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1. Introduction
Restricted cell is a cell on which camping is allowed, but access attempts are disallowed for UEs whose access classes are indicated as barred [1]. In this document, we would like to discuss if it is a desirable operation or not. 
2. Discussion
In UMTS, a UE should camp on a restricted cell, but access attempts are disallowed for UEs whose access classes are indicated as barred. In LTE, we have same rule at the moment. 
Below, we would like to see: 
1) Reasons why it was adopted in early UMTS

2) Drawbacks from user point of view
3) Considerations and proposals
Reasons why it was adopted in early UMTS: 
·   Access class barring information was assumed to be frequently changed so that access could be allowed soon. 
·   Frequently updated access restriction information in multiple cells could trigger many idle UEs to perform cell reselections so often if access restriction information is considered in camping decision. 

Drawbacks from user point of view: 
·   A user cannot have a service in a restricted cell although there would be other candidate cells where access is allowed, i.e. the second ranked cell with similar radio condition or the best ranked cell on other frequencies.

·   A user cannot have even an emergency call in a restricted cell where access class 10 is barred. 

Drawbacks above can be ignorable if access is not allowed during a short period. Meanwhile, they could be severe if access is not allowed during a long period. 
Considerations and proposals: 
During RAN2#60, RAN2 assumed access restriction information is not updated during at least 1 hour. Note that 1 hour was indicated as the value of the worst case. With update period for access restriction information longer than 1 hour, we would like to ask if reasons are still valid now. Meanwhile, drawbacks could become severe. 
We believe, during the period longer than 1 hour, it would not be desirable just to camp on a restricted cell where a UE cannot have any service. So, we would like to ask RAN2 to consider that access restriction information should be taken into account in the decision whether camps on a cell or not. 

3. Proposal
With update period for access restriction information longer than 1 hour, we believe it would not be desirable just to camp on a restricted cell where a UE cannot have any service. So, we would like to ask RAN2 to consider that access restriction information should be taken into account in the decision whether camps on a cell or not. 
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