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1. Introduction

RAN#59 has received the LS [1] from SA2 requesting RAN2 to provide feedback and indicate potential impacts from their identified solutions before any conclusions can be made in SA2. In RAN#59 two new SI proposals [2, 3] have been submitted to initiate the RAN work on the SA2 MTCe (Machine-Type and other mobile data applications Communications Enhancements) work item. In this contribution, we will show our considerations on how to organize the Rel-12 MTC work. 
2. Discussion

In the received LS [1], it is assumed that SA2 will be able to receive the initial feedback from RAN2 by RAN2#82 (May), which is quite restrictive. In order to provide the initial feedback within the expected timescale by SA2, so as to avoid the stalling of SA2 evaluation and avoid the whole MTCe feature to be postponed to Rel-13, we think:
Proposal 1: RAN2 should prioritize the SA2 LS answering, according to the timescale defined by SA2.
The RAN2 work on MTCe feature should not be limited to the solutions currently proposed by SA2, instead RAN2 should also evaluate the bottlenecks and identify the key issues from RAN perspective, then subsequently evaluate the possible enhancements based on RAN2 skills/expertise.
Proposal 2: RAN2 work on MTCe should not be limited to the solutions currently proposed by SA2. RAN2 should also be able to evaluate RAN specific solutions based on RAN2 skills/expertise.
It is clear from the objectives of the SA2 feature level work item “Machine-Type and other mobile data applications Communications Enhancements” and its building blocks: SDDTE and UEPCOP, that the possible solutions should be addressing packet data services as supported by both smart phones and MTC services. Both the of the new SI proposals [2, 3] are within the scope of the MTCe feature, however several of their objectives clearly overlap.  It is important to have a clear split between different work items so that companies can prepare their contributions for RAN2 accordingly.
Proposal 3: The overlapping and the work split between proposals should be resolved before approving formally new study/work items.

3. Conclusion
For the Rel-12 MTCe work in RAN, we propose the following:
1: RAN2 should prioritize the SA2 LS answering, according to the timescale defined by SA2.
2: RAN2 work on MTCe should not be limited to the solutions currently proposed by SA2. RAN2 should also be able to evaluate RAN specific solutions based on RAN2 skills/expertise.

3: The overlapping and the work split between proposals should be resolved before approving formally new study/work items.
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