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1
Opening of the Meeting

Francois Courau, chairman of ETSI TC MSG, opened the meeting at 9:15 on Tuesday 15th welcoming the participants to Sophia Antipolis.

M-05-044
Draft agenda of MSG eCall #1 (MSG Chairman)
The agenda is modified to add a point for the approval of the report of the kick off. It is noted that agenda item 3.2 will cover the report from the eCall Driving Group, not from ERTICO.

Ian Harris (RIM) noted that he can report the work ongoing in EMTEL, so another point is added to section 3.

With these modifications, the agenda is approved.

M-05-045
Draft meeting report of MSG eCall Kick off (ETSI)
No comments, the report is approved

2
Reminder for IPR declaration

The chairman reminded the delegates of the obligation of ETSI members to declare any IPR they might be aware of and related to the work of the committee, and kindly asked to take the necessary actions.

The attention of the members of this Technical Body is drawn to the fact that ETSI Members have the obligation under clause 4.1 of the ETSI IPR Policy, Annex 6 of the Rules of Procedure, to inform ETSI of Essential IPRs they become aware of. This section covers the obligation to notify its own IPRs but also other companies’ IPRs.

The members take note that they are hereby invited: 

· to investigate in their company whether their company does own IPRs which are, or are likely to become Essential in respect of the work of the Technical Body, 

· to notify to the Chairman or to the ETSI Director-General all potential IPRs that their company may own, by means of the IPR Information Statement and the Licensing Declaration forms that they can obtain from the ETSI Technical Officer or
http://www.etsi.org/legal/IPR_database/IPRforms-V4.doc."

Members are encouraged to make general IPR undertakings/declarations that they will make licenses available for all their IPRs under FRAND terms and conditions related to a specific standardization area and then, as soon as feasible, provide (or refine) detailed disclosures.

3
Review of the Results of the activities in the different groups

3.1
3GPP SA WG1
M-05-046
LS on eCall Requirements (S1-050890) (3GPP SA1)
M-05-047
eCall status in 3GPP (3GPP SA1 Chairman)
M-05-048
3GPP TR 22.967, Transferring of Emergency Call Data (3GPP SA1 Chairman)
Michele Zarri (3GPP SA WG1 chairman) presented these documents
M-05-046 contains a list of questions that had been identified in the early stages of SA1 work on this area. M-05-047 presents the updated status of the progress in SA1. The group has been working in TR22.967, which recollects the requirements for a 3GPP based eCall system. This TR is now 50% completed and it is expected to be ready for approval in March 2006. M-05-047 also contains an updated list of open points where SA1 seeks clarification in order to complete the work, and a list of assumptions adopted by the group, to be endorsed by MSG.

On the assumption to use CS and not PS (slide 19), Michele further clarified that the decision was taken in order to speed the work. Since it has considerable impact on the choice of solution, it was felt that a decision was to be taken as soon as possible. Michele explained that PS emergency calls will only be supported from Rel-7. The chairman observed that networks may support PS calls when the system comes into operation, so the requirement in SA1 shouldn't constrain to CS only. Michele noted that it is also a matter of terminal cost; a GSM/GPRS terminal will cost more than a GSM only. Michele noted also that a CS voice call is now supported in the other end, the PSAP, but it is unclear whether a PS call will ever be supported by the PSAP.
Michele further explained that requiring CS and PS in SA1 will mandate the architecture groups in 3GPP to specify two solutions, and this will take more time. A CS only solution can be specified much faster.
Gerard Segarra (Renault) observed that the standardization of the MSD and the application should be separated from the transport underneath. It should be possible to use the eCall system over other transport networks where a GSM system is not available. 
On the requirement to minimize the traffic generated by the UE, Ulrich Dietz (Vodafone) clarified that the rationale behind it is avoiding the constant signalling of location updates and authentication.
Stephen Cayet (PSA) asked if other solutions, like SMS, are possible. The chairman explained that the technical solution will be decided by 3GPP SA2 (Architecture) or CT1 (Protocols) or any other 3GPP group; no solution is precluded at this point.
On the second point of slide #19, Ian Harris noted that it seems too harsh; it is obvious that some changes to 3GPP specifications will be needed. Michele explained that the understanding of SA1 was there is urgency in this matter, and hence the current specifications will have to be reused instead of specifying a solution from scratch.
On the 4 seconds requirement (slide 18), Rasmus Lindom (eCall DG) explained that in the view of the eCall DG the 4 seconds are the transmission time through the network, it doesn't include the call set up. The rationale behind is from the UK requirement for emergency calls.

Stephen Cayet (PSA) noted that the UK requirement is virtual. In France, the requirement is 9 seconds max time and 6 seconds 90% of the cases. The chairman explained that in any case, the time of transmission depends on where is the subscriber, the type of mobile and many other parameters.

John Watson (Vodafone) noted that for him this time is still not clear, is it from the moment the user pushes the red button? And what happens for call generated calls? 

Michele noted that this transmission time from the mobile network to the PSAP is out of the specification of 3GPP.
Gerard asked for a requirement for round trip time, so that the user gets acknowledgement that the PSAP has received the call. This will be needed later for interoperability testing.

After long debate, three time periods were identified: the time it takes the car to have the information, the time to register in the network, and the time from the moment the UE tries to send the information to the moment the information is available at the mobile network – PSAP interface.

It was agreed that only the last time is under responsibility of 3GPP/ETSI, the other delays of the system are being studied on other groups within eCall DG. A more accurate definition of that time was proposed as follows: "When the MS is registered on the network and the information is available, up to the information arriving at the PSAP interface."

There was discussion on the time it takes the UE to register. It was highlighted that this time is very difficult to predict, in particular in the case of roaming. ForSIMless UEs, there would be no registration and, as the standard is now, they would be allowed to place an emergency call (depending on the country). But Michele remarked that a SIMless UE will not have access to any other service, like GPRS or Supplementary Services.

On the point about the amount of traffic generated (slide 19), Gerard noted that for interoperability testing reasons it might be needed that the car and the PSAP exchange some traffic before the car is put into the normal operation. When a new car is introduced, or the PSAP is upgraded, traffic will need to be exchanged even if there is no accident. John Watson (Vodafone) further clarified that the rationale for this point is that adding some millions of idle terminals to a network, even if only a very few calls are placed, will generate an enormous amount of signalling traffic for the attach and location updates messages. However, from an operator's perspective, it would be acceptable to have the IVS connect the network every X months, for a periodic update of the software or to check that the system is working properly.

There are three aspects of this: periodic checking, this kind of call will not be directed to the PSAP. Introduction of a new feature to the eCall system, which will happen very rarely; here the PSAPs would accept to connect. And finally, the scenario of a IOT (when a new car is introduced for example) which can be done with a virtual network, or arranged with an operator.

A proposal would be to phrase the last requirement as "the eCall basic service will not be allowed to generate traffic in the network". A new wording will be suggested to SA1 along that line.
Michele raised the issue of a car being scrapped. He asked how the operator would be informed that the SIM is out of use. Rasmus noted that this hasn't been considered so far by the eCall DG. Ulrich Dietz (Vodafone) further observed that the management of the lifecycle of the SIM needs to be studied: together with the car being scrapped, there will certainly be cases of system malfunctioning, or SIMs that need to be blacklisted.
There was general agreement on the last point if slide 19 (Once an eCall is established it can only be released by the PSAP operator).
On slide 18, last bullet (What are the precise requirements for availability of eCall capabilities while roaming?). The eCall DG stated that the requirements are the same. The issue of languages will be handled the same way as the case of an E112 call. 
It was further clarified that the Commission is working towards having bi-lingual service in the PSAPs, and in parallel the advanced eCall service (with a service subscription) will allow a conference to the service provider call centre.
Michele noted that the roaming issue is not obvious from a standardization perspective, some of the technical solutions may be based on features that are subscription based, and then depending on the roaming agreements the service will be provided or not.
Another aspect is the availability of the service. It was clear that in a country that eCall is not provided, the call should go forward as a normal emergency call.

On question 1 of slide #18, the answer is that the operator is not exempt. In the case the operator is providing positioning information, i.e. based in cellID, the operator will have to provide both positions, the one coming from the GPS in the car and the one coming from the system of the operator. The MSD has to be considered as a supplementary service to the current, standardised, emergency call service.
The rationale is that one of the reasons behind the eCall service was the request of PSAPs to have the GPS position available in addition to what the operator is now providing; additionally, the operator cannot know if the GPS system in the car is functioning correctly. At least some positioning info would be available.

3.2
eCall DG
M-05-051
eCall activities (eCall DG)
Rasmus Lindholm (ERTICO) presented this report

John Watson (Vodafone) announced that GSMA-Europe is working on a unified paper representing the views and concerns of operators.

Rasmus clarified that the Vehicle identification is not the same information element as vehicle colour and maker.

3.3
European Commission
M-05-050
European Commission Actions (European Commission)
Emilio Davila (EC) presented this report

Concerning the eCall experts meeting the 2nd December, the chairman noted that the necessary will be made to have a representative from ETSI.
John Watson (Vodafone) noted that there seems to be a multitude of standardization bodies involved in the work and asked how these committee are involved in eCall, ISO for example. He noted that the ISO report assumes that UUS is being used and, if this is the solution finally taken, this report will be useful. But some of the assumptions taken in that report are questionable. John also noted that the report is getting into Stage 3 when the work in ETSI/3GPP is still in Stage 1.
Bob Williams (TG37 chairman) noted TG37 was willing to act as a single coordination point for the different standardization aspects and different standardization bodies if that was helpful.
As a way forward to support eCall, John proposed that the current E112 could be expanded to support Supplementary Services. The transfer of the MSD, by whatever means, would be viewed as a SS for the emergency call.

Looking at the choice of a technical solution, it was commented that a Workshop, involving the 3GPP WGs that have expertise in the area, would be useful to get a first overview of the proposals. The eCall DG, the European Commission and the car manufacturers that have had trials would be welcomed as well.

M-05-049
European e-Call functional specifications - In Vehicle System (Vehicle Functionality Working Group, ACEA)
Alfred Krappel (Motorola) presented this specification
There are two important points in this draft functional specification, the possibility to use Bluetooth and the possibility to place the calls without a SIM. Additionally, it is noted that the MSD set defined here seems to be different to other sets presented before.

It is also noted that the correct terminology for the positioning systems is GNSS; since Galileo would be operational soon as an alternative to GPS.

3.4
EMTEL
Ian Harris (RIM) reported verbally that the scope of EMTEL is to set requirements, but it has also some TRs dealing with the technical solutions. There are currently 2 lines of work in EMTEL:
-
Authority to user: Broadcast services

-
User to authority: Emergency calls

Ian reported that although EMTEL doesn’t get involved in eCall, it would be kind to inform of the progress for the interest to the user to authority communications.

Additionally, he reported the work being done in the UK by E112 committee on the field of emergency communications for the deaf based on SMS.

3.5
ERM TG 37

Bob Williams (TG37 chairman) informed that next meeting of TG37 will be 28-29 November in ETSI
4
Way forward and output to other groups
M-05-052
Draft Proposal for a workshop on eCall (TMobile)
This document was reviewed in the screen. Minor revisions, M-05-054 is produced

M-05-054
Approved proposal for a workshop on eCall (ETSI MSG)

It was agreed that a Workshop looking at candidate solutions would help speed the work, even if SA1 hasn't completed the requirements TR. 3GPP SA1, SA2, CT1, CT4 and RAN2 will be kindly invited to participate. In order to minimize travel for the delegates of the groups involved, the date and venue would be as close as possible to the 3GPP Workshop on Network Selection principles, (24 – 24 January 2006, Amsterdam)
M-05-053
Draft LS to SA1 on Clarifications on eCall Requirements (TMobile)
Concerning the requirements for testing, it was clarified that PIXIT and PICS are not provided. Tests for applications are not produced, only terminal conformance tests of the lower layers. There is no certification of 3GPP equipment, which now falls under the R&TTE directive. The IOT tests are not specified by 3GPP either, although some organizations carry them out for 3GPP equipment. 
Normally, 3GPP equipment goes through self certification, where UE and network manufacturers ensure that their products interoperate.
The chairman recommended that the issue of certification and interoperability testing is discussed within ETSI, where the Protocol and Testing Competence Centre has the expertise, or in the eCall Driving Group; but it is in any case kept away of 3GPP.
This document is revised in M-05-055, which is an intermediate version and was further revised on the screen.
M-05-055
Revised draft LS to SA1 on Clarifications on eCall Requirements (TMobile)
Gerard Segarra (Renault) asked that the certification was listed as an additional use case. This was debated, since this is out of the scope of 3GPP. If this is the case, Gerard asked an explicit declaration from 3GPP stating this. For Gerard, the issue is who will be in charge of developing the test specifications for the certification. The chairman explained that, as a 3GPP official, he can confirm that it is out of the scope of 3GPP.
It is accepted that the certification process, the production of the test specifications or the IOT specifications are out of the scope of 3GPP. But it is clear as well that there is a need for it, so it has to be determined what is exactly needed and then the involved parties will decide on what group or forum will do the job.
On the issue of the SIM/no-SIM, Gerard asked that a document comprehensively listing the arguments for and against, and the benefits and disadvantages, would be most useful.
M-05-056
LS to SA & SA1: Clarifications on eCall Requirements (ETSI MSG)
Final version of the LS in M-05-055. M-05-056 is approved.

5
Review of the time plan for completion of the work

It is agreed to have a Workshop on eCall architecture, tentatively scheduled for January, according to M-05-054.
6
Any Other Business
No other business

7
Closing of the meeting
The chairman closed the meeting at 11:00 on Wednesday 16th; he thanked the participants for their work and wished everyone a safe trip back home.
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