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1. Overall Description:
CT1 would like to understand whether an emergency call on a CSG cell can be rejected by the network dues to the subscriber not having a valid subscription for that CSG cell.
1) According to TS 22.011, subclause 8.4.1, the H(e)NB shall support emergency call for both member and non CSG member. 
2) On the other hand, in TS 23.401, subclause 4.3.12.1, SA2 has defined different scenarios for IMS emergency call,
Emergency bearer services are provided to normal attached UEs and depending on local regulation, to UEs that are in limited service state. Receiving emergency services in limited service state does not require a subscription. Depending on local regulation and an operator's policy, the MME may allow or reject an emergency attach request for UEs in limited service state. Four different behaviours of emergency bearer support have been identified as follows:

a.
Valid UEs only. No limited service state UEs are supported in the network. Only normal UEs that have a valid subscription, are authenticated and authorized for PS service in the attached location are allowed. It is not expected that a normal UE would perform an emergency attach. Normal UEs should be attached to the network and then perform a PDN Connection Request when an IMS emergency session is detected by the UE.
b.
…

…
… The network supporting emergency services for UEs in limited service state provides emergency bearer services to these UE, regardless whether the UE can be authenticated, has roaming or mobility restrictions or a valid subscription, depending on local regulation. The UEs in limited service state determine that the cell supports emergency services over E-UTRAN from a broadcast indicator in AS.

This can be interpreted in the way that, depending on local regulation, the network may reject a subscriber trying to attach for emergency bearer services in a CSG cell for which he does not have a valid subscription. The subscriber would then not be able to initiate an IMS emergency call.
Therefore, CT1 would like ask SA1 to clarify these requirements for the support of CS emergency calls and IMS emergency calls via a CSG cell.
CT1 would also like to ask SA2 to inform CT1, if the above interpretation of TS 23.401 is not correct.
2. Actions:

To 3GPP TSG SA WG1 group.

ACTION:  CT1 kindly asks SA1 to answer CT1's question.
To 3GPP TSG SA WG2 group.

ACTION:  CT1 kindly asks SA2 to inform CT1, if the above interpretation is incorrect.
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