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1 Overview

OMA replies to NENA’s correspondence on NENA’s Technical Requirements for Location and Technical Information Document (TID).
2 Proposal

OMA thanks NENA for its correspondence of June 6, 2006. In this letter, NENA requests that OMA Location WG review NENA’s technical requirements for location and evaluate whether or not the requirements apply to OMA LOC standards development.  For reference, NENA documents received in the liaison for comments are listed below:
1) nena-trd-locationrqmts-draft-30May06

2) NENA_Location_TID_Draft_for_Approval_30May06

OMA Location Group has evaluated the NENA technical requirements for location and the TID.  OMA Location Group has the following findings regarding the applicability of OMA SUPL and MLP to NENA emergency location services:
Location Determination and Acquisition

Almost all requirements of Location Determination and Acquisition defined in NENA technical requirements for location and the TID are well met by OMA SUPL and MLP protocols. OMA SUPL provides location determination functionality and OMA MLP provides location acquisition functionality. 
Even though it is possible that OMA SUPL may work with HELD protocol to provide location determination and acquisition, the use of OMA SUPL in conjunction with HELD is outside scope of OMA SUPL. MLP is the OMA LOC recommended location acquisition protocol. 

As OMA SUPL is developed to support wireless users, OMA SUPL is not applicable to the location requirements defined by NENA for wireline users.

Location Representation

The geometry required for the OMA MLP is the GML V2.1.1 with additional polygon types with boundaries that contain circles, ellipses or circular arcs.  Since GML V2.1.1 is now a deprecated OGC standard,  OMA LOC will look into the posibility of upgrading MLP to use GML V3.1.1. 
Also,  location is represented by value in MLP. Location-by-reference and PIDF-LO format are not supported by OMA MLP.
Location Security and Dependability
OMA SUPL uses TLS as transport and data exchanged between IP endpoints are encrypted. In addtion, various mutual authentication mechanisms are defined in OMA SUPL to ensure the IP endponits are mutually authenticated before the location determination is started. Moreover, support of user privacy protection on per call basis is included in SUPL, where the location determation may only be allowed to proceed when user consent is given. Although OMA SUPL supports various levels of privacy protection, namely location without user notification, location with user notification only, location with user notification and verification, privacy override, etc., the specific privacy checking mechanism is beyond the scope of OMA SUPL. One possible consideration is OMA PCP.
It’s our conclusion that OMA SUPL can be used by NENA LIS and the wireless IP end point to perform location determination. The LIS may have an integrated OMA SUPL functionality or it may connect to a separate OMA SUPL server. Furthermore, NENA may use MLP to perform location acquisition.

It is our desire to have NENA familiarized with ongoing efforts in OMA in pursuit of Emergency Call Capabilities in an all-IP network. For current status of SUPL and MLP and latest published SUPL and MLP specifications, refer to OMA website http://www.openmobilealliance.org.

3 Requested Action(s)

OMA would welcome if NENA decides to use SUPL and MLP for location determination and acquisition, and invites NENA to submit any future requirements to OMA such that we can adapt SUPL and MLP to the needs of NENA.
4 Conclusion
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