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1. Overall Description:

During RAN2#113_e meeting, RAN2 had achieved the following agreement:

· R17 UEs in SNPN Access Mode can camp on an acceptable SNPN cell supporting emergency services to obtain emergency services.

In RAN2#115_e meeting, RAN2 had discussed the availability of emergency services for R17/R16/R15 UEs.
Regarding the R17 SNPN-capable UEs that are not in SNPN Access Mode and R17 Non-SNPN capable UEs RAN2 tends to reach the following conclusion:
·  The R17 SNPN-capable UEs that are not in SNPN Access Mode and R17 Non-SNPN capable UEs cannot camp on an SNPN cell supporting emergency services to obtain emergency services from an SNPN.
RAN2 has not reached any final conclusion on the issue above and would like to take SA2’s view into consideration. 
In addition, RAN2 would like to further ask for SA2’s view whether different type of R16/R15 UEs (listed below) can camp on an acceptable SNPN cell supporting emergency services to obtain emergency services from an SNPN:

a)
R16 SNPN-capable UEs that are in SNPN Access Mode

b)
R16 SNPN-capable UEs that are not in SNPN Access Mode

c)
R16 Non-SNPN capable UEs

d)
R15 UEs

2. Actions:

ACTION 1: 
RAN2 respectfully asks SA2 to confirm that the R17 SNPN-capable UEs that are not in SNPN Access Mode and R17 Non-SNPN capable UEs cannot camp on an SNPN cell supporting emergency services to obtain emergency services from an SNPN.
ACTION 2: 
RAN2 respectfully asks for SA2’s view whether different type of R16/R15 UEs (listed below) can camp on an acceptable SNPN cell supporting emergency services to obtain emergency services from an SNPN.
a)
R16 SNPN-capable UEs that are in SNPN Access Mode

b)
R16 SNPN-capable UEs that are not in SNPN Access Mode

c)
R16 Non-SNPN capable UEs

d)
R15 UEs

3. Date of Next RAN WG2 Meetings:
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�Tend to disagree, the added part seems to imply a per SNPN indicator, which is not decided yet in RAN2. To avoid any confusion, we prefer to have the original wording.


�The purpose of the addition is not to assume per SNPN emergency indication, but to cover the case when a cell is shared among PLMNs and SNPNs. Even in Rel-16 a UE can camp on a shared cell to obtain emergency services via a PLMN. Therefore, I propose another rewording: remove this addition, but add "from an SNPN" to end of the sentence.


�Why this part should be decided by SA2? Usually, any new function introduced in the later release should not impact the behaviour of legacy UEs if early implementation is not considered. We think RAN2 alone can make the decision, so tend to delete the whole part for legacy UEs.


�The same view above


�The same view above





