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Progress Report since the last TSG (for all involved WGs):

Discussions in RAN2:
RAN2 discussed handling of emergency calls especially for UEs in limited service state (including unauthenticated and UICCless UEs).  The following scenarios were discussed:
· Indication of support of IMS emergency calls in the network
· Call origination for UEs in limited service state

· HO to restricted areas

· Bearer handling after termination of IMS emergency calls

· Inter-RAT handover of unauthenticated UEs

· Security aspects of handling unauthenticated UEs 

The following assumptions (not the complete list) were agreed in RAN2 and liaison statements were sent to SA3 and RAN3/SA2 for verification of the RAN2 assumptions:

· NULL IP algorithm will be used for unauthenticated UEs
· To use “dummy” (either some fixed specified value or left to implementation) keys to minimise RAN signalling and specification impact when Null algorithms are used for integrity protection and ciphering. The keys may be ignored by the receiving node.

· When the handover is to a target cell in the handover restricted list, security is handled normally with normal key derivation etc. for both the intra-LTE and inter-RAT handover.
· To broadcast 1 bit per PLMN to indicate support of IMS emergency calls if required by SA2/CT1.

  .  
Draft text proposals of most of the changes required to RAN2 specs were also provided for discussion.  Final decision will be based on liaison responses from relevant groups.
Discussions in RAN3:

· The handling of the end of emergency calls from the liaison received from SA2 and it was decided to follow that the eNB doesn’t need to detect user inactivity of the emergency bearer but the PDN GTW would instead be in charge of deactivating the emergency bearer in case dynamic PCC is not in use. Reply LS sent to SA2.

· Then the handling of mobility of emergency calls to restricted areas was discussed but no decision was reached
· Emergency calls in limited service mode using dummy keys and null algorithms was agreed in principle (final agreement of associated CRs next meeting pending the introduction of null IP by SA3).
List of Completed elements (for complex work items):

N/A
List of open issues:

Some of the main open issues (related to decisions in other working groups, SA2/SA3) are:
· Release of non-emergency bearers when handover to a restricted target cell 
· Where to capture the output of NULL IP algorithm

· Security handling during handover from EUTRAN to UTRAN (PS) or SRVCC from EUTRAN to UTRAN/GERAN (CS)

Estimates of the level of completion (when possible): 60%
WI completion date review resulting from the discussion at the working group:  RP#45 (September 2009)

References to WG's internal documentation and/or TRs:

N/A
