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1. Overall Description:

During CT1#42bis discussion in Montreal, CT1 has raised the following questions:
As per 3GPP TS 22.101 7.6.0 section 10.1 “The serving network may download additional emergency call numbers to the UE in order to ensure that local emergency call numbers are known to the UE.  The UE shall regard these emergency numbers as valid in that country only (as identified by the MCC) and shall discard them when a new country is entered.”. The UE shall treat these local emergency call numbers on per country basis. 
As per 3GPP TS 24.229 7.4.0 section 5.2.10.1 “The P-CSCF shall store a configurable list of local emergency numbers and emergency URIs, i.e. those used for emergency services by the operator to which the P-CSCF belongs to. In addition to that, the P-CSCF shall store a configurable list of roaming partners' emergency numbers and emergency URIs associated with MCC and MNC codes”.  

Q1: Shall the network also regard the list of roaming partners' emergency numbers and emergency URIs valid as per country basis (identified solely by the MCC)? 
As “the P-CSCF shall store a configurable list of roaming partners' emergency numbers and emergency URIs associated with MCC and MNC codes” represents flexibility that operators may have used or intend to use within earlier releases but which will be removed at release 7. 
Q2: Do SA1 see it necessary to remove this capability from earlier releases?
There is a direct relation between a) the delays for an emergency centre or a PSAP to call back the user after it performs an emergency session and b) the “typical” duration of an IMS emergency registration. Indeed the duration an IMS emergency registration shall allow a potential call back from an emergency centre or a PSAP. 

Q3: What would be a reasonable delay for an emergency centre or a PSAP to call back the user after it performs an emergency session?
2. Actions:

To SA1 group.

ACTION: 

CT1 kindly asks SA1 group to answer to the above questions.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT1 Meetings:




CT1_43
28 Aug - 1 Sep 2006
Da Lian, China
CT1_44
30 Oct - 3 Nov 2006
Virginia
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