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1 Opening of the Meeting / IPR Reminder / Roll Call of Delegates

The meeting opened at 13:40 on Tuesday, March the 18th by the T3 API SWG Chairman.  A roll call of delegates is made.

The Chairman drew the attention of the delegates to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organisational Partners to inform their respective Organisational Partners of essential IPRs they become aware of.  They were asked to take note that they had been 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 Specification Group

· notify the Chairman or the Director General of their respective Organisational Partners, of all potential IPRs that their company may own, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration form

2 Meeting organisation

The chairman apologised about the organisation problems that occurred for this meeting.  It was stated that the dates were chosen to be compatible with the schedule of participants that actually are not attending to the meeting.  It was agreed that for the coming meetings:

· dates will be discussed and registered in the draft report even before being fully confirmed

· the deadline for registration will be set to at least one week ahead the meeting 

· the meeting will be cancelled in case of 

· too few participants registration

· lack of contribution sent on the email reflector or posted on the 3GPP server

It was also mentioned that in case the participation to the API meetings or the contribution are not significant, this subgroup’s meeting will be held as splinter group of the T3 plenary meetings.

2.1 Input Documents

No new input were posted on the 3GPP server at the beginning of the meeting.

2.2 Agenda

T3a030102 is the draft agenda of the meeting.  It is updated with a new contribution.

2.3 Approval of last report

The last meeting draft report is T3a030103.  It includes a remark that was sent by Orga on the email reflector.  It is approved by the group.

2.4 Information about API discussions since last meeting

T3 SWG API Chairman summarised the different API related discussions held since last T3 API meeting.

There has been one T3 plenary meeting and one T plenary meeting.  EP SCP WG3 is intented to meet the following week.  The T3 SWG API highlighted the following items:

· all T3 SWG API CRs were approved by both T3 and T plenary meetings

· the two controversial issues were discussed at T3 plenary and the following decisions were taken:

· maximum number of channel available: the CR was redrafted and approved at T3 plenary level

· 2G/3G applet interworking: was also discussed and the decision was made to support all APIs on top of the UICC and to write a TR to highlight the behaviours and constraints

· it was noted that the TS 23.048 test specification is difficult to elaborate as there are some controversial issues that cannot be solved because of existing implementations.  It was agreed at T3 plenary level that:

· the schedule for the specification will be updated as soon as a date can be definitely planned

· the coverage of the test specification will miss some point, however, this test specification will allow to ensure a minimum level of compliance and will be a base for the Rel-6 

3 APIs requirements (TS 102.240 – TS 02.19 – TS 42.019) 

No issue.

4 APIs based on TS 102.240 – TS 02.19

4.1 C SIM API 

No input

4.2 SIM APIs for JavaCard

No input

4.3 UICC API for Java Card (TS 102 241 for information, SCP WG3)

No input

4.4 USIM APIs for JavaCard

The TS 31.130 rapporteur presented the draft specification.  The current draft is presented as T3a030100.

This specification is:

· addressing the part of the API that is not included in the SCP specification (TS 102 241), i.e. the application specific parts

· based on the SIM API and adapted to the 3G domain, the structure of the specification is kept but some chapters are only including pointers to the SCP specifications

· the scope and references are revised (the reference section is still to be updated) with the 3G correct references

The Java packages (HTML format) are presented by SUN Microsystems as T3a030105 for information.

Several points were discussed:

· the naming of the package is discussed uicc.access.usim is the prefered name in the meeting ; it allows to underline the fact that this package is the extension of uicc.access related to usim.

· the package(s) in the 3GPP specifications will actually only contain constants ; however, it is agreed that having one package for each application would make the specification more clear (i.e. having uicc.access.usim, uicc.access.sim, uicc.access.isim, etc.)

· the need for a uicc.access.isim is to be studied

· the usat package is also to be available ; however, as it gathers mainly SMS, the group wonders what should be the correct name of the package ; some discussion was already made on this topic without any output

· the question of how many specification to establish for those packages is raised

5 Security Mechanisms for SAT/USAT (03.48, 23.048, 31.115/116)

5.1 TS 23.048 (Rel-5)

T3a030107 is a discussion document presented by G&D and SchlumbergerSema to the T3 plenary and to be discussed in T3 SWG API.

a) First group of questions

· When the starting directory for a command session is the MF (for the UICC shared file system) is it possible then to select an ADF in the same command session? If yes, how?

· Agreement in the group that feels that this is not possible

· the direct application selection is not possible remotely (i.e. SELECT by AID is not allowed and actually not necessary in that case)

· Is it allowed in a command session to send to the UICC Shared File System or to the SIM File System application a SELECT by Path command to select any file within an ADF?

· It is currently not allowed

· If the starting directory for a command session is the MF for the UICC Shared File System application which class byte shall be used to select any child of the MF?

· If UICC Shared File System, “00” should apply

b) Second set of questions

· When the starting directory for a command session is the ADF, is it then allowed also to select later on in the same session, files outside the ADF (e.g. the MF or DF GSM)?

· SELECT FILE allows it

· Also here it is not clear if the class byte in this case should be restricted on ‘00’ and ‘80’ or not?

· agreement that ‘00’ and ‘80’ are valid values

· it is understood that when selecting the USIM TAR, the ‘00’ and ‘80’ are expected, however, the SchlumberSema and G&D do not see any major reason to restrict the CLA byte when selecting the MF, ‘A0’ could be applicable

· Microelectronica in favour of keeping the restriction.

c) Connection between TAR(s) and ADF.  There is currently no link defined between a TAR and a ADF. This is a lack in the specification.

· This discussion is made based on the following discussion document from G&D

T3a030104 is a discussion document from G&D about the connection between TAR(s) and ADF.  The proposal is to create a new file, that contains the Toolkit Application Reference value the RFM handler listens to.

The lack in the specification is agreed.  Linking TARs and AID is an acceptable way to meet the requirement.  However, a CR should be proposed to TS 102 221 and in accordance with TS 102 226.  The possible conflicts with the Install(Install) parameters should be checked.

This is to be further discussed in EP SCP WG2.

5.2 TS 31.115 / TS 31.116 (Rel-6)

Microelectronica Espanola proposed a CR that introduce the use of concatenated SMS for Response Packets larger than 140 bytes (see T3a030104).  The CR is updated to be more readable (with revision marks and correct cover sheet).  It is T3a030106.

It was remarked that regarding ciphering, the TS 102 225 should be referenced instead of inserting an explanation.

The figure have to be updated with RH (for Response Header) instead of CH (for Command Header).

SchlumbergerSema objected that:

· no change of the packet should be made before any integrity check

· UDHL set to ‘02’ is valid for the single messages ; why to add this for concatenated SMs ?

The redundancy of text and figures with TS 23.040 should be checked in the CR as well as in the whole specification.  Moreover, the discussion raised some concerns about the consistency of certain parts of TS 31.115 (editorial changes to be handled), including:

· no figure 1 is existing in the specification (due to the deletion of this figure that was copied from TS 23.040) ; the specification references are beginning with figure 2
· some references to figure 1 are still existing in some parts of the specification and should be removed as the figure was removed.

6  TR “2G/3G Applet interworking” 

There was a discussion on the Techincal Report on 2G/3G applet interworking.  The WID proposed at last T3 plenary meeting was approved by both T3 and T plenary meetings.  It was reminded that the roadmap implies a draft for information at the next T3 meeting.  A T3 API shall then meet before the next T3 plenary meeting to agree on a draft TR.

It was shortly discussed, and agreed that the TR should be based on:

1. problem identification

2. study of the different combinations 

a. NAA, networks in relation with TS 31.900

b. 3G aspects: Toolkit enhancements, file system

c. set working assumptions (what is 2G applet, which specification it is based, etc.)

3. statement of the problem

a. list of SAT commands that will be useable without concern

b. list of SAT commands that are different between 2G and 3G

It was agreed that the work can only begin with some contribution that would be extensed by the discussion in T3 SWG API.  The rapporteur of the WID is expected to provide some input or get some input on the email reflector.

7 Any other business

Some of the TS 23.048 testing ad hoc group members are highlighting that there was loss of time in discussing the specification interpretations.  T3 SWG API Chairman stated that this should be directly sent to T3 SWG API for discussion and clarification rather than discussed first in the ad hoc meeting.

It was agreed that the test coverage will not be complete because of existing implementation with different implementations.  However the test specification will ensure a  minimum level of compliance for Rel-5 and be complete for Rel-6 (when some compromise can be reached on the contentious issues.

8 Meeting Plan

	Meeting
	Date
	Host
	Location

	T #20
	Mar 12-14, 2003
	Orange, Vodafone, etc.
	Birmimgham, UK

	T3 SWG API #16
	Mar 18-21, 2003
	DoCoMo Europe
	Paris, France

	EP SCP WGs
	March 2003
	ETSI
	Sophia-Antipolis, France

	T3 SWG API #16
	Apr 8-10, 2003
	SUN Microsystems
	Munich, Germany

	EP SCP Plenary
	May 6-8, 2003
	Microelectronica Espanola
	Madrid, Spain

	T3 #27
	May 20-23, 2003
	NTT DoCoMo, DNP
	Sapporo, Japan

	EP SCP WGs
	May 26-29, 2003
	NTT DoCoMo, DNP
	Sapporo, Japan

	T #21
	Jun 4-6, 2003
	Nokia
	Hameenlinna, Finland

	T3 #28
	Aug 21-24, 2003
	Gemplus
	Singapore

	T3 #29
	Nov 18-21, 2003
	tbd
	tbd


9 Closing of the meeting

The meeting closed on March 19th, at 12:00. The Chairman thanked the delegates for input and work.
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List of Participants 

The following participants attended the T3 API SWG session
.
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	Company
	e-mail
	3GPP Member

	Mr.
	Alain
	Guillou
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	guillou_a@montrouge.sema.slb.com
	ETSI
	FR

	Mr.
	Sebastian 
	Hans
	Sun Microsystems Ltd.
	sebastian.hans@sun.com
	ETSI
	UK

	Mr.
	Paul
	Jolivet
	DoCoMo Europe
	jolivet@docomo.fr
	ETSI 
	FR

	Ms.
	Marta
	Ortiz
	Micro Electronica Española
	
	ETSI
	ES

	Mr.
	Jens
	Springer
	Giesecke and Devrient
	jens.springer@de.gi-de.com
	ETSI
	DE
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Document list

	Doc. Name
	Title
	Source
	Status


New documents of the meeting

	T3a030100
	DRAFT: TS 31.130
	Rapporteur
	discussed

	T3a030101
	Discussion paper about starting Directory for the RFM applications
	G&D
	discussed

	T3a030102
	Draft agenda of T3 SWG API #16
	Chairman
	noted

	T3a030103
	Draft report of the T3 SWG API #15 meeting
	Chairman
	agreeed

	T3a030104
	CR on TS 31.115 Rel-6: Clarification of the concatenated response packet for Short Messages Point to Point
	Microelectronica Española
	revised, see T3a030106

	T3a030105
	UICC API java packages
	SUN Microsystems
	noted

	T3a030106
	CR on TS 31.115 Rel-6: Clarification of the concatenated response packet for Short Messages Point to Point
	Microelectronica Española
	discussed, for email discussion

	T3a030107
	Discussion paper about starting Directory for the RFM applications
	SchlumbergerSema, G&D
	discussed

	T3a030108
	Draft report of T3 SWG API #16
	Chairman
	

	T3a030109
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Annex C

Action Points

T3 API actions:

	
	Action
	Status

	Oberthur
	To produce a CR on the issue in the specification regarding the NEVER access condition and access domain definition.

To post the CR in the beginning of week 5 on the T3 API email reflector
	done

	
	To finalise the CR on TS 23.048 on starting directory for the RFM Applications (as T3a030029)
	done

	Chairman
	Post the clarifications for testing 43.019 ad hoc group (T3a030020)
	done

	
	Post the clarifications for testing 23.048 ad hoc group (T3a030019/30/31)
	done

	
	Correct document number (T3a030029) and update server with all documents
	done

	
	Send contributions to T3 email reflector: discussion papers (T3a030023 and 24)
	done

	
	Propose some dates for future T3 API meetings
	done

	
	
	


	
	Postponed issues of the last meeting
	Status

	All
	Review CRs T3a030025 and 26
	-

	
	
	


T3 action points related to APIs / Security Mechanisms for SAT/USAT:

	Action
	Status

	AP#13/25[43.019 rapporteur]: Start email discussion on T3-020564 and create the resulting CR for the next meeting.
	Some documents presented on the T3 email reflector by SchlumbergerSema

	AP#15/25[SWG API]: Create a more extensive CR to TS 43.019 adding a description for the remaining events.
	

	AP#16/25[SWG API]: Complete list of problems in T3-020846.
	

	AP#19/25[SWG API]: Discuss the options in T3-020928 and agree on a value (for the maximum number of channels for an applet instance)
	Discussion paper sent to T3

	AP#20/25[SWG API]: Create new version of the CR in T3-020830.
	


Annex D

E-mail discussion groups

Information and discussion about this work item is done via the ETSI email list server. The discussion group to be used is: 3gpp_tsg_t_wg3_api. To subscribe to this email group or to view the archives, go to:


http://list.3gpp.org/3gpp_tsg_t_wg3_api.html
All issues releated to the development of the test suite (11.13) for 03.19 is discussed via 3gpp_tsg_t_wg3_api_test


http://list.3gpp.org/3gpp_tsg_t_wg3_test.html
The migration of 02.19 and 03.19 to the UICC platform is discusses via the ETSI SCP WG3 mailinglist


http://list.etsi.fr/archives/scp_wg3.html
