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1 Opening of Meeting

The meeting opens at 9:30 on July 30th, and is chaired by Paul JOLIVET.

Chairman:
Paul JOLIVET
(DoCoMo Europe)
Secretary:
Paul JOLIVET
(DoCoMo Europe)

2 Roll Call of Delegates

A list of the participants can be found in Annex A.

3 General issues for the meeting

3.1 Agenda

The agenda (T3a010099) is approved. It is reminded that the main aim of this meeting is the 3G version of the specification. EP SCP participants were invited to this meeting as it is considered as a joint meeting.

3.2 Last meeting report

The report of last meeting (T3a010098) was approved and the new document is T3a010105.

3.3 IPR reminder

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

3.4 Status of API activities

No changes since last meeting.

4 API based on 02.19

4.1 03.19 – Java Card API

4.1.1 Clarification coming from Testing API ad hoc meeting

No input from Testing Java API ad hoc committee because no meeting in the meantime and that meeting is dedicated to 3G issues.

4.1.2 Change Requests

Few CRs are presented that are postponed because of the priority given in the meeting to the 3G evolution of the specification and the lack of time. This includes documents T3a010109 to 112.

4.1.3 3G evolution of the specification – Split between SCP and T3

SUN presented the Java Card UICC/USIM document (T3a010081) as the participants were asking for time to study it last time. It was mentioned that there were some changes in the Toolkit constants and that some updates are still required (SUN is taking care of that).

About the following figure and the different packages, some participants wonder if there is a need to have the three packages (is the both usim and uicc.toolkit required). The main difference between uicc and uism.toolkit seems to be constants. If this feeling is confirmed, one of the two packages (uicc.toolkit) only might be enough. This require further discussion.

It is mentioned that there is a mistake and 3GPP packages are not UICC but USIM (this is updated in the figure below).

Chairman remind that UICC and USIM are specified by two different bodies and that it should be possible to split the specification (and packages). It is agreed to first specify the UICC/USIM APIs and then to consider the split.

About the relation between file system and USIM, it is mentioned that the current figure (discussed in Paris) is restricting the implementation, linking one USIM to one USIM File System. SUN wants to keep the door open to any implementation including the possibility for several USIMs to a single USIM File System.

The proposal from Smart Card Manufacturer is to keep the specification as it is. The difficulty of the impossibility to create (download) entry points can be solved by smart card manufacturers that could implement a procedure to link a new USIM with the correct entry point.
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The naming of the packages are an open issue. It is highlighted the importance of the choice because in case EP SCP goes to a partnership project with a specific name, and the packages goes from etsi to x, the backward compatibility is not provided. It is agreed that the packages names would not include etsi or epscp mention but only usim, uicc…

figure 1: packages for UICC APIs
A question is raised about the triggering of application and whether the second level application should be associated to a specific SIM or USIM. In case the application is linked, the question is to know how to mention this link. It is mentioned that this could be handled in the Toolkit Registry. The question of Registry is discussed and two proposals highlighted :

· one registry for each 1st level application 

· one registry for all 1st level application.

Currently there is no way to create a JCRE entry point object (objects that can pass the firewall architecture). This prevent to load dynamicaly a SIM or USIM on the card. If ever this is recognised as a requirement, this should be first solved by JCF as a first step.

SUN Microsystems claimed that this is not in line with the decision of previous meetings and the current Java Card architecture. JCF cannot change this architecture in the current year and the following. This is noted by the group.

The relation between first and second level application is also discussed. As a first step, the meaning and interest of first and second level description is discussed with several questions :

· Why an second level application may be selectable by AID ?

· Can a Toolkit application be a first level application ?

· How and When the links are managed in the case of second level application ?

Another issue is raised… Hierarchy between classes cannot be provided… The final idea is to have  two packages without hierarchy.

It is proposed to send both questions to T3/SCP plenary meetings. A Liaison Statement is to be written by the Chairman and discussed.Note that these issues are probably to be considered as part of the SCP specification (as a generic issue).

Other clarification to discuss further on :

· simple TLV with a 3 byte format, is it planed to have a third format (‘80’ is RFU) ?

· CAT specification, SWG1/SWG2 missing definition for Enveloppe Control by the NAA

· every value is allowed on the UICC (for API)

· when 31.111 will be based on CAT (because that significantly impact the API work) ?

SUN Microsystems will provide an input on the email reflector. Some reactions and comments are required before next T3/SCP plenary.

4.2 C SIM API

There is nobody attending last C SIM APIs ad hocs neither an input. The issue is not discussed.

Chairman is in charge of mentioning the C SIM API rapporteur that the final document would have to be agreed by T3 API attendees before being presented to T3. An official presentation would be more than welcomed.

5 Security Mechanisms (02.48 – 03.48)

5.1 Enhancements to 03.48

Few CRs are presented that are postponed because of the priority given in the meeting to the 3G evolution of the specification and the lack of time. This icludes T3a010102 to 104 and T3a010106 to 108.

5.2 3G version of 03.48 – Split between SCP and T3

The principle of the specification split is reminded. The current 03.48 will be transferred to 3G with the 23.048 reference. The new specification will be the ones mentioned in the following table. The principle as for GSM 11.11 and Toolkit being to send the generic parts to EP SCP and to keep the specifics to 3GPP.

	EP SCP
	3GPP TSG-T WG3

	Secure Packet Structure for UICC Applications
	Implementation of security mechanisms for SIM/USIM Application Toolkit (SMS-PP, SMS-CB…)

	Remote APDU Structure for UICC based Applications
	Remote APDU Structure for SIM/USIM Applications


Table 1: 3G specification related to GSM 03.48 evolution

The case of the current 02.48 is discussed. As this specification is generic enough, it should be transferred to SCP. SMS is only mentioned as an example in this specification.

T3a010100 is presented by Schlumberger, this is the Remote APDU Structure for UICC Applications.

The title is discussed as it could mean that UICC is an application which introduce an ambiguity. It is then agreed to change the title to Remote APDU Structure for UICC based Application.

The definition and abbreviation areas are reviewed and might be reveiwed later for some items.

It is proposed to mention in TS 03.19 that the security mechanism should comply to TS 03.48. This is currently implicit for each related command but should be precised according to some participants.

There is also a discussion about the roles of different companies. The following table covers the different combination of roles (according to the Open Platform rules). 

	
	Card Issuer
	Application Provider
	Vending Entity
	

	Card Manager
	A
	A
	A
	

	Card Manager
	A
	B
	A
	delegated management

	Security Domain B
	A
	A
	B
	

	Security Domain C
	A
	B
	C
	delegated management and DAP management


Table 2: roles and security domains

There was a discussion regarding the delegated management and nothing in the specification prevents to use delegated management through OTA.

The sentence “The reference to DAP fields are not applicable to OTA management.” can lead to misunderstanding. This correspond to the DAP message generated for secure messaging in Open Platform specification. This is not used in the 03.48 as long as this specification already (See Annex A.1) corresponds to a secure messaging.

In the Install , the note about the Card Manager is removed as this is clearly defined in the Open Platform specification.

The Access Domain area is update with mentions on the GSM only. This is to be updated to be generic (and related to UICC) and for consistency with the other documents.

This has probably to be clarified as the question was raised.

The document is updated online and the new reference is T3a010114.

Gemplus/Oberthur present T3a010102, the remote APDU structure for SIM/USIM Application.

A structure is discussed for the document. It includes the following points:

· all that is defined for UICC applies except specific mention (introduction)

· as in TS 31.101, reference for abbreviation, definition and references to the SCP specification Remote APDU Structure for UICC based applications
The updated document is T3a010115.

6 Any other business

In reply to the discussion about the latest version of each API related specification, Michael Sanders provided the following table.

	Rel
	Spec
	Vers
	TSG meeting
	Applies to GSM?
	Applies to 3G?
	Comments

	R98
	02.19
	7.1.0
	SMG#29
	yes
	no
	

	
	02.48
	7.0.0
	SMG#29
	yes
	no
	

	
	03.19
	7.5.0
	TP-11
	yes
	no
	

	
	03.48
	7.0.1
	SMG#29
	yes
	no
	

	
	11.13
	7.1.0
	TP-12
	yes
	no
	includes CR agreed at T3 #19

	R99
	02.19
	8.0.0
	TP-12
	yes
	no
	technically identical to 02.19 v7.1.0

	
	02.48
	8.0.0
	TP-12
	yes
	no
	technically identical to 02.48 v7.0.0

	
	03.19
	8.2.0
	TP-12
	yes
	no
	includes CR agreed at T3 #19

	
	03.48
	8.6.0
	TP-12
	yes
	no
	includes CR agreed at T3 #19

	Rel-4
	22.048
	4.0.0
	TP-12
	yes
	yes
	includes CR agreed at T3 #19

	
	23.048
	4.0.0
	TP-12
	yes
	yes
	includes CR agreed at T3 #19

	
	42.019
	4.0.0
	TP-12
	yes
	no
	technically identical to 02.19 v7.1.0

	
	43.019
	4.0.0
	TP-12
	yes
	no
	technically identical to 03.19 v8.2.0

	Rel-5
	23.048
	5.0.0
	TP-12
	yes
	yes
	includes CR agreed at T3 #19

	
	42.019
	5.0.0
	TP-12
	yes
	no
	includes CR agreed at T3 #19

	
	43.019
	5.0.0
	TP-12
	yes
	no
	includes CRs agreed at T3 #19


7 Meeting Plan

The following T3 API SWG meetings are currently scheduled:

	Meeting
	Date
	Host
	Location

	T3 API #8
	26 – 28 September 2001 
	Microelectronica Espanola
	Madrid, ES


The following meetings related to T3 API SWG are currently scheduled:

	Meeting
	Date
	Host
	Location

	T #12
	13 – 15 June 2001
	Telia – Ericsson
	Stockholm, SE

	T3 ad hoc #xx on "Java API testing"
	1 – 3 August 2001
	Schlumberger
	Montrouge, FR

	T3 ad hoc #xx on “Java API testing”
	12 – 14 September 2001
	Giesecke and Devrient
	Barcelona, ES

	T3 #20
	3 – 5 September 2001
	Gemplus
	Marseille, FR

	SCP #6
	5 – 7 September 2001
	Gemplus
	Marseille, FR

	T #13
	19 – 21 September 2001
	?
	Beijing, CH

	T3 #21
	5 – 7 November 2001
	
	Kyoto, JP

	SCP #7
	7 – 9 November 2001
	
	Kyoto, JP

	T #14
	December 2001
	
	Kyoto, JP


8 Closing of the meeting

The meeting closes on July 31st, 2001 at 6:00 pm and the Chairman thanks Schlumberger for having hosted it.
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Annex B

Document List

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Status

	T3a010095
	Remote APDU structure for UICC Application (03.48)
	Schlumberger
	revised, see T3a010100

	T3a010096
	
	
	

	T3a010097
	
	
	

	T3a010098
	draft report of T3 API SWG #6 meeting
	Chairman
	revised, see T3a010105

	T3a010099
	agenda of T3 API SWG #7 meeting
	Chairman
	agreed

	T3a010100
	Remote APDU structure for UICC Application (03.48)
	Schlumberger
	discussed

	T3a010101
	Release and version for API related specification
	T3 secretary
	noted

	T3a010102
	Remote APDU structure for SIM/USIM Application (03.48)
	Gemplus
	

	T3a010103
	Proposal for 03.48 concatenated (on T3a010084)
	G&D
	

	T3a010104
	Proposal for 03.48 counter (on T3a010085 and 86)
	G&D
	

	T3a010105
	T3 API SWG #6 report
	T3 API SWG
	revised, see T3a010113

	T3a010106
	CR on 03.48 about Load
	Oberthur CS
	

	T3a010107
	Inputs for the Remote File Management's security issue
	G&D
	

	T3a010108
	Inputs to T3a010091, T3a010086  about the different 03.48's scenarios
	G&D
	

	T3a010109
	CR 03.19 - Clarification request about the management of the Response Packet for an event  EVENT_FORMATTED_SMS_PP_UPD
	Incard
	

	T3a010110
	CR 03.19 - Clarification about the management of the Response Packets in the SMS implementation
	Incard
	

	T3a010111
	CR 03.19 - Clarifications about the formatted events
	Incard
	

	T3a010112
	CR 03.19 - TAR of a Command Packet
	Incard
	

	T3a010113
	T3 API SWG #6 report
	T3 API SWG
	agreed

	T3a010114
	Remote APDU Structure for UICC based Application
	T3 API SWG
	agreed

	T3a010115
	
	
	


Annex C

E-mail discussion group

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
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