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147 (Ericsson): Nokia commented on the newly introduced attributes that there are some overlaps, like in sector equipment. Ericsson didn't agree with this and explained the reason why, Nokia was satisfied with the response. 

Edwin (Ericsson) clarified that are previous attributes in approved CRs for 32 series that are being translated into the 28 series here. Nokia commented that according to the cover page this looks like an editorial CR and it's not. Related CRs for other specs are also missing in the cover page, since there is a dependency. Orange proposed another wording for the summary of change.

It was also commented that the yellow markings in the spec should be removed to comply with the drafting rules. 

The document and its mirrors (148 and 149) were revised to introduce these modifications on the cover page together with some editorial corrections on the Introduction clause and other comments from Orange.
S5-162042 (Ericsson): Nokia had problems with the types (list of data structures and inside the structures they are strings) between the attributes from this CR and the previous CRs. They are different and they should be aligned. Nokia suggested to change the types and Ericsson agreed. This tdoc was agreed and the previous CR package was modified as suggested by Nokia.

043 and 044 were also agreed as mirrors of 042.

045 (Ericsson): MCC commented that editorial CRs for Rel-13 were not allowed anymore (Release is frozen). Nokia commented that the changes in clause 5.2 were technical, so this could be included in Rel-13. The document was revised to change title and category.
145 (Ericsson): Orange commented that there were clauses in the CR that didn't have any change, like Scope. This was revised to correct it. The mirror in 146 was revised for the same reason.
069 (Nokia): Ericsson disagreed with the parameters settable for the operator. We talk about zero but it is not part of the range. Nokia commented that it didn't say that it was an invalid value. It was agreed to draft an LS to BBF to inform them on this issue and agree on this CR (and mirrors).
120 (Huawei): Ericsson commented that requirement was too wide, it covered too many things. Orange commented that the WID for this CR would be the WID for the NB-IoT that will be approved during this meeting, they are to be sent together as a package. MCC commented that this can be changed before the SA plenary if the WID naming rules are not fulfilled.
119 (Huawei): Nokia queried about the new attributes: Is Huawei planning to have any new config attributes? Huawei confirmed this.

Ericsson didn't understand what should be done with this attribute. Huawei commented that a reference to RAN would be good to be added. Cisco proposed to delay the CR waiting for whatever is discussed during the RAN groups meetings. Ericsson proposed to have a phone conference before the next meeting. This was agreed.
134 (Cisco): Orange argued on having a reference to a TR here, but it was finally decided to keep the reference since this was correct from the procedural point of view. It was revised to correct errors in the cover page and to add the whole clause where the table is contained.
136 (Cisco): revised with the same comments as the document before.

137 (Cisco): Ericsson commented that BTS is 2G only. The solution is only for LTE. It was revised according to this comment and the previous comments on the previous documents.
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