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1. Overall Description:

Currently 3GPP TS 24.229 includes procedures for the UE identifying that it belongs to the home PLMN based only on analysis of the MCC. It performs this test to identify if an emergency registration is required, rather than reuse of a normal registration.

The current effect from release 7 onwards is that the emergency call is made over a normal registration (where one exists) even when a user is roaming in a visited network, but still in the home country.

In trying to assess whether a correction is required to align with the stage 2, and whether such a correction is an essential correction according to the 3GPP definitions (and therefore required back to release 7), CT1 was unable to identify a failure condition where such a call would fail to complete, or where essential processing is omitted. Possible conditions may exist is one network in a country supports emergency calls using IMS and another does not, or if certain operators able only to route to specific PSAPs (rather than all PSAPs) within a country, but it is not clear that those are realistic deployment scenarios. 

It is understood that when EPC and GPRS are used as access technologies (from release 9), then it is required not to use a normal registration, as an underlying emergency bearer is required to be used for signalling and media, which means that an emergency registration will also exist.

Currently also at the P-CSCF, when a request identified as an emergency call is received over a normal registration, only the MCC is checked before accepting the call and passing it to the E-CSCF, or rejecting it with an indication to make the call via either an emergency registration or other means (e.g. CS call). 

3GPP CT1 therefore asks 3GPP SA2 to identify whether there is justification for insisting on the home network rather than the home country when making an emergency call using an existing IMS registration. In particular, is there functionality that can be performed only by a home network in the home country, and not by a visited network within the same country.

2. Actions:

To 3GPP SA2 group.

ACTION: 
3GPP CT1 asks 3GPP SA2 to identify whether there is justification for insisting on the home network rather than the home country when making an emergency call using an existing IMS registration. 
3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG1 Meetings:

TSG-CT WG1 Meeting #64
10-14 May 2010
Kyoto, Japan.

TSG-CT WG1 Meeting #65
28 June – 2 July 2010
Dublin, Ireland.

