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1. Introduction

GERAN2 thanks CT4 for their LS regarding the progress of the Local Call Local Switch Feasibility Study and would like to provide encouragement and some feedback on the specific issues described below in order to support further work on LCLS.
GERAN2 acknowledges the note that the normative work for the work item cannot be completed in release-9 timeframe. 

2. LCLS call identification and call correlation and further progress.

GERAN2 would like to thank CT4 for their agreement on using GCR for the call identification and call-leg correlation.
GERAN2 would like to encourage CT4 to reach agreement about one solution within core network in order to further progress on the work item and to close the normative work in release-10 timeframe. 
GERAN2 thanks CT4 for common understanding that the LCLS solution whether the BSS Node Id information is used, or not used, within the core network, does not have any standardisation impact on GERAN2 specifications.
3. GERAN2 feedback on LCLS related Information Elements for the A-interface 

Signalling Local Switching Preference from CN to BSS:
GERAN2 has noted that a new IE (LCLS Preference) is needed for the CN to indicate (among other information) whether call-leg correlation is preferred in the BSS.
Following definitions could be used:
· If the call is an intra-BSS call without any ongoing supplementary services preventing local switching or Intra-BSS call detection is not performed by the CN, the LCLS preference may be set to “call leg correlation is preferred”;
· If the call is an inter-BSS call or if the call is an intra-BSS call with ongoing supplementary services preventing local switching, then the LCLS preference may be set to “call leg correlation is not needed”.
The above list of Information included in LCLS-Preference IE is maybe not exhaustive.


In addition, in case of lawful interception, BSS needs to be informed in a proper way whether a copy of the user plane needs to be bi-casted to the MGW after local switch path is activated in the BSS.
Local Switching Status from BSS to CN:
GERAN2 has noted that a new IE (LCLS Status) is needed to indicate to the CN whether the call-leg has been locally switched or not or what the status of LCLS is in general for this call-leg.
Following definitions could be used:
· If a local switch path is not active in the BSS for a local call, the LCLS Status shall be set to “the call-leg is belonging to a local call, but it’s not yet locally switched/local switching has been released”;

· If a local switch path is active in the BSS for a local call and lawful interception is not activated, the LCLS Status shall be set to “the call-leg is belonging to a local call and it’s locally switched”;
· If a local switch path is active in the BSS for a local call and lawful interception is activated, the LCLS Status shall be set to “the call-leg is belonging to a local call and it’s locally switched with bi-casting to the MGW”;

· If the call cannot be locally switched in the BSS (when the LCLS-Status is reported to the CN), the LCLS Status shall be set to “the call-leg cannot be locally switched”.

4. Actions:

To 3GPP WG CT4.

ACTION: 
GERAN2 kindly asks CT4 to take note of the above.
5. Date of Next GERAN and GERAN2 Meetings:

GERAN2#45bis
21- 23 April, 2010 Copenhagen, Denmark

GERAN#46

17 - 21 May, 2010 Jeju, South Korea
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