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There is an ongoing discussion in SA2 about the emergency call procedures using CS Fallback.  
It is SA2's understanding that UE attempts emergency call setup using CS Fallback procedure as defined in TS23.272, if the UE is TA/LA combined attached and is configured to use CS Fallback and is in either ECM-IDLE or CONNECTED states.  It is also SA2's understanding that if UE is not TA/LA combined attached then CS Fallback does not work.

SA2 is currently discussing what procedure should be applied in the following cases where UE is not allowed to perform CS Fallback:
1. UE is turned on but access class control is applied for that UE, so that the Attach Request cannot be sent
2. Attached UE moves to a new Tracking Area in a cell where access class control is applied, so the Tracking Area Update procedure cannot be completed
So far, there are two solution alternatives identified by SA2:

1. UE autonomously (re)select a non E-UTRAN RAT supporting CS domain when an emergency call is dialled.
2. When an emergency call is dialled, the UE starts the Attach/TAU procedure (unless the cell has also barred emergency accesses) and follows a successful procedure with the CSFB Extended Service Request message,.

Question:

Should UE autonomously (re)select another RAT supporting CS domain under the above-mentioned situations, in a similar way as defined for UE in 'Camped on Any Cell' State in CR0046 to TS 36.304 in R2-091809?
2. Actions:

SA2 would like to kindly ask RAN2 to answer the question above.
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