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The current requirements for the support of emergency calls in H(e)NBs allow the use of the H(e)NB to non-CSG members. We argue that the legal implications of such requirement should be considered seriously.
Discussion

The requirements and restrictions for the provisioning of emergency services have so far considered that operators have control of the backbone network and therefore are in control of how connectivity is provided.
TS 22.220 states in section 4.2.4.1 on “Emergency Services” that:
“HNB/HeNB shall support emergency calls for both CSG and non CSG members”
Though this may be a reasonable requirement for certain deployment scenarios where the operator has indeed control of the entire backbone, it may not be realistic for other deployments.
As an example, let’s consider residential H(e)NBs. A certain user passes close to the residence and, though not a CSG member for that H(e)NB, it selects it and uses it for an emergency call. While the emergency call is in progress, the owner of the residence disconnects the DSL modem or electricity goes away. Would the home owner be liable in any way for the failed emergency call? A similar scenario applies to enterprise deployments. 

In general, in certain deployments the issue of liability for failed emergency calls may impact additional parties instead of just the network operators, parties that to start with never agreed on providing support for emergency calls. 
Proposal and Conclusion:

It is proposed to modify the requirement according to different deployment scenarios for H(e)NBs, to keep in mind the potential legal liabilities of the various parties involved in the support of the emergency call.
If the discussion concludes that the requirements need to be modified, Marvell would be happy to provide the related change request. 

