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During the course of the second ETSI MSG eCall meeting (Brussels) 16-17 May 2006 several topics that may require further standardisation in 3GPP were discussed.

eCall MSD Transport Options 

Following a short discussion of the GSME position paper 'Options for eCall MSD signalling', ETSI MSG agreed to endorse the GSME recommendation that the preferred solution for eCall MSD signalling should be based on an in-band modem / signalling application. Because eCall is expected to be based on open standards, and the in-band solution needs to be optimised for 2G and 3G speech codecs and bearers including a Bluetooth handsfree connection, ETSI MSG kindly request TSG SA to consider the standardisation of the eCall in-band modem protocol, and some aspects of the eCall application; it is thought that the major part of the work could be best performed in SA4.

USIM/SIM v SIMless discussion

GSMA 3GPPOPs (eCall) group are currently drafting a further position paper based on an analysis of possible USIM/SIM and SIMless solutions for the eCall terminal (IVS).  During the course of the discussions both the ACEA and eCall DG delegates stated that there is no firm requirement for PSAPs to be able to call-back an IVS after the PSAP has released the initial call.  The representative from the EU Commission confirmed this.  Following this clarification, and conscious of the need to minimise the costs for all stakeholders, the ACEA representative asked for further consideration to be given to the standardisation of a SIMless solution for eCall. During the ensuing discussions the following points were highlighted, and some of which require further study:

There are significant cost minimisation for both the vehicle manufacturers and the mobile network operators if SIM cards, subscription management and the associated signalling can be eliminated from the eCall system.

Any SIMless solution must provide an sufficient level of security and protection to the mobile network and resources, as currently afforded by the presence of a SIM /USIM. 

The EU Commission must seek the agreement of all national administrations, and operators, to accept eCalls from terminals without a SIM/USIM, based on the following:

· Current national requirements relating to the acceptance of 112 and other emergency voice calls from mobile terminals with and without a SIM/USIM card are not affected by this proposal for eCall only terminals.

· The IVS shall include in the MSD a form of identification e.g. the VIN, by which the owner of the vehicle can be traced in the event of recurrent hoax or other misuse of the eCall service.

· The IVS shall have an IMEI that is made available to the network upon initial registration or request. This may be used to blacklist misbehaving or malfunctioning IVSs.

· An additional eCall discriminator shall be added to the emergency call set-up message to indicate to the MSC that the emergency call is being sent from an eCall terminal and, subject to the above conditions, may be granted access to the network and the call routed to the relevant PSAP.

· In consideration of the above, and in order to recognise the eCall identifier in the set-up message, modifications to existing mobile networks would be required. However further study is needed on the overall cost – benefit of the SIMless option.

· If the EU Commission eCall project administrator can confirm that all the national regulatory authorities (in consultation with the operators in those countries) will, in principle, accept calls from SIMless eCall terminals, then the opinion of 3GPP should be sought as to what aspects should be standardised.

· In regard to network selection, it should be ensured that eCalls emanating from SIMless IVSs are evenly distributed amongst all available networks

· Should it be decided to proceed with a SIMless eCall IVS solution, then it can be anticipated that some standardisation work would be needed in 3GPP TSGs - SA1, SA2, SA3 (and SA4 for the in-band modem protocol), and CT1. Further to this work tests would be needed to be developed for the certification of this new type of terminals.

 Further guidance on this matter is expected shortly from the GSMA 3GPPOPS (eCall) group and GSME.

Actions:

ETSI MSG kindly request TSG SA, GSMA and GSME to take the above into consideration when discussing any future standardisation work that may be needed to support the Pan European eCall service.

