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IMSI Oversight Council (IOC)

Virtual Meeting 

12/5/11
2 PM to 5 PM ET
MEETING SUMMARY (IOC/11-12-05.02)
The meeting was held on December 5, 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

	Newman
	Adam
	Telcordia

	Thiessen
	Andrew
	PSCR (Public Safety Communications Research)

	Olbrich
	Emil
	PSCR (NIST/NTIA)

	Crowe
	David
	CDG

	Didier
	Rob
	Motorola

	Scribano
	Gino
	Motorola

	Forshee
	Shaunna
	Sprint

	Riepenkroger
	Karen
	Sprint

	McGinniss
	Dave
	Clearwire

	McEwen
	Harlin
	PSST

	Lind
	Steve
	AT&T

	Seybold
	Andrew
	Andrew Seybold

	Little
	Nita
	Verizon Wireless

	Cole
	Cynthia
	State of Texas DPS

	
	
	


REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

The Chair presented the agenda (IOC-11-12-05.01). The agenda was approved without modification.  
Review action items

1. Participants will provide input at the next meeting as to the IOC’s role, if any, in the sub-assignment of MSIDs in an IMSI for public safety PLMN-ID purposes.
Status: Done (to be discussed during this meeting)
2. The IMSI-A will send a notification to the IOC listserv that it will begin assigning out of the mobile country code 312.
Status: Done
3. The Administrator will notify the IOC of the virtual meeting on December 5, 2011, 2-5 PM ET.

Status: Done
Other Business

· Discuss path forward for IMSI use for PLMN-ID for Public Safety network
Points Noted:
4. Adam Newman (Telcordia) discussed the current status of this work item, noting that there has recently been a meeting of the PSCR work group. Emil Olbrich (PSCR) gave an overview of that meeting, noting that there was a discussion of the different identifiers in the LTE network that will be able to identify individual waivers being built up right now. He noted that the meeting contained a mix of representatives from the FCC, the public safety community, and industry. He also noted that, while there was discussion about parameter values, there was overwhelming consensus regarding the overall plan.

5. It was noted that the public safety community is very close to supporting the plan for sub-numbering, and it will be important to discuss what the IOC’s role will be in that plan.

6. Cynthia Cole (State of Texas DPS) discussed the recent meeting between the early deployers and the FCC, and they discussed the short-term stop gap versus the long-term management entity. She noted that the OAC decision was to request that DHS OEC lead that effort. She also noted that the FCC will assume a common PLMN-ID for early deployment, and the FCC would like a framework for this by January 15, 2012.

7. It was noted that an FCC order one year ago directed the waiver recipients to work with the FCC to determine the path forward on PLMN-ID. It was also noted that the IMSI-A, as a result, and as noted at a previous IOC meeting, could not currently assign an MNC for those recipients without that path forward.
8. It was noted that the Public Safety Spectrum Trust Operator Advisory Committee sent a letter to the IOC requesting the ATIS-IOC to assign (or reserve) a Public Land Mobile Network Identification (PLMN-ID) number for use by public safety in our United States networks. At least two of the networks are slated to go into production in the coming year, so it is somewhat urgent to recommend a PLMN-ID soon.
9. Participants discussed the IOC’s role, if any, in the sub-assignment of MSIDs in an IMSI for public safety PLMN-ID purposes. It was noted that it remains to be determined how assignments and subassignments will be handled, and the IOC should provide input in this area.

10. It was noted that if the IMSI-A is not doing the subassignments, there will likely be a need for clearinghouse providers to get the data on MNC assignments from the IMSI-A and separately approach whichever administrator is handling subassignments. It was noted that there are several paths forward for the OAC to handle subassignments. It was noted that there is need of a central repository for roaming and clearinghouse information, which could be handled either by the federal government of by a third party.
11. It was noted that there may not be commercial roaming until a national roaming agreement is established.
12. It was noted that it could be useful to publish subidentifier digits on the IOC website. Participants raised concerns over the security of publicly publishing subidentifiers.
13. It was suggested that some entity from public safety should handle subassignments, and neither the IOC nor IMSI-A need have any involvement beyond the assignment of a single PLMIN-ID.

14. It was noted that the IOC cannot yet actually assign a PLMN-ID, but it can make a recommendation for such an assignment. It was noted that the IOC could recommend to the IMSI-A to make such an assignment by a certain date, or the Guidelines could be revised to cover such an assignment. Alternatively, the IOC could take both paths in parallel. Several participants expressed support for the combined approach.
Agreement Reached:
15. Participants agreed that the IMSI-A would not be involved in subassignments of a MNC for public safety.

Points Noted:

16. It was discussed whether an MNC would be programmed into devices before it goes on the air, but it was noted that anyone taking such an action risks having to change the MNC unless there is certainty that the MNC will be used as they expect.
17. Participants discussed whether there would be any fees associated with the proposed course of action, and it was noted that this remains to be seen. It was noted that a new issue would have to be brought in to propose this course of action.

18. It was noted that this process should be completed sometime during the first quarter of 2012. It was further noted that there is concern that the work be completed by the end of January 2012 if possible.
Action Item:
19. The IOC Chair will bring in a draft recommendation for a single MNC at the next meeting.
20. The IOC Chair will bring in a proposed issue to work assignment of a single MNC for public safety into the IMSI Administration Guidelines.

21. The IMSI-A will bring in a suggested path forward for reserving an MNC for future public safety assignment.

· MCC 312
Points Noted:
22. It was noted that there has been no change on the topic of MCC 312 since the previous call, so the next assignment will be out of that code.
· Future Meetings
Points Noted: 

23. Participants discussed when to meet next, and it was asked whether there were any objections to holding meetings on December 19, 2011, 2-4 PM ET; January 3, 2012, 2-4 PM ET; and January 17, 2012, 2-4 PM ET. There were no objections.
Agreement Reached:

24. It was agreed to hold virtual meetings on December 19, 2011, 2-4 PM ET; January 3, 2012, 2-4 PM ET; and January 17, 2012, 2-4 PM ET.

Action Item:

25. The Administrator will notify the IOC of the virtual meetings on December 19, 2011, 2-4 PM ET; January 3, 2012, 2-4 PM ET; and January 17, 2012, 2-4 PM ET.
Adjourn
