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1 Introduction

There has been an exchange of liaisons between ETSI TISPAN and 3GPP concerning E112 requirements for wireless networks. There are, however, still some areas of understanding that need to be resolved. SA2 thanks TISPAN for its liaison and looks forward to continued co-operation in the future on the citizen to authority initiative.

TISPAN invites 3GPPs co-operation for two further initiatives: Authority to authority and authority to citizen. While 3GPP may eventually get involved in these second and third initiatives (Priority Access and MBMS are capabilities that might be candidate technologies), cooperation should be limited for the time being to satisfying the requirements for the “citizen-to authority” initiative (emergency calls).

This liaison is in answer to the last liaison, from the second meeting of TISPAN.

2 Issues for clarification

2.1
In TISPANs opening remarks about the attached documents, it is stated that you will reference the 3GPP standards for LCS Service description stage 1 and 2. 

We would like to confirm our common understanding that 3GPP should develop Stage 1 and 2 requirements for emergency calls for wireless networks, using SR 002 180 as high level requirements.  These requirements will be added to 3GPP specifications as needed.  Any resulting protocol requirements for the interfaces between the PSAPs and the Wireless Networks will be forwarded from 3GPP to TISPAN for implementation.  In addition, the PSAPs themselves may have requirements which should be documented by TISPAN and forwarded to 3GPP to ensure that 3GPP satisfy those requirements.

2.2 Due to the possible configuration of transit networks in some countries, it is possible that the identity of the originating network might not be known to the PSAP (e.g., SIM-less mobiles, or roaming cases).  If this were to happen, the PSAP would not be able to route a location query back to the originating wireless network in order to retrieve the mobile caller’s location.  Although this was discussed in the last liaison from TISPAN and not identified by the EU as a requirement, some countries in 3GPP consider it important to be included as a national option. 

2.3 Despite the fact that TISPAN states that it is unaware that the requirement for SIM – less emergency calls is a pan-European requirement, some companies in 3GPP feel that support of SIM-less mobiles should be allowed as a national option. They ask that TISPAN take this into account.

2.4 In order to protect a subscribers privacy during non-emergency situations, 3GPP networks rely on the existence of an emergency call to override privacy settings for the subscriber.  Once the call ends, (even though the emergency itself may persist) it becomes impossible for the wireless network to differentiate between the two cases.  Therefore, we propose that we jointly agree that once the location is delivered to the PSAP/ECC, the requirement for the wireless network to maintain the location ends when the PSAP/ECC releases the emergency call.

3 Additional Suggested Issues for discussion

3.1 The EC has identified that the wireless network should deliver the “best location information available”.  For all but a very few new models of mobiles, this location is based on the current serving cell, which can cover a large area.  On the other hand, getting a very accurate location (e.g., from an assisted-GPS phone) can be a time-consuming event that should not hold up delivery of the call and availability of the location information.  SA2 proposes that the wireless network deliver cell ID based locations for all emergency calls and in addition, when both the wireless network and the caller’s UE support a more accurate location capability, that an indication is provided to enable the capability to be signalled to the PSAP so the PSAP operator will know that a more accurate location is possible, if needed.

3.2 With regard to the retention of location information during the length of an emergency, some companies in 3GPP are of the opinion that there are situations (e.g. in hostage taking) when it would be advantageous to continue retaining, (and updating) the location information of a mobile, even if the mobile initiates clear down. 

4 Conclusion

3GPP SA2 would be pleased to hear the reaction of TISPAN to the above suggestions and comments.

