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1
Introduction 
In the document R3-122105 there is proposed changes to NBAP to deal with an issue of misalignment of E-RNTI lists. This document considers the need for such changes against the implementation complexity.
2
Discussion
2.1 Reasons for change
The key reasoning for considering this change is:

E-RNTI allocation procedure generates the risk that the RNC can not receive the message properly due to the following reasons: 
· RNC may miss the E-RNTI allocation response message from Node B due to Iub interface congestion. 
· The allocation message may be interpreted incorrectly due to RNC’s internal error.
Considering these two reasons:

‘RNC may miss the E-RNTI allocation response messages from Node B due to Iub interface congestions’
The response message PSCR response is part of a class 1 procedure – request/response, so that provision in a well designed RNC will be made with suitable timers to ensure that the response is received in a timely manner and some error/ resend process is initiated if it is not received. 

‘The allocation message may be interpreted incorrectly due to RNC’s internal error.’
This is not a consideration for the standards. RNC internal errors of any kind can result in instability and erroneous signalling exchanges, but this is an implementation issue to resolve, and not a reason to introduce more complexity into the signalling.

2.2
Change Complexity

The proposed solution (in the CR[1]) appears to involve the Node B remembering the last index received and ensuring that the next one is incremented, however the procedure text in the CR is confusing as to the exact operation. The PSCR procedure already has a transaction ID that operates in a similar manner, and if the response is lost then the resent PSCR request would use the same value (as it’s the same transaction), and this would be detectable at the Node B. 
So this proposed change adds complexity to the PSCR procedure that is not necessary and is not needed.

3
Conclusion

The proposed change is not needed as there are already mechanism in place to handle the issues (both standardized or part of implementation), and the change is complex for no gain.

4
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