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1. Introduction

SA2 thanks TISPAN for their LS on the use of NASS as a source of location for subscribers, and apologize for their late response, as the original LS appear to have “slipped through the cracks”.  The proposed architecture presented in the LS seems to be a reasonable starting point, but some questions have arisen in its usage for emergency calls.

In addition, while resolving architectural issues concerning location for emergency callers, SA2 also have developed a number of questions for TISPAN.  

1. The Annex in the specification attached to the LS (08TD354r4) shows authentication of the UE accessing the CLF via the a2/a4 interface.  IETF in their draft-ietf-geopriv-dhcp-civil-05 describe a method whereby the location of the terminal could be passed to it via DHCP during authentication.  In a companion draft, draft-ietf-geopriv-pidf-lo-03, it is identified how location objects may be transmitted.  SA2, while not standardizing that method, assume that some implementations may use that method as a means of supplying location, and are taking those methods into account for their IMS emergency call specifications.  SA2 would like to know if TISPAN also consider this a viable option as a means of passing location in the emergency invite to the IMS, and would include it in their specifications.  


2. In the case of a network having to support geographically dispersed PSAP’s, it would be helpful if the NASS would include in its database the local number/URI of the PSAP to which an emergency call originating at a particular endpoint would be routed.  Inclusion of this information, obtainable from a query from IMS to the NASS, would obviate the need for IMS to make an additional mapping of the location to the PSAP (possibly via a GMLC) in order to route the emergency call.  SA2 kindly asks TISPAN to consider this and include this in their specification.


3. While one use of location is to aid IMS in correctly routing the call, SA2 are not clear on the requirement to forward the location in the invite to the PSAP.  In the case of SIP-enabled PSAPs it is obvious that this could be done, but is there a requirement to also support calls from an IMS network to an ISDN-connected PSAP?  If so, is the location supposed to be carried in the IAM (additional interworking function for the MGCF).  Or may it be assumed that those PSAPs will use their existing interfaces to retrieve location as per TS 102 164 even though it is an IMS originated call?


4. If this is agreeable, will TISPAN consider the use of draft-ietf-geopriv-dhcp-civil-05 for the format of the civil location, and update their TS 102 164 to agree with this specification, or does 3GPP have to consider the TS 102 164 format (Stage 3 issue).


5. In the attachment 08TD137, there is a specific node (P-CSCF) identifed as interfacing to the CLF function.  For emergency calls, SA2 are considering the  specification of an E-CSCF (emergency CSCF) which would perform all additional functions beyond standard IMS which would be required to support emergency calls.  Is this approach agreeable with TISPAN?

2. Actions:


To TISPAN

Please respond to this LS (in a more timely fashion than we responded to yours) with answers to the above questions.

3. Date of Next TSG-SA3 Meetings:

SA2#51

13  – 17 February 2006
Denver, US
NAF3 

SA3#52

08  – 12 May 2006
China

 

