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1. Introduction
In R3-122611 a CR to TS 25.467 is provided, which proposes procedural description for the establishment, management and removal of Iurh connections between the HNB GW and the HNB, mapped to Iur connections between HNB GW and RNC.
In legacy Iur architectures an RNC establishes an Iur interface with a peer RNC. Such interface is manually configured, hence the number of Iur links sustained by the RNCis planned and known a priori. Similarly, the number of external UTRAN cells, i.e. connected cells in DRNS, is also planned due to cells served by an RNC being deployed under operator controlled and planned conditions.

This paper highlights drawbacks that may be encountered by enabling Iur connections between RNCs and HNB GWs and it proposes a way forward to take such cases into account. 
2. Discussion
It is commonly acknowledged that HNBs can power on and off in a way not always controllable by the operator. This implies that the load in terms of external EUTRAN cells connected to an RNC via the Iur interface to a HNB GW might be unpredictable.
In R3-122611, section 7.3.x.2.1, it is possible to notice how a HNB can trigger an SCCP connection establishment towards the RNC. This will most likely happen at HNB power up or when RNSAP signalling with RNC needs to be established.

Similarly, in section 7.3.x.4.1, it is possible to notice how an HNB is able to trigger an SCCP connection release, most likely occurring at HNB power off or when RNSAP signalling connections are deemed not to be needed. 

Every SCCP connection establishment implies the addition at the peer RNC of an external UTRAN cell, while every SCCP connection removal implies deletion of such cell.

It is important to point out that, especially for legacy RNCs, this deployment methodology was not foreseen due to the planned nature of macro cells, RNCs and Iur connection deployments. 
Therefore the scale of SCCP connection establishments/releases caused by HNBs connected to the RNC via the Iur interface with the HNB GW may not be sustainable for legacy RNCs.

Indeed, such drawback may affect also non-legacy RNCs, if the HNBs allowed to trigger establishment/release of SCCP connections towards RNCs is not well planned and under the operator’s control.

In light of the above the following is proposed:

Proposal: It is proposed to state in the CR that “the HNB mobility enhancements supported by Iur connection between HNB GW and RNC may not be applicable to pre Release 11 RNCs due to scalability reasons. Such enhancements may be applicable to RNCs from release 11 onwards, provided that the HNBs allowed to engage in RNSAP signalling with the RNC by Iurh-connectivity via the HNB-GW are deployed in a planned and operator controlled manner.”     
3. Conclusion
The proposal in Section 2 was presented in order to improve the text in the CR R3-122911
