCP SDU without SDAP header.

	Ericsson
	Yes and no. Not sure that reopening an already concluded topic is useful


Can we agree the CR in tdoc R3-206221?

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Yes.

	Huawei
	Given the discussion that we have before: MCC has clear minutes in the Chairman note, this CR is not very necessary. 

	Samsung
	Agree with Huawei.

	Ericsson
	MCC notes are enough


Moderator’s summary:

Majority of companies think that chairman’s notes are enough, even though we cannot rely on designers to have read all RAN3 chairman’s minutes. Let us hope no IOT issue in future…
Proposal 1: CR is not agreed.
4 Conclusion

The following is proposed:

Proposal 1: Tdoc R3-206221 is not agreed.
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