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Meeting details

This report relates to a meeting of the Ofcom (UK) NICC VoIP 999 Locations Task Group which was held at the Ofcom offices in London on February 8th 2007.  This was the latest in a series of somewhat infrequent meetings of the task group to discuss mechanisms for the determination and conveyance of location information associated with Emergency Calls originating on VoIP networks and presented at British Telecom (BT) and Cable & Wireless (C&W) Emergency Call Handling Centres (ECHC) in the UK.

The subject matter has a direct relevance to the work of ETSI STF321 on Emergency call standards development of location information and protocol support for emergency communications.  This document is a brief report for ETSI; more detailed minutes (when published) may be made available to interested parties on justified request.

2

Business Transacted

2.1  

Introductions 
The eight persons present (bad weather limited the attendance) briefly introduced themselves, largely for my benefit as a new attendee.  They represented BT and C&W as ECHC operators, four ISPs and Ofcom (UK).

2.2

Actions from last meeting 

John Medland (BT) stated that he had received some input from the Police and Fire Services was still awaiting input from the Ambulance Service as to their requirements for location details.  

Neil Nasaralla (Ofcom) reported that there was very little information available from European regulators on the subject but he hoped that Ofcom would shortly be issuing a report on their recent consultation.

2.3

Standards Progress

Martin Dawson (Andrew) joined the meeting by telephone from Australia and reported on the IETF, ATIS and NENA work.  We briefly discussed the recent ATIS liaison statement which had been sent to a number of standards and regulatory bodies (including Ofcom and ETSI).  He agreed to provide Jim Price with whatever details he could regarding the outcome of a number of consultations in Australia on Emergency Call Location (Post meeting note:  A useful document prepared by the (Australian) Communications Alliance VoIP Working Group has now been received as a result of this contact). 
Jim Price (ETSI STF321) described the recent work by STF315 on development of location information and protocol support for emergency communications and how this was continuing in ETSI (as STF321) using EC funding.  He also outlined the STF mechanism in ETSI as the majority of attendees were not familiar with the process.

2.4

Sub-Groups update 
2.4.1   
Andy Shaw (Orange-FT) described the data Orange collects and the mechanism used, but was unable to say if this was typical of ISPs.  He also discussed the additional SID-based authentication process described in BT STIN456 - details can be found at http://www.sinet.bt.com  and a number of associated topics, including how can the SID be associated with the public IP allocated by the ISP and the accessibility of the information in Radius Servers and related logs of the data elements needed to reliably establish location.  Topics for future discussion include the differences in LLU situations and cable situations. 
2.4.2  

There was no further input Appendix B (Physical Circuit Identification) to the notes of the last meeting (November 7th 2006).
2.5

Potential UK use of NENA i2 Architecture 
To clarify the understanding of suitability of i2 for the UK, John Medland (BT) proposed that for the ADSL case, the group should work through details of  

- Device Intelligence, but assume for next 2-3 years that end-devices do not acquire their own location information
- VPC, would there be technical issues with emergency call centres and VoIP SP interactions using HELD (assuming the VPC is operated by the call centres) and if HELD is the most suitable protocol for transferring information.
- LIS, which organisations would need a LIS function and how this could be implemented and made future proof.
- ALE, where would it fit in the UK ADSL architecture and how easy it would be to use FLAP XML protocols?  Is BEEP with TLS the most suitable transport and session protocol and is it future proof?
2.6

NICC work next steps

A telephone conference call was arranged for 11h00 GMT on March 5th 2007 at which John Medland would present his proposal that BT should implement the NENA solution.  

A further meeting was arranged, to be held at the Ofcom offices in London on March 13th at 14h00 GMT, principally to discuss moving beyond the ADSL case to cable, LLU, WiFi and mobile cases 

It is proposed that I should attend both of these meetings.

2.7

Acronyms used in this document

	ADSL
	Asymmetrical Digital Subscriber Line

	ALE
	Access Location Entity

	BEEP
	Blocks Extensible Exchange Protocol

	ECHC
	Emergency Call Handling Centre

	ETSI
	European Telecommunications Standards Institute

	FLAP
	Flexible LIS-ALE Protocol

	HELD
	HTTP Enabled Location Delivery

	HTTP
	Hypertext Transfer Protocol

	LIS
	Location Information Server

	LLU
	Local Loop Unbundling

	NENA
	National Emergency Numbering Association

	NICC
	Network Interconnect Consultative Committee

	STF
	Special Task Force

	STIN
	Suppliers' Trial Information Note

	TLS
	Transport Layer Security

	VPC
	VoIP Positioning Center


