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DISCUSSION

This document has been fairly stable for the past several meetings.  However, there are some editorial changes that could be done to improve readability and comprehension as well as repair some cut and paste errors.

PROPOSED CHANGES

1. In the Introduction, make the following editorial changes from paragraph 2 onward.  Reason:  readability.  The rationale to delete the reference to the “voluntary offering” is that in some regions, this might be mandated/regulated.  It is voluntary (right now, only in the US).

As defined in this document, Priority Service allows qualified and authorized users to obtain priority access to the next available radio (voice or data traffic) channels on a priority basis before any other Commercial Mobile Radio Service (CMRS) users during situations when CMRS network congestion is blocking call attempts. In addition, Priority Service supports priority call progression and call completion to support an “end-to-end” priority call.  

Priority Service is intended to be used by qualified and authorized users, i.e., emergency service personnel, only during times of emergency situations and network congestion. Access to Priority Service is limited to key personnel and those with leadership responsibilities and is not intended for use by all emergency service personnel.  This is to ensure that non-emergency service personnel cannot “take over” the network and deny the other non-emergency service subscribers a reasonably level of service.

Priority Service providers should adhere to uniform, nationwide operating access procedures. Priority Service can provide significant benefits for public safety. There may be times during emergencies when non-Priority Service subscribers will be unable to obtain access to their wireless services (because Priority Service personnel are using the channels); nevertheless, the benefits of Priority Service outweigh any inconvenience to non-Priority Service subscribers.

Priority Service is to be available at all times in equipped markets in both the HPLMN and VPLMN within a country where the CMRS provider is offering the service.  The capability for pre-emption should be supported, with the option to turn it on/off depending on regional requirements. Priority Service is applicable to both GERAN and UTRAN and is activated on a per call basis using Priority Service dialing procedures. 

Priority Service, supported by the 3GPP system set of services and features, is one element in ability to deliver calls of a high priority nature from mobile to mobile networks, mobile to fixed networks, and fixed to mobile networks. To this end, it is imperative that the Priority Service in mobile networks is compatible with fixed network capabilities.

2. Editorial/typing corrections.

a. Section 4.9, hasn’t the FC been identified as 272?  If so, replace throughout and footnote authorization/approval of the assignment.

b. Section 5.1, end of paragraph 2.  Delete extra period.

c. Section 5.5, “Call forwarding and call re-direction”, “PS” has not been defined in section 3.2.

d. Are we using UE or MS, or both?  Inconsistent usage throughout text unless we are using both.

e. Section 6, table 5, item 5, comments field.  Delete the sentence “No mention of PIN.” Since we deleted the requirement of the PIN in this document.

f. Section 6, table 7, items 5, 6 and 9.  The verb “need” should be “needs”.

g. Section 6, table 7, item 8.  If the various MSCs can support the identification of the subscription, but is implemented differently across platforms, then should a comment be added that the requirement is supported, but not implemented in a standardized way?

h. Are there CDR specifications that should be included (for requirement 12)?

i. Section 7, table 8, renumber the requirements (due to R.9 being deleted).

j. Section 7, table 8, add “PIE” after “3G TS 08.08, 25.413” for consistency.   Also, Table 7 notes that requirement 4 is supported, but table 8 shows it as VS, and requirement 11 has a question mark after supported, but is shown in table 8 with no question mark.

k. Should we include interworking requirements with MLPP and (for Europe) TETRA radio systems?

3. Section 5.5.  Add the following text.  The rationale is that if eMLPP were used to provide service other than Priority Service, then non-qualified and authorized users would be provided Priority Service.  The second paragraph identifies to the network providers the need to consider/include priority service when negotiating their national roaming agreements.

Roaming (USA regional requirement)

In the event that an MS which has eMLPP activated (if eMLPP is used to provide Priority Service), but is not a service user/Priority Service subscriber, roams into a network that provides Priority Service, the network will not provide Priority Service, unless the network providers and national authorities have agreed.  

Priority Service should be included in all national roaming agreements, to the maximum extent possible.

4. Section 7, Conclusions.  Add the following text at the end.  The “partially supported” column in the tables identified these possible CRs (to make them fully supported).

Proposed Change Requests (CRs)

If these four existing 3G specifications are accepted to support Priority Services, then only a few minor CRs are needed.  These include the following:

	Specification
	Possible CRs

	
	

	02.11 and 22.11
	Articulating a priority sequence to the special classes

	
	Expanding applicability of special classes to Visited PLMNs

	
	Increase of special classes (if needed to support a regional requirement)

	eMLPP
	Priority Queuing? (item 4)

	
	Increase of eMLPP levels (if needed to support a regional requirement)

	
	Adding support for Feature code MMI invocation

	
	Handover?  (Item 12)

	
	Interworking with MLPP 

	11.11 and 4.08
	Articulating a priority sequence to the special classes

	
	Invocation on demand? (Item 6)

	
	Expanding applicability of special classes to Visited PLMNs

	08.08 and 25.413
	Standardize PIE/MMI implementation? (Item 5 and 6)  

	
	Adding support for Feature code MMI invocation (Item 9)

	
	Adding support for Priority Service CDR (Item 12)


RECOMMENDATIONS

The editorial changes should be made.  The other additions are for discussion for inclusion, but should not delay the presentation and approval of the TR.

