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Thank you for your response to our request for the provision of an inter-GMLC interface. To answer your specific points raised:

The problems that exist currently that we believe an inter-GMLC interface would solve are: 

· Assurance that user privacy requirements of their location information are met. This is ensured by giving control of the release of this information to the home operator; 

· Existing location billing mechanisms cannot be used where requests are not passed via the GMLC. An inter-GMLC interface will allow the VPLMN to apply charging for location requests from the HPLMN in the same way that it does for 3rd party application requests. In essence, the requesting PLMN becomes another 3rd party application.

· All operators will not be at the same stage of development with regard to LCS standards. Many operators are implementing pre-standards solutions in the core/radio network (eg using MAP ATI). By providing a simple (Le-like) interface to the GMLC, the mechanisms that the VPLMN uses to retrieve location information does not concern the requesting PLMN. The only requirement is that the inter-GMLC interface is sufficiently standardised.

· “Denial of service” attacks and rogue applications are a concern for network operators. We believe that the current standards implementation does not allow the VPLMN to easily control the flow of messages for the purposes of location determination in its network. If requests are made via the GMLC, existing mechanisms can be used by the VPLMN to control the amount of messages serviced by its network. 

It is not envisaged that a large change is required to Release 5, as it is our considered opinion that the Le interface can be simply modified/extended to deliver the functionality required of an inter-GMLC interface.

If the Le interface is modified to include the provision of the current VLR address (of the user whose location is requested), then we believe that this will satisfy the requirements detailed above and can be used as an inter-GMLC interface. 

It is believed that the existing Le interface specification is adequate to allow the identification of the requesting party (eg 3rd Party or PLMN). Once it has been identified that the resting party is a PLMN then the privacy requirements can be assumed to be satisfied. The only extra parameter that is required, therefore, is the VLR identification as described above (we assume this is not part of the Le interface specification currently).

We therefore ask SA2 to consider our request for inclusion in Release 5.
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1. Overall Description:

3GPP TSG SA2, LCS Ad Hoc group would like to thank the GSM Association for the Liaison regarding the Provision of an Inter-GMLC Interface.

The SA2 LCS Ad Hoc group would like to acknowledge receipt of the liaison, and inform the GSM Association that this Liaison will be dealt with in detail at the next 3GPP TSG SA2 meeting in Sophia Antipolis, France, during the week of 19th – 22nd February, 2002. 

If possible in the interim, SA2 LCS Ad-Hoc group would like to ask the GSM Association what are the explicit problems, which would be resolved by supporting and Inter-GMLC interface, as defined within the current 3GPP specifications and why exactly they are considered problematic.

An initial note is that this appears to propose a large change to the current specification that should probably be handled according to the work item process in 3GPP.

