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1. Introduction

In the last SA2 meeting key architectural items were collected. One of the items was emergency sessions. The intention of this contribution is to raise issue, which has relevancy to IMS access independence.

2. Discussion

It is a regulator who sets requirements for emergency sessions e.g. emergency calls without UICC, GTT emergency sessions. So different countries can have different regulations. In any case the Rel6 solution should be scaled to different country specific requirements.

Handling of emergency sessions in IMS includes various issues. For example IMS have to detect emergency sessions, select an emergency center, perform a call back, indicate an emergency session to UE if the UE has not detected itself. How to detect or indicate an emergency session or perform a call back is not considered as an access specific feature.

In order to route the emergency session to the correct emergency center IMS quickly needs some information about user’s location. This initial location information need not be very accurate, because an emergency center serves quite large areas. Later the emergency center may need as accurate location information as possible to find the actual emergency site. CSCF does not itself need or use the later, more accurate, location information in any way, so normally the emergency center requests the accurate location information from GMLC/SGSN using normal LCS procedures. 

IMS is normally not aware of user’s geographical location. The user can be even in a different country than IMS. There are basically two ways how CSCF could get the initial location information:

a) receive the information from the UE.

b) CSCF could obtain the information by itself e.g. utilizing LCS procedures.

The latter solution is not desirable because it is highly desirable to minimize an emergency session setup time and there is no standardized mechanism how CSCF could obtain a location information in all possible accesses. 

It is recommended that the UE provides enough information about the user’s location in the initial emergency session set-up phase. 

3. Proposal
It is proposed to accept the following point:

· The UE is responsible to provide initial information about the user’s location to IMS in the initial emergency session set-up phase. The location information can be focused later, e.g. during the emergency call, if requested by the emergency center.

In addition it is proposed to add the following text to the IMS Access Independence TR in subclause 4.11

4.11 Emergency calls

Editor's note: This clause is planned to contain the architectural considerations for providing IMS Emergency calls over different access networks. This might overlap with the generic IMS Emergency call work to be conducted in Rel6.

In order to select an appropriate emergency center CSCF needs information about the user’s location.  This information shall be sent by the UE.











































