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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 would like to thank IEEE 1609 WG for the LS regarding defined values for V field in the Release 14 specification of MAC header (R2-2008769).
[bookmark: _GoBack]RAN2 confirms that in the current Rel-14/15/16 LTE specifications the V field value, i.e., 0b0100, in SL MAC header is not used, and would like to inform IEEE 1609 WG that 3GPP RAN2 agreed to not introduce this new V field value into Release 14/15/16 LTE specifications. This decision is made mainly based on the consideration that introduction of a new V field value is a non-backward compatible change to frozen the 3GPP specifications already frozen. This does not imply that the reserved V field value, i.e., 0b0100, can be used by other standard developing organizations (SDOs) without consulting 3GPP RAN2.	Comment by Rapp (Huawei): Remove the part “to support unicast for LTE V2X sidelink communication” as per majority’s view. 	Comment by Rapp (Huawei): As per majority’s view, keep this sentence, because it’s not there because RAN2 have to justify themselves to IEEE, but to let IEEE know that if they want another change, this is the problem they may have to face and need to avoid.	Comment by Interdigital: Minor editorial	Comment by Ericsson: We think that this is the most important point to be clarified in the LS. We should clarify that IEEE cannot adjust part of the 3GPP specification to their own needs.
On this, we do not accept any compromise.
	Comment by Rapp (Huawei): Would like to listen to more companies’ views.	Comment by Interdigital: Agree with the intention from Ericsson.  Perhaps it can be said in a way to invite SDOs to inform 3GPP in the future. “We therefore invite IEEE (as well as other SDOs) to consult with 3GPP on such matters.” 	Comment by Qualcomm: Our view is RAN2 should be positive in its response.  As such, we agree with InterDigital’s proposed text.  One minor suggestion is as follows “We therefore invite IEEE 1609 WG (as well as other SDOs) to consult with 3GPP on such matters moving forward.”  
	Comment by Apple - Zhibin Wu: I feel that this sentence is not appropriate. I think QC suggestion is better.	Comment by LG: Giwon Park: Our suggestion is to delete below text. 
“This decision is made mainly based on the consideration that introduction of a new V field value is a non-backward compatible change to frozen 3GPP specifications This does not imply that the reserved V field value, i.e., 0b0100, can be used by other standard developing organizations (SDOs) without consulting 3GPP RAN2.”
Even if the text is deleted, I think that 3GPP will be able to sufficiently deliver the 3GPP position that the new V field value will not be introduced in the release 14/15/16 LTE specifications. 
That is, 3GPP only needs to deliver the information that new v field value will not be introduced in release 14/15/16 LTE specifications in response to the IEEE request. No other content seems to be needed.
RAN2 respectfully invites IEEE to take the above decision from 3GPP RAN2 into account for the development of LTE-V2X related standards (e.g. IEEE std.1609-.3). RAN2 would also likeis open to be informed of further IEEE progress in this regardthat 3GPP will consider the situation regarding LTE-V2X in the incoming IEEE LS in the future. 	Comment by Rapp (Huawei): Try to reword this sentence to avoid any possible confusions/implications which possibly lead to wrong impressions to other SDOs that 3GPP has already decided to have WIs for LTE-V2X further enh. 	Comment by Interdigital: Is this a bit too broad – in fact we would like to be informed about matters which affect our specifications:
“RAN2 is open to be informed of further IEEE progress which may affect 3GPP (specifications).”

2. Actions:
RAN2 respectfully asks IEEE 1609 WG to take above information into consideration.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meetings:
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #113e	25 January – 5 February 2021	eMeeting
TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #113-bis-e	12 April – 20 April 2021	eMeeting

