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IMSI Oversight Council (IOC)

Virtual Meeting 

8/30/11
1:30 PM to 3:30 PM ET
MEETING SUMMARY (IOC/11-08-30.06)
The meeting was held on August 30, 2011. IMSI Oversight Council (IOC) Chair, Adam Newman, called the meeting to order.  Points Noted, Agreements Reached and Action Items of the meeting follow. “Points Noted” are generally suggestions, comments and/or concerns expressed by participants. Points Noted should not necessarily be construed to be definitive statements of fact or legal conclusions.
WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS

The Chair welcomed the participants to the meeting and the participants introduced themselves.
	Last Name
	First Name
	Company/Organization

	Savitz
	Paul
	ATIS

	Emard
	Jean-Paul
	ATIS

	Hartman
	Connie
	Telcordia

	Pilley
	Glenn
	SAIC Canada

	Newman
	Adam
	Telcordia

	Thiessen
	Andrew
	PSCR (Public Safety Communications Research)

	Olbrich
	Emil
	PSCR (NIST/NTIA)

	Crowe
	David
	CDG

	Bratcher
	Jeff
	PSCR (NIST/NTIA)

	Riepenkroger
	Karen
	Sprint Nextel

	Scribano
	Gino
	Motorola

	Forshee
	Shaunna
	Sprint

	Didier
	Rob
	Motorola

	McGinness
	Dave
	Clearwire

	Brennan
	Mark
	PSST

	Overby
	Stu
	Motorola Solutions

	Mulberry
	Karen
	Neustar

	Korinek
	Frank
	Motorola Solutions

	Miller
	Anna
	T-Mobile

	McEwen
	Harlin
	PSST

	
	
	

	
	
	


REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

The Chair presented the agenda (IOC-11-08-30.01). The agenda was approved without modification.  
Review action items

1. Jean-Paul Emard will contact the ESIF and investigate whether pANI use is related to PLMN IDs (the use of IMSIs as PLMN IDs).
Status: Done (one does not have to be a member of the GSM Association to receive MNCs)
2. Tom Goode and Paul Savitz will distribute a draft of the ATIS comments based on comments at this meeting, and participants have until COB Wednesday, April 6, 2011, to submit further comments.
Status: Done
3. Tom Goode and Paul Savitz will distribute a final draft of the ATIS comments after the comments due by April 6, 2011, have been received.

Status: Done (Distributed on April 11, 2011.)
Other Business

· FCC Orders
· IOC/11-08-30.04: December 2010 FCC Order Regarding Requests for Waiver of Various Petitioners to Allow the Establishment of 700 MHz Interoperable Public Safety Wireless Broadband Networks
· IOC/11-08-30.05: May 2010 FCC Waiver Order Regarding Requests for Waiver of Various Petitioners to Allow the Establishment of 700 MHz Interoperable Public Safety Wireless Broadband Networks
Points Noted:
4. It was noted that there had been a request for the assignment of an MNC for test purposes, which was rejected (there are already test MNCs), and the applicant was satisfied with the test MNCs that it was provided. Industry parties discussed and clarified this process, and it became clear that the May and December 2010 FCC orders were of interest to the IOC.
5. The IMSI-A was of the opinion that the December 2010 FCC Order requires it to wait for approval from the FCC for a waiver recipient to receive a PLMN ID. It was asked if this applies to the licensee or just the waiver recipients, and it was responded that the order mentions petitioners per se. The answer was not known for sure at this time, but it was felt that this may not apply to licensees.
6. It was noted that the May 2010 FCC order addresses PLMN IDs managed by a third-party clearinghouse. 
7. It was noted that this was intended for billing and roaming, however it was unclear whether it could also apply to the subdivision of MNCs.

8. It was noted that many public safety organizations are of the notion that there should be one nationwide network with one PLMD ID—it is thought that this would be a simpler way of managing the system, would help to manage the large number of waivers, and would improve interoperability. In this scenario, such a nationwide network would behave similarly to any other nationwide carrier (i.e., no roaming).
9. The concern was raised that if PLMN IDs for public safety are limited to one, rather than minimized, problems could be encountered in the event of exhaust.

10. It was noted that while many commercial carriers have more than one PLMN ID because of acquisition, in practice only one is used.

11. It was noted that neither FCC order discusses process in detail.

12. It was explained that the Public Safety Spectrum Trust is a non-profit corporation in Washington DC that holds the nationwide license for public safety broadband spectrum. It was noted that there is some disagreement about whether the PSST is a current operator. It was noted that there is legislation pending in the Senate that would create a new governing structure to replace the PSST, and the PSST supports this legislation.

13. It was noted that, under current rules, a public safety operator may apply for an MNC. The current rules are written broadly enough that, however subsequent discussions about the number of PLMN IDs turn out, the MNCs may be assigned.

14. A participant noted that it is important to get a permanent PLMN ID to early deployers quickly.

15. It was noted that, recently, the public safety community has adopted the position to urge the PSST to apply for a PLMN ID.  Afterwards, the PSST directed its agent to apply for a PLMN ID at his discretion (pending input from the IOC).

16. The IMSI-A expressed the hope that the IOC could provide guidance on how it should respond to requests for PLMN IDs from the public safety community in the interim (absent an FCC or ERIC recommendation).
17. It was suggested to designate a single MNC now for public safety use pending an FCC or ERIC recommendation and communicate that to the FCC.

18. Participants supported the designation of a single MNC for use as a public safety PLMN ID during the interim, and for other uses, the IMSI-A will await further guidance from the FCC, ERIC, or both. It was noted that it is important for the IOC to stake out this position quickly.

19. It was noted that the two test MNCs are not for use by public safety operators.

Action Items: 

20. Adam Newman (IOC Chair) will draft a position on behalf of the IOC, providing guidance to the IMSI-A to designate a single MNC for use as a public safety PLMN ID during the interim, and for other uses, to await further guidance from the FCC, ERIC, or both. Mr. Newman will draft some text (exact form to be determined) and distribute it at least a week in advance of the next IOC call.
· Incoming Correspondence
· IOC/11-08-30.03: Correspondence from WTSC Regarding Public Safety PLMN ID
Points Noted:
21. It was noted that this correspondence recommends that only one MNC be assigned for all public safety broadband networks nationwide.
22. Participants felt that it would be prudent to wait to respond to this correspondence until after the next IOC meeting.

· Update on IMSI Exhaust (as of August 2011)
Points Noted:
23. Connie Hartman (Telcordia, IMSI-A) discussed the update of IMSI Exhaust as of August 2011, noting that 93 2-position MNCs have been assigned out of the MCC 311. She noted that two to three MNCs are being assigned each month, so MCC 311 will likely be exhausted within a few months  and the IMSI-A will begin assigning out of MCC 312. At this rate, the US has about 13 years of assignment (October 2024) left before full exhaust. However, it is unknown whether the current rate will be sustained.
24. It was asked whether the IOC should provide formal communication regarding beginning assignments from the MCC 312.  It was not known at this time.
Action Item:
25. Participants will discuss with their companies whether the IOC should send any official correspondence to other parties regarding the beginning of assignment out of MCC 312.

· Future Meetings
Points Noted:
26. It was asked whether there were any objections to holding a meeting on September 22, 2011, 2-4 PM ET. There were no objections.
Agreement Reached:

27. It was agreed to hold a virtual meeting on September 22, 2011, 2-4 PM ET.

Action Item:

28. The Administrator will notify the IOC of the virtual meeting on September 22, 2011, 2-4 PM ET.

Adjourn
