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1
Introduction
This contribution summarizes the discussion that took place on the TSG RAN WG2 reflector regarding the modelling of the Step #4 of the random access procedure. 
2
Discussion
On the reflector, the following email was posted to initiate the discussion:

The purpose of this email is to discuss and hopefully close one (minor) aspect of the Stage 2 that has remained opened for quite a while: do we have a CCCH or DCCH in step 4 of the random access procedure (contention resolution message sent in DL to one UE). As far as I can remember, the last time we discussed the issue was in St.Louis with TDoc (R2-070453) but not much progress has been made since. 

Similarly as in UTRAN, the CCCH is currently defined (section 6.1.2.1 of 36.300) as follows:  channel used by the UEs having no RRC connection with the network. If we wanted to strictly apply that definition to step 4, it would probably mean that a CCCH should be used for UEs not having an RRC connection yet. There are however two arguments against using a CCCH in step 4 always:

-
Step 4 can be used by UEs already having an RRC connection 

-
Since Step 4 is always dedicated to one UE, it could be considered as a part of the RRC connection already

Regardless of the arguments above (which can always be questioned), we have see three possible choices for the modelling of step 4:

1)
DCCH always

2)
CCCH always

3)
CCCH for UEs not having an RRC connection, DCCH for others
Asustek believes “an unique UE identity should be included in the Contention Resolution message to resolve the contention, which complies with the general concept of CCCH usage” and would therefore prefer having a CCCH. Conversely, Nokia Corporation and Nokia Siemens Network would be happy with a DCCH following the two arguments mentioned in the original mail sent on the reflector
3
Conclusion
Since no agreement could be reached via email discussion on the reflector, it is proposed that RAN2 takes a quick decision at this meeting to close the issue.
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