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Introduction

SA3 recently discussed the topic of non-3GPP access to EPC, the related SA3 draft report text is appended to this document for interest.  
The outcome of the SA3 discussion was for two conditionally agreed CRs to be considered and whichever we, SA1, agree is aligned with our requirements will then be provided to SA.
The Issue:
The entire dilemma is based upon the question:  

Is a device that is not capable of using a 3GPP-access in addition to a non 3GPP access permitted to access the EPC ? That is, can a non 3GPP access technology only capable device access the EPC?
If SA1 can agree a useful business based scenario that does interwork a non-3GPP device to the EPC (e.g. WiMax, e-HRPD, WiFi) then the answer will be clear.
Scenario:

· Users connect to the legacy HRPD core network with non-3GPP devices (i.e. HRPD terminal)
· Operator evolves the core network to support eHRPD.

· eHRPD has trusted access to the 3GPP EPC

· The eHRPD terminals will not be barred from access at any stage, they are not required to have a SIM (at least 3GPP2 is not placing this requirement on eHRPD terminals, and the definition of eHRPD terminals is in the remit of 3GPP2) 
· E-HRPD access can interwork with EPC and has access to EPC at least when the LTE access is deployed, but this does not imply every e-HRPD terminal is also LTE capable.
Conclusion:

Based on the above scenario 3GPP shall support access to EPC via non-3GPP devices that are not capable of using a 3GPP access.  SA1 cannot mandate that eHRPD devices will not be in place before dual mode (LTE) devices, nor that an e-HRPD terminal must also be LTE-capable, so, there is the expectation that the condition will exist where e-HRPD-only devices are commonplace in the public domain with eHRPD access utilised.  

It is unrealistic to mandate devices to be upgraded.  It is unrealistic to disconnect users because of a network evolution.
In direct response to the question, the answer to the question outlined above must be YES and SA1 is recommended to endorse the acceptance of the SA3 CR in S3-080849
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Source: Gemalto, Orange, Oberthur Card Systems, Telecom Italia

Abstract: 

This contribution replaces S3-080748, the difference consists in the addition of supporting company.

Discussion: 

Come Berbain presented the contribution.

Ankur Agarwal suggested that SA3 should take the decision instead of asking SA1 if the CR companion can be relaxed (exception if there is not 3GPP access supported).

Come Berbain suggested that the scenarios are not clear and this is the reason why SA1 has to be consulted.

Peter Howard suggested to accept the CR (relaxed) and consult SA1 without depending.

Ankur Agarwal pointed out that SA1 has already taken a direction towards allowing this.

The Chairman noted that the interpretation of SA1 decisions on the topic are different between the two groups of views and that would be the reason to consult with SA1.

David Johnston suggested that the proposal might be misaligning the text with WiMAX specs on credential storage.

Alec Brusilovsky proposed to proceed with one relaxed CR, stating that there could be a case where the mandated authentication mechanism is not possible and sending an LS on this to confirm the SA3 scenario understanding.

Mauro Castagno suggested that this exception does not occur under any circumstance.

Mireille Paulliac proposed to send two separate CRs (with relaxation and without) to SA1 to choose.This was the final agreement.

In case SA1 is not able to decide then the issue should go to SA.

The LS will be S3-080848.

The CRs will be S3-080810 and S3-080849 which for the purposes of the meeting are both conditionally agreed.

Decision: 

The document was noted.
