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Discussion and Decision
1 Introduction 
Requirement on access control for originating CSFB call to UTRAN was agreed in SA1#50[1], and RAN2 agreed to define independent MO CSFB access control after discussion on [2]. Basically we can agree on the solution in [2]. However some opinion on timer setting is different.
2 Discussion
The solution in [2] could be expressed in pseudocode like this:

If UE is establishing MO CSFB call and there is no controlling parameter for MO CSFB in SIB2

   Follows access control for MO data

   And set the new timer T306
Else if UE is establishing MO CSFB call
  If controlling parameter is set to be “no barring”

      The call is not barred

   Else

      Following access control for MO CSFB

      Set timer T306

   end

End

We think high priority part is not aligned with the requirement from SA1 which says:

“If access is granted for the UE for mobile originating session requests for CSFB the UE shall ignore enhanced Access control on E-UTRAN. If access control for CSFB is not supported by the network, enhanced Access control on E-UTRAN shall be applied by the UE.”
So our view is timer setting is part of the access control scheme. So if network doesn’t broadcast controlling parameter for MO CSFB in SIB2, UE should following access control rule for MO call strictly. The main benefit to go this way is to simplify UE’s behaviour i.e. one less timer treatment and more aligned with SA1’s requirement. With this modification, the modified solution can be expressed as following pseudo codes:
If UE is establishing MO call or MO CSFB call and there is no controlling parameter for MO CSFB in SIB2

   Follows access control for MO data

   And set the new timer T305
Else if UE is establishing MO CSFB call
  If controlling parameter is set to be “no barring”

      The call is not barred

   Else

      Following access control for MO CSFB

      Set timer T306

   end

End

Proposal: if eNB doesn’t broadcast controlling parameter for MO CSFB in SIB2 then UE should follow access control for MO data strictly

The modification is also related how the CR is built. If UE is establishing MO call or MO CSFB call and there is no controlling parameter for MO CSFB in SIB2, UE’s behaviour is the same as it is establishing MO call . The original CR [3] try to describe UE’s behaviour based on call cause which introduce much redundant description. The CR [4] tries to describe UE’s behaviour based on access control scheme i.e. to reuse existing access control scheme for MO CSFB call without controlling parameter in SIB2.
3 Conclusion 
Proposal: If eNB doesn’t broadcast controlling parameter for MO CSFB in SIB2 then UE should follow access control for MO data strictly. 
And it is reflected in CR [4].
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