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1
Introduction
Some experience from live network makes us think that the way access control is defined in our specification can be enhanced.  The current specification does not allow the Network to have an optimized control on the access.
2
SRNS Relocation 

During SNRS relocation, it is possible that the target RNC does not support the simultaneous transfer of both PS and CS domain RABs. In this case the source RNC needs to release signalling connection and the associated RABs of one  CN domain before the SNRS relocation preparation. However, if there is no access restriction in the network towards that CN domain, the UE can request to re-establish PS connection as soon as it has been released. It is not possible to use access control parameters in the SIB, as it would restrict the access to all the UE in the Cell towards that CN domain while the restriction is needed only for the UE being relocated to RNC with limited capabilities. Furthermore if the UE is in the cell after a HO, the access restrictions are inherited from the cell on wich the UE has read the SIB for the last time.
Some solutions have been proposed in [3],[4],[5],[6].
In [3] and [4] the proposed solution is to signal dedicated Access baring information to the UE while in connected mode.
In [5] and [6], the proposed solution is that UE deletes AC Barred List, DSAC and PPAC information upon SRNS relocation.

We think that this should not be left to the UE and the application and removal of restriction should be controlled by the network. Networks know the reason why it applied restriction towards particular domain and it can ask UE to remove those when needed.
Proposal 1

The network is in control of Access Class parameter of the UE.
If the restriction was applied in the Source RNC and UE moves to the other RNCwhile in Cell_DCH with SRNS relocation procedure, then new serving RNC is not aware that UE has restriction towards particilar CN domain. On the other hand, the UE is not aware also if the restriction still applies or not. In our view, one missing element in the two schemes is to allow the source RNC to inform target RNC about the UE access class restrictions during the SRNS relocation procedure Target RNC can then choose to keep the restriction or remove it when needed.
Proposal 2
The Source RNC can indicate to the Target RNC the UE status on Access Baring parameters.
We think also that it should be possible to change the UE access baring parameters when in CELL_DCH using dedicated signalling. When RNC wants to apply or remove the restriction towards a CN domain, it can indicate that to the UE using dedicated RRC signalling.
Proposal 3
It is possible to signal to the UE dedicated Access Baring parameters while in CELL_DCH.

3
Conclusion
We respectfully ask RAN2 to consider and agree on the following proposals:
Proposal 1

The network is in control of Access Class parameter of the UE.
Proposal 2
The Source RNC can indicate to the Target RNC the UE status on Access Baring parameters.
Proposal 3
It is possible to signal to the UE dedicated Access Baring parameters while in CELL_DCH.
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