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Background

CT1 received C1-171588.

It includes:

To allow individual countries to allocate their own subtypes would be in violation of the curent policy and to change the policy would require a standards track RFC that updates RFC 5031 and modifies the current registry policy. Publication of such an RFC would need to go through IETF last call and have community consensus.

It was noted that RFC 5031 was already updated to RFC 7163.

Further it includes:

There are three possible ways forward:

1) Change the registration process: 3GPP comes up with an internet draft that shows that the current registration of emergency service types is not flexible enough. The draft could suggest that the expert review is not needed anymore. Such draft would need to result in a standards track RFC.

2) Create an exception of the registration process: 3GPP comes up with an internet draft that shows that for country-specific emergency services a different registration policy (without expert review) would be needed. Such a draft would also need to result in a standards track RFC.

3) Use the current process: Collect a list of country-specific services (per country) and send them via one of the ADs for IANA registration. The list doesn't need to be exhaustive, but as complete as possible. Going forward the Ads believe that it shouldn’t take more than a week to complete an expert review and obtain IANA registration.

Proposal

We propose to follow step 2: no need for expert review of emergency URNs for emergency services identified by regulators.
Please have a look at the below draft draft.

Draft

1.  Introduction

The advice to experts for registering sub-services of the service URN with the 'sos' service type is provided in Section 3.2 of RFC 7163 [RFC7163] as follows:

   The 'sos' service type describes emergency services requiring an

   immediate response, typically offered by various branches of the

   government or other public institutions.  Additional sub-services can

   be added after expert review.  The expert is designated by the ECRIT

   working group, its successor, or, in their absence, the IESG.  The

   designated expert should only approve services that are to be used

   for emergency purposes, that are offered in at least one country,

   that do not match the description of any existing service URN with

   the 'sos' service type, and where the service description and the URN

   are defined as broadly as possible to encourage reuse.  The 'sos'

   service is not meant to invoke general government, public

   information, counseling, or social services.

In many cases regulators require the support of emergency services. Entities (branches in the government or other public institutions) fund the campaigns to educate the public about the address of the emergency services. Today, the entities select an address part of the numbering plan. 

Legacy systems can enable a UE to map a number in the country's numbering plan to a Service Category (TS 24.008, section 10.5.4.33) value. The service category value assists the network in selecting a PSAP. Alternatively, the network maps a number to a PSAP based on the dialled number received from the UE. The latter case is particularly useful when the regulator requires support an emergency service for which no Service Category in TS 24.008, section 10.5.4.33 exists. Regulators are autonomous; they can define emergency services as required in the country subject to their regulations.
Regulators have control over address space and control over emergency services they wish to define. Furthermore, entities implementing the requirements of the regulators have control over whether the dialled number is detected as an emergency call at the UE or at the network. Emergency services detected in the network may even include services considered counselling services, if the regulator so desires.
This document updates the 1st paragraph of Section 3.2 of RFC 7163 [RFC7163], to allow the allocation of service URNs with the 'sos' service type for emergency services without having to submit to expert review.

2.  Conventions

The key words "MUST", "MUST NOT", "REQUIRED", "SHALL", "SHALL NOT", "SHOULD", "SHOULD NOT", "RECOMMENDED", "MAY", and "OPTIONAL" in this document are to be interpreted as described in BCP 14, RFC 2119 [RFC2119].

3.  Update to RFC 7163

3.1.  General

Section 3.2 of this document replaces the text of the 1st paragraph of Section 3.2 (Sub-Services for the 'sos' Service) of RFC 7163 [RFC7163].

3.2.  New Text Replacing the Text of the 1st Paragraph of Section 3.2 of RFC 7163

The 'sos' service type describes emergency services requiring an immediate response, typically defined by various branches of the government and/or offered by public institutions.  Where required, additional sub-services can be added after expert review.  The expert is designated by the ECRIT working group, its successor, or, in their absence, the IESG.  The designated expert should only approve services that are to be used for emergency purposes, that are offered in at least one country, that do not match the description of any existing service URN with the 'sos' service type, and where the service description and the URN are defined as broadly as possible to encourage reuse.  The additional sub-services are not meant to invoke general government, public information, counselling, or social services.
Where it is not required to submit the additional sub-services for expert review, the additional sub-service is not registered. This additional sub-service is required to be a sub-service of the sub-service "country-specific" and follow the recommendations in TS 24.229, section 7.11.1 [TS 24.229].

4.  IANA Considerations

This document updates the advice to the expert of the "'sos' Sub-Services" registry.  IANA has updated the reference for that registry <http://www.iana.org/assignments/urn-serviceid-labels> to point to this document (instead of RFC 7163 [RFC7163]).

5.  Security Considerations

This document does not update the Security Considerations of RFC 7163.
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