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1	Introduction
In this contribution, a way forward is proposed to include the SRB3 in list of mandatory (or mandatory with IoT) features to be supported under discussion for the March 2018 release.
2	Background 
As discussed in [1], [2] and in [3]; the SCG SRB (SRB3) provides the SgNB a direct interface to the UE to perform reconfigurations and setup/control and receive measurements from the UE. 
The main benefit of the SRB3 is due to:
- the lower latency of the NR radio interface 
- the fact that any RRC signalling does not have to traverse the X2 link (saving 2 X2 signalling messages and X2 procedure of SgNB modification)
- the aspect that the MeNB does not have to be loaded with NR RRC signalling (and ASN.1 encode/decode operation)
- positive impact to intra-SgNB mobility performance ([1]) especially for intra SgNB PSCell changes which do not involve the MN (including faster delivery of measurement reports to SgNB)
- all radio reconfigurations that do not need to involve the MN
RAN2 has already specified the SRB3 feature in Rel-15 and the feature specification is quite complete (i.e. there are no open issues). Compared to many other NR features, the SRB3 feature is much less complex because its functionality is quite concise.
As such, the testability of SRB3 in an IOT environment should (and will) not present any major impact on the timelines. Also, considering the system level gains of using the SRB3, it is imperative to allow its usage early on so that the operators are able to benefit from improved mobility performance (against the case when SRB3 is not configured and the LTE MeNB path is adding significant additional delay as indicated in [1]).
3	Conclusion
In this contribution, we have provided the background on the system level gains when the SgNB uses SRB3. Considering the gains discussed in [1] and the afore-mentioned arguments, we propose:
Proposal 1: SRB3 is a mandatory feature for Rel-15
Proposal 2: It can be discussed if the support is indicated using an IOT bit
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