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Abstract of the contribution: The contribution discusses use of PCC rules to enforce emergency IP-CAN session and proposes to add the mechanism into TR 23.869
1. Discussion
Normally the emergency IP-CAN session will have special handling on IP-CAN level such as priority and etc. Thus it is natural to avoid that emergency bearer be used for non-emergency service.
 To achieve this aim, there are two proosals as following:

 a)Configuring the “filters” at the GWs to restrict the packets transmitted for non-emergency services (static PCC);

 b)Using dynamic PCC to ensure the correct usage of emgency IP-CAN resources, 
Using static filters in the GGSN can partly ensure that emergency IP-CAN resources are only used for the emergency service. However, it is difficult to configure and manage filters, especially when considering the media path. 
When receiving an emergency request, P-CSCF can notify the GGSN the associated bearer is used for emergency service by PCC procedure. PCC can be used to ensure the correct usage of emergency IP-CAN resources.
2. Proposal
Based on above analysis we proposed as follows. Now based on the current TR skeleton we just put it on the section 5.2.2.1.4. But we think it can be used for other case, i.e. not only on UTRAN normal service mode. 
------------------------------------------- Start of Change 1 -------------------------------------------------------------------
5.2.2.1.4
PCC enhancement to support IMS emergency calls: 
1) Policy and charging control architecture; TS 23.203 [13]: Based on SA#37 CR0051, in the GPRS specific section add the ability for PCRF verification with IM CN that an Emergency APN is being used for an emergency call.
Normally the emergency IP-CAN session will have special handling on IP-CAN level such as priority and etc. Thus it is natural to ensure that the emergency IP-CAN resource request should be appropriately allocated. It should be possible for the PCRF to verify that the IMS service information is associated with a UE IP address belonging to an emergency APN. If the IMS service information does not contain an emergency indication and the UE IP address is associated with an emergency APN, it should be possible for the PCRF to reject the IMS service information provided by the P-CSCF (and thus to trigger the release of the associated IMS session). This PCRF check will be added to the GPRS annex of TS 23.203 [13].
2) In addition, Release 8 PCC enhancements should be considered in TS 23.203 [13] to include a PCC based Admission and Priority parameter as described in section 5.2.2.2.

------------------------------------------- End of Change 1-------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------/Start Change 2 -------------------------------------------------------------------
5.3.2.2 
Key Issue 2: PCC enhancement to support IMS emergency calls
5.3.2.2.1 
Description

Same as UTRAN, see section 5.2.2.1.4
5.3.2.2.2 
Solution
Same as UTRAN, see section 5.2.2.1.4


------------------------------------------- End of Change 2 ---------------------------------------------------
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