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1 Introduction
In current TS 38.331, in system information section, there is one FFS as follows:

[FFS Whether to make a generic bit to indicate immediate acquisition of SI will be considered after AC discussion has progressed]
In RAN2#102, regarding to which SIB is used for AC, there are agreements for NR as follows.
Agreements for NR

1
All access control info will be contained in SIB1. (We need to find a way to ensure the size is constrained)

Working assumption for NR and LTE/5GC

2
Support an encoding option 2b from the mail discussion (AC are explicitly indicated). ASN.1 for this approach will be included in the CR for SA. Further optimisations can still be considered next meeting,
For LTE/5GC, regarding to which SIB is used for AC parameters, there are the following agreements.

Agreements

1：NR Agreements listed in ANNEX are applied to LTE/5GC
2:  Specify the UAC in 5.3.X, i.e. a new section.

3
New SIB will be specified to carry UAC parameters.

In this contribution, we discuss whether the generic bit is needed considering the agreements made in last RAN2 meeting [1].
2 Discussions and Proposals

Regarding to whether the generic bit is needed for NR case, we think that on one hand SIB1 is used to carry AC parameters.   On the other hand, for SIBs which includes CMAS and ETWS, the specification already mandate UE to acquire these SIBs immediately.  Therefore, from our point of view, it seems there is no need for the generic bit since UE has to acquire SIB1 for camp and access with existing agreement.  Thus, for NR case, we propose:
Proposal 1 RAN2 agree that for NR case, there is no need to introduce generic bit since AC parameters are included in SIB1.

For LTE/5GC case, since AC parameters are carried in new SIB.  To enable UAC for LTE/5GC case, UE needs to acquire the new SIB immediately.  In LTE/5GC case, such generic bit is also not needed since that existing SIBs including CMAS, ETWS and legacy SIBs containing parameters for access barring check are already specified in a way that UE can acquire them immediately.  Therefore, we think there is the need for new bit to indicate that the new SIBs need to be acquired immediately.  But there is no need to introduce a generic bit for existing SIBs other than the new SIB.  Therefore, we propose:
Proposal 2 RAN2 agree that for LTE/5GC case, there is need to introduce a new bit for the new SIB since AC parameters are included in new SIB.  There is no need for a generic bit. 

3 Conclusion

In this contribution, we discuss necessity of generic bit to indicate that the SIB needs to be acquired immediately and we have the following proposals.
Proposal 1 RAN2 agree that for NR case, there is no need to introduce generic bit since AC parameters are included in SIB1.

Proposal 2 RAN2 agree that for LTE/5GC case, there is need to introduce a new bit for the new SIB since AC parameters are included in new SIB.  There is no need for a generic bit. 
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