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1. Requirements 

	No
	Description
	Status
	Last Modified

	1.01
	Nortel requested clarification on whether “Pre-emption” is required.

It was noted that while non-preemption is required by US regulations, it may change based on the recent Anti-Terrorism bill in the USA.

At the October 26, 2001 conference call, it was recommended the requirement be revised to state the following:

“The capability for pre-emption should be supported, with the option to turn it on/off depending on regional requirements”. Stating the requirement in this fashion would make it more generic, and less North American specific. The Requirements document needs to be updated to reflect the above suggestion.

The team did not reach a consensus on the granularity of the on/off capability – will this be system-wide? Will this be by the operator? 

Barry Fitzgerald of Cingular asked if there are any security issues related to pre-emption? This could lead the way for hackers to flood the network. It was clarified that security is not limited to “pre-emption”, and needs to be addressed in details; this was identified as an issue.
	Open
	October 26, 2001

	1.02
	There was a request from the delegates to clarify that the proposed requirements assume the availability of a “Radio Control Channel” terminal to Base Station communication. 

The delegates were requested to investigate potential solutions for situations when a “Radio Control Channel” is not available. It is not clear if a solution can be found for such situations though.

The requirements document need to be updated to clarify the above assumption.
	Closed?
	October 26, 2001

	1.03
	There was significant discussion on the scope of the work item. It was noted that even though the scope and introduction of the requirements document states that “Priority Services” is for both voice and data/multimedia, there is a confusion arising from the emphasis on voice in the current requirements. It was decided that some text should be put into the scope to clarify the confusion. Moreover, it was questioned if the initial scope is applicable to CS voice as well as Voice over IP. It was clarified that if the intention is to have both CS and IP voice, it should be specifically mentioned.

The following was agreed upon at the October 26, 2001 conference call:

The scope would be updated to state that while priority services is meant for both voice and data/multimedia services, the initial set of requirements would address Circuit Switched Services (voice as well as data). Data/Multimedia aspect of Priority Services would be addressed in a subsequent phase.
	Closed?
	October 26, 2001

	1.04
	It was noted that the current requirements in the Requirements document are generic, but it was noted that the document should allow for regional specific requirements. The chairmen requested that delegates should take the action to supply requirements from their respective regions so that they can be included. DeWayne Sennett (AT&T Wireless) indicated that a good way to get requirements from regions is to get them from the GSM Association and/or GSM NA. 

This will occur if appropriate after the meeting of SA1 in Kobe. A decision will be taken at the SA1 meeting regarding this.
	Open
	October 26, 2001

	1.05
	It was pointed out at the October 12, 2001 conference call that the “#” signal may not be allowed in the middle of a dialing sequence. 

The restrictions need to be investigated and an alternate solution needs to be developed.
	Open
	October 12, 2001

	1.06
	Requirements for roaming and hand-off need to be clarified. There seem to be a consensus on the support of “Intra-Country” roaming. It is not clear if “Inter-Country” (and to what extent) roaming needs to be supported as well.
	Open
	October 26, 2001

	1.07
	Requirements for inter-working with non-3GPP systems (e.g., CDMA) need to be added to the requirements document. 

Currently in North America, the connection between mobile networks is via the PSTN. There was a discussion as to whether it would be more appropriate to revise the requirement for inter-working between mobile and fixed networks. 

However, since it is still a valid requirement, it will remain in the requirements document.
	Open
	October 26, 2001

	1.08
	The requirements input document needs to be formatted in a 3GPP format
	Closed
	October 26, 2001

	1.09
	A decision on whether the requirements document (S1-PS-010010) should become a formal TS/TR has been deferred
	Open
	October 26, 2001

	1.10
	Security requirements for Priority Services need to be added.
	Open
	October 26, 2001

	1.11
	There a question requesting clarification on the releases the work item is intended for. It was clarified that the work item may impact previous releases as well as future releases. It is not clear which of the previous releases the work item would impact. 

It was clarified that major-changes (or new specifications) resulting from the feasibility study will most likely be part of future releases. Only minor-changes would be requested against previous releases.
	Open
	October 26, 2001

	1.12
	Tommi Kokkola of Nokia requested to prioritize the requirements and identify a minimum set of requirements for the 1st phase. 
Jean Trakinat of NCS took an Action Item to address this. She plans on identifying the minimum requirements at the Kobe meeting of SA1.
	Open
	October 26, 2001

	1.13
	A question regarding the support of legacy terminals was raised. It was clarified that while support of legacy terminals are desired, but not required.  Delegates were asked to investigate the requirements on this in their respective countries.
	Closed?
	October 26, 2001


2. Capabilities: (Identifies existing capabilities which need to be investigated)
	No
	Description
	Status
	Last Modified

	2.01
	Support of the capability to queue Priority Calls (when traffic channels are not available) needs to be explored.

GSM 08.08 and 03.67 contains some queuing capability – they need to be investigated.
	Open
	October 26, 2001

	2.02
	Support of the capability to administer Priority Services needs to be explored.
The delegates were requested to identify any existing specifications which may help the administration of Priority Services
	Open
	October 12, 2001

	2.03
	Support of “On-Demand/Per Call” invocation of Priority Services needs to be explored
	Open
	October 12, 2001
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