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1.
Introduction
It is proposed that CT4 considers the following alternatives:

1. C-plane GTPv2 will be used for all EPS interfaces (S3, S4, S5a, S8a, S10 and S11) and also for R8 Gn/Gp interface.

2. C-plane eGTPv1 (R8 29.060) will be used for S3, S4 and G8 Gn/Gp interfaces and C-plane GTPv2 is used for S5a, S8a, S10 and S11 interfaces.
3. C-plane GTPv2 will be used for all EPS interfaces (S3, S4, S5a, S8a, S10 and S11), and C-plane GTPv1 will be used for R8 Gn/Gp interfaces.
This paper addresses the implications of the first alternative, which selects GTPv2 as R8 protocol for both systems. The first alternative has received supported from Nokia Siemens Networks, Nortel, Alcatel-Lucent, Motorola, T-Mobile, Ericsson, Vodafone and TeliaSonera (see the companion paper in C4-071738). 
2.
Discussion

The immediate consequence of such a decision would be that CT plenary #38 in November 2007 should consider limiting the scope of GTPv1 to 3GPP pre-R8 releases (R99 – R7). Therefore, if any essential corrections would be required to GTPv1, then these correction shall be considered only and only to the latest  R7 version of the TS 29.060.
The latest versions of R7 (29.060v7.7.0) and R8 (29.060v8.1.0) are almost identical. CR0656-TS29.060 makes the only difference. The CR however only  clarifies the invalid length IE related matters. GTPv1 related CRs may be discussed in CT meeting #37. Therefore, CR0656-TS29.060 may be included in the package and sent to CT plenary.

According to the drafting rules, two alternative solutions could be considered:

· Make one big CR to 29.060 with basic changes showing the outline of GTPv2. One of the negative points here is that it would not be possible to restructure the doc, or delete some chapters. Chapters which are intended to be removed or replaced shall be marked as "void". Another, graver drawback is that we would need to agree the giant CR in one go, in CT4 #37.
· Withdraw version 8 of 29.060 and draft a new specification which is a descendant of 29.060 in Release 8. This solution looks better, because CT4 would have at least half an year to finalize GTPv2 spec.
3.
Proposal
The following actions are proposed:

1. CT4 should agree  to stop working on GTPv1 in Rel-8 and limit the scope of GTPv1 to 3GPP pre-R8 releases (R99 – R7) and to accept a mirror of CR0656-TS29.060 to TS 29.060v7.7.0.
2. CT4 should agree  to withdraw version 8 of 29.060 and agree on  a new specification which is a descendant of 29.060 in Release 8.
3. CT 4 should ask  CT plenary to confirm the agreements by CT4 on handling of GTP protocol in Release 8.
4. CT4 should consider all pending GTPv1 related CRs to the latest version of the Rel-7 TS 29.060, which is version 7.7.0.

