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Introduction
During RNA3-95 a long discussion was carried out on the topic of high layer split options. During this discussion a majority of companies expressed a preference for the following way forward (see RAN3-95 meeting minutes):
“RAN3 recommends to continue the WI phase on option 2 of high layer RAN architecture split, unless the fast centralized retransmission of lost RLC PDU could not be addressed by this option, with consideration on contributions, to be discuss in April meeting, and a consecutive formal vote, if there is no agreement”
After more discussions, RAN3 agreed to the following:
“There shall be normative work for a single higher layer split option, i.e. Stage 2 and Stage3. 
In the meantime, if other decision cannot be made, RAN3 recommends to progress on the option 2 of high layer RAN architecture split. The contributions to the April meeting with regards to option2 against option 3-1 should be limited to address the fast centralized retransmission of lost RLC PDU. If no agreement can be reached, a formal vote will be set-up, which will result in a down selection between Option 2 or Option 3-1, by April 2017.
The normative contributions to different options are also expected”
The agreement above highlights that the discussions during RAN3-95bis shall be focussed on the topic of fast retransmission of lost RLC PDUs and whether such retransmission can be enabled via Option 2. 

In light of the discussions at the last RAN3 meeting it can therefore be concluded that RAN3 has agreed to recommend Option 2 as the high layer split option of choice for Stage 2 and Stage 3 specification, with the caveat that, in order to move this recommendation into a final agreement, it should be demonstrated how such option can address fast centralised retransmission of lost RLC PDUs. In case this cannot be demonstrated, a formal vote shall take place for the selection of one option between Option 2 and Option 3-1. In case this can be demonstrated, such enhancements should be made part of normative work.
During RAN3-95bis, discussinos shall be focussed on the issues that are needed to be solved in order to move forward with normative work. For this reason and in light of the above the following discussion framework is proposed:
Discussion Framework:  RAN3 has agreed to recommend Option 2 as the high layer split option of choice for Stage 2 and Stage 3 specification. In order to finalise the agreement on the choice of option 2, it should be demonstrated how such option can address fast centralised retransmission of lost RLC PDUs. In case this cannot be demonstrated, a formal vote shall take place for the selection of one option between Option 2 and Option 3-1. In case this can be demonstrated, such enhancements should be made part of normative work.
It is proposed to agree to the above problem framework in order to progress to technical discussions on whether the requirements placed on option 2 can be fulfilled.
Conclusions
 This paper highlighted parts of the discussion carried out during RAN3-95. In order to progress in a structured and effective way the paper proposes to agree to a discussion framework, which should guide the group in taking a final decision on high layer split option selection.
The proposed discussion framework is as follows:
Discussion Framework:  RAN3 has agreed to recommend Option 2 as the high layer split option of choice for Stage 2 and Stage 3 specification. In order to finalise the agreement on the choice of option 2, it should be demonstrated how such option can address fast centralised retransmission of lost RLC PDUs. In case this cannot be demonstrated, a formal vote shall take place for the selection of one option between Option 2 and Option 3-1. In case this can be demonstrated, such enhancements should be made part of normative work.

It is proposed that RAN3 agrees to the discussion framework above so that discussions during RAN3-95bis can be focussed on the main issues that ned resolving in order to start normative work.
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