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Introduction

This contribution raises some clarification questions on the current text in Section 4 of TS 42.068
Proposal 
We have the following questions on the current text in Section 4 of TS 42.068:

1) Section 4 o) states: ‘It shall be possible to periodically transmit an emergency indication to all service subscribers of the VGCS even the ones that have deactivated the voice group call reception. This should continue until the voice group call is released or the periodic emergency transmission is terminated by a privileged service subscriber’
We not sure what form the periodic emergency indication will take and its value as opposed to the current way of handling the VGCS emergency situation (e.g. in GSMR this is done by pressing the emergency button on the handset), but presumably the ability for a privileged service subscriber to terminate it should also be a subscription option or linked with the highest privilege level?  
If so then the text in Section 4 n) need to be changed as currently it does not cover the above case (i.e.,  the ability to terminate emergency signaling need to be included).
Therefore, it is proposed that the following text (i.e. the text in red) be included in 4 n):

4 n) 
Optionally, a service subscriber may be given a subscription option to receive privilege. 

A highest privileged service subscriber shall be able to terminate periodic emergency indication in a voice group call
2) Section 4 o) states: ‘If more than one subscriber indicates an emergency situation to the network the first one becomes the talker.’  (Note: This is not aligned with 43.068 section 4.2.2.1 3rd/4th paragraph – which implies that anchor MSC will decided what is preempted if more that one request is made).
Do we need to take into account the subscribers privilege in this scenario? If yes, the above text should be updated to indicate how. If no, the above text should clearly state that regardless of the privilege level the first one becomes the talker (i.e., If more than one subscriber indicates an emergency situation to the network the first one becomes the talker regardless of their privilege level).
Recommendation

Discuss and agree. Nortel will be willing to develop CR with the agreed changes.
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