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1.
Introduction

This document is intended:


- 
to request that the current scope of the Local IP Access work is slightly widened, and
- 
to support the request from SA2 in SP-090403 that SA provide the means for the rapid freezing of Local IP Access specifications
2.
Internet Offload
3GPP specification work has successfully raised the data rates that our customers use, and, the data capacity of the UMTS cells. Increased data traffic leads to increased cost in transferring the data between the base station and the GGSN/PDN-Gateway. 

But, increases in data revenue from increased data traffic tend not to be proportional to the increased cost of transmission.
If operators are to continue to grow the HSPA market (and this is probably needed to make the LTE market successful) then mechanisms to reduce the cost of transmission are needed. Offloading Internet traffic from the cellular infrastructure nearer the base station may offer one such cost saving opportunity.
At the moment, 3GPP has requirements for Local IP Access within the Home Base Station requirements specification (22.220). However, as most current data traffic is carried on the ‘macro’ network, 
The co-signing operators request that the scope of the Local IP Access work should be broadened to cover all deployment scenarios.

3
Release 10 or Release 9 ‘exception’?
The co-signing operators believe that the Local IP Access work (when covering both ‘macro’ and ‘home’ networks) has the potential to offer important cost saving opportunities that could benefit the whole eco-system. Hence we would like to see that this work is released as early as possible.
Currently the discussions on Local IP Access for the EPS architecture are at a very early stage and there are several candidate architectures. Resolving the differences between the architectures might take a long time, or, it might be rapidly achieved in just one more meeting. Although unusual, rapid resolution is not as implausible as it might seem. 

Having selected a solution, the stage 2 and 3 changes have the potential to be relatively small (e.g. see the CR attached to the SA 2 LS), although the impact on products of moving a GGSN like function to, say, a base station, is less likely to be minor.

Irrespective of the speed at which the EPS architecture question can be solved, it is important to continue the work immediately. Hence:


The co-signing operators request that Local IP Access is included on the agenda of the July SA2 meeting.
Being moderately hopeful of a rapid resolution of the EPS Local IP Access architecture question:


The co-signing operators request that IF normative CRs can be agreed before the September plenaries, then they can be included in release 9.

And otherwise:


The co-signing operators request that SA put in place the procedures for timely release of the feature.
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