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First, the need for messaging functionality has been clearly identified and will be addressed in the Mobile Information Device (MID) Profile effort.

The JTAPI Mobile ad hoc group had addressed an earlier SMS specific proposal, but rejected it due to its GSM specific assumptions. The JavaPhone 1.0 specification does include a bearer independent mechanism for a DatagramService that will be considered in the MID profile.

Second, the expression of a Location Information interface has not been addressed by any of the current Java Community Process specification requests, or by any previous Java Standard Extension packages, e.g.

JavaPhone had considered developing a location API, but did not have sufficient support for inclusion in version 1.0.

It does not appear that the MID group will have completed their efforts in time for the MExE 99 release dates.

For the messaging effort, I would hope that MExE will provide critical feedback to the MID profile specification, when the group releases their draft documents for public review.

For the location information effort, I would hope that those companies that have a desire to pursue an open Java standard specification will come forward with a specification request (JSR) and the resources to lead/drive a new working group.

If MExE is interest in leading a JCP group to develop a location interface that could be a possible means to expedite the functionality you've requested.  Other organizations such as the Enterprise Computer Telephony Forum(ECTF) have been considering taking on the specification leadership role for JTAPI

2.0.  I would not be surprised to see the WAP Forum leading a JCP effort for Java application access to a WAP network stack.

If MExE can not take on that leadership role, perhaps specific MExE companies could lead that effort, i.e. have had contact with individuals from XXX and XXX in the past who had expressed an interest in such an effort. Unfortunately, the interest has not been wide spread enough to make it a core piece of functionality on all platforms. This has had similar coverage in WAP Forum groups, as well.
