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GSMA regularly holds an Operator co-ordination meeting on Sunday evening, prior to SA plenary.  Part of the agenda for this round of meetings was the SA2 prioritisation of work to be discussed during SA.  This document contains the output from that discussion.

Operators participating in SA Plenary have met on Sunday evening prior to SA Plenary and discussed the requirement for prioritization of work in SA2.  Operators considered many different approaches to identifying work and study items that were of high priority to them SA2, and settled on simply identifying those work items that were supported by the majority of the operators present, and thus could be considered to have a demonstrated market demand.  The list does not consider the resource constraints expressed in SP-110599.
Work Items and Study Items that are listed below met the above criterion.  
· All TEI-11 and Pre-R11 maintenance work
· Study on Roaming Architecture for voice over IMS with Local Breakout [RAVEL]
· Network Provided Location Information for IMS [NetLoc]
· The following aspects of SIMTC

· Addressing

· Identifiers

· MSISDN-less operation + PS Only
· Device Trigger - on-line
· S2a GTP [SaMOG_WLAN]
· Data identification in ANDSF [DIDA]
· QoS control based on Subscriber Spending Limits [QoS_SSL], maintenance only
· Optimised Service Charging and Allocation of Resources in IMS whilst Roaming [OSCAR]
· LIPA Mobility and SIPTO at the Local Network [LIMONET]
· SR-VCC aspects of eMPS, maintenance only
· SRVCC for video calls [vSRVCC]
· Service Awareness and Privacy Policies [SAPP], maintenance only
· Advanced IP Interconnection of Services [IPXS]
· SMS submit and delivery without MSISDN in IMS [SMSMI]
The following points were also noted during the discussion of the prioritization exercise:-

· Whilst the items ‘FULL MOCN GERAN’ and ‘VPLMN Autonomous CSG Roaming [VCSG]’ did not have support from at least 50% of the operators, and so are not listed above, the operators recognise the points made by the SA2 chairman with regard to work items where little effort would be required for completion and agree that it makes sense to complete those as well. 

· ‘Support of IMS Emergency Sessions with Other Media on UTRAN and e-UTRAN [IMSESOM]’ was identified as a Regulatory requirement for North American operators in the near future.
· It was also noted that ‘Network Provided Location Information for IMS [NetLoc]’ is a regulatory requirement for some operators.

· It was questioned why ‘Support of IMS Emergency Sessions with Other Media on UTRAN and e-UTRAN [IMSESOM]’ was not identified as requiring IMS resource. It was felt that completion of this work could be achieved with only IMS expertise.
· Operators expressed the view that completion of deployable ‘features’ (i.e. groups of work items that must be implemented together in order for the ‘feature’ to work) rather than individual work and study items should be taken into account in the SA discussion. The final body of work to be included in Release 11 scope should allow for full implementations of the features and functionality included.  This would be preferred to leaving some aspects of a wider feature half-finished, thus making it impossible to implement the feature in a network because of dependency on work that was not included with the Release.

SA Plenary is asked to take the above list of work and study items, as well as the points above, into account when prioritizing the work of SA2 within Release 11.
