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1
Background
In the last two meetings there has been a discussion on emergency related functionalities and who/how/in-what the in-progress emergency state of the group can be cancelled as specified in the specified in TS 23.379 and TS 24.379. In recent discussion in SA6 meeting, it has been clarified again that in-progress emergency state of the group should be cancelled explicitly by an authorized user and ending of emergency call will also not bring down the in-progress emergency state of the group.
Currently the stage 3 has defined the timer for in-progress emergency group call timer which will be started the moment emergency call is originated or ongoing call is upgraded to emergency call. On expiry of this timer, the emergency state of the group is cancelled. 

2
Alternatives

Two different alternatives to align with SA6 architecture requirements:
-
Remove the TNG2 timer handling and corresponding procedures; or
-
Add additional information to bring the TNG2 timer handling functionalities under local policy.

3
Discussion

The two alternatives are identified and need to be discussed to determine a way forward:
As per the stage 2 Rel 17 specification, the subclause 10.6.2.6.1.3, clearly states that the end of the MCPTT emergency group call does not cancel the MCPTT group's in-progress emergency state. It is explicitly cancelled by an authorized user using this procedure, or by the emergency alert cancellation procedure specified in 3GPP TS 23.280 [16], subclause 10.10.1.2.2.2.
To align with architecture requirement and to avoid non-complaint implementation with respect to stage 2, its better to update the existing functionalities using any of the alternatives as described above. 

If agreed then we should identify which release it should be applied. 

4
Proposal

It is proposed that the solutions are discussed and CT1 makes a decision on which way to go.
