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1. Overall Description:

CT1 would like to thank SA2 for bringing to its attention the possibility that the mobile will be connected by the default PSAP rather than the desired one, as stated in the “Consequences if not approved” of document S2-083985 which was kindly included as part of S2-084450. CT1 has reviewed the material and agreed on the following.
Copy of requested action:
SA2 asks CT1 to take notice of the attached change request and assess the need to adopt this behaviour also in Release 5 and Release 6.
In response to the action in the LS, CT1 points out that 3GPP TS 24.008-5.16.0, subclause 10.5.3.13, defines an information element that transports emergency number(s) for use within the same country where this IE is received (as indicated by MCC). The information element can be optionally included in the location updating accept message, the attach accept message, and routing area update accept message. The mobile equipment shall store the list. Therefore no stage 3 impact is foreseen on Release 5, Release 6, Release 7 and Release 8. CT1 point out that CT1 cannot assess the need to adopt this behaviour also in stage 2 versions of Release 5 and Release 6.
However, during the discussions, some companies indicated that the problem of not connecting to the desired PSAP is a generic one and doesn’t only apply when an emergency call in an access network conforming to e.g. 3GPP TS 24.008 is attempted. 
-
It is said to also apply if a UE receives a response rejecting the session initiation because it was an emergency number not recognized by the UE, causing the UE to subsequently request an emergency session using the emergency registration. 
-
Specifically, in that case it is unclear how the UE maps the Request URI value in the first INVITE request to a Request URI of corresponding emergency call type (i.e. corresponding emergency service URN).

Other companies were not convinced that a related probem exist.
2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks SA2 to evaluate the above describded issue.
3. Date of Next CT1 Meetings:
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