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1. Overall Description:

TSG GERAN WG1 would like to thank TSG CT WG1 for the LS on possible AS impacts from UE mode operation.

GERAN WG1 understands that CT WG1 is discussing the UE based approach originally proposed by RAN WG2 to address the scenarios that the E-UTRAN network does not support CSFB and therefore the MS fails to register to CS domain. GERAN WG1 further understands CT WG1 concludes that if registration to the CS domain is failed while the MS camps on an E-UTRAN cell the priority of E-UTRAN would be set to the lowest value, to guarantee the MS would reselect to GERAN/UTRAN for CS services. 

However GERAN WG1 would like to point out that GERAN is not aware of the background and the proposed solution since GERAN WG1 was not informed in the previous discussion between RAN WG2 and CT WG1. Consequently GERAN WG1 expects that more detailed information for the UE based approach can be provided. In addition GERAN WG1 would like to know the answers for the following questions:

· If the MS has the lowest priority value of E-UTRAN and moves to GERAN cells, do RAN WG2 and CT WG1 expect that the MS will continue to use the lowest priority value of E-UTRAN irrespective the priority information received from the GERAN network? If so how long would the lowest priority value of E-UTRAN be valid? 

· How to handle the case if the MS moves to another GERAN cell with neighbour E-UTRAN cells supporting CSFB?

· In GERAN WG1 the lowest priority of the RAT has already been used for an exceptional case when individual priorities are assigned but the priority of serving cell is not received by the MS. Combined with the proposal by CT WG1 it may lead to the case that both the serving RAT and E-UTRAN have the same priorities which breaks the rule that equal priorities are not allowed for different RATs.

2. Actions:

To CT WG1 and RAN WG2: 

GERAN WG1 kindly asks RAN WG2 and CT WG1 to further clarify the above questions and give more details of the UE based approach.

3. Date of Next GERAN WG1 Meetings:
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