	
	Opening of the meeting : 09:15
	

	
	Host introduction
	

	
	Roll Call of delegates – Telefonica (Miguel Angel Correyero) and Colin Hamling (Telefonica O2).
	

	C6-080101
	Agenda.

Updated online, revision provided in C6-080108
	Revised in C6-080108

	C6-080108
	Agenda.

The postponed documents are missing, revision provided in C6-080142
	Revised in C6-080142

	C6-080142
	--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
	Agreed

	
	
	

	C6-080110
	Call for IPR.
No comments raised
	Noted

	
	Liaison statements
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	C6-080114
	Nokia comments that this is only one of the examples of issues that should be discussed in CT6. This could also apply to screenless Terminals. The Chairman asks if this is worth having a ad-hoc on the topic. Nokia wonders if the changes should be brought to the core spec or the test spec; they think that it is a good time to have a reflexion on the topic. Ericsson also points out the PLAY TONE command that might not be implemented on all Terminals (e.g. PC Card). The Chairman also mentions M2M terminals and acknowledges that there are problems in the core specs while also pointing out that this will be very difficult to fix as it would need roll-back to R99.
There is a consensus that there is an issue and that this is located in the core specs.

T-Mobile points out the real challenge to classify Terminals in different types. Ericsson mentions the Terminal Profile as designed can unfortunately not be used.

T-Mobile think the best is not to fix anything as we can cope with the system as it is, even if flawed. Comprion mention that the applicability table in the test specs could be used in order to answer PTCRB's needs.

Ericsson still points out that the problem lies in the core specs. Giesecke & Devrient mentions that a M2M WI in CT6 could be addressing that. T-Mobile disagrees as they state only a specific UICC is required for M2M, not a specific M2M application and therefore the topic is not in scope for CT6.
Gemalto highlight that we have a need to get requirements from SA1 on the topic.

T-Mobile think that SA and SA1 should start the reflection on the topic. Giesecke & Devrient argue that CT6 also own a requirements specification. Nokia comments that M2M is unrelated to CT6. The Chairman suggests that CT6 should at least report the issue to SA1.

Nokia points out two issues:

· collection of the issues identified

· releases to be addressed

This could in Nokia's opinion be used to draft a LS to SA1. 

Nokia also has concerns about the references to SCP specifications that embed commands that are not related to 3GPP. Nokia points out that 31.101 only bears one exception so far and that this should be made an exception list. The Chairman reminds the room that work is contribution-driven and that the companies are welcome to contribute. The Chairman proposes that a splinter group takes place during this meeting to address the issues raised except for SCP/CT6 referencing.
A LS will be sent to SA1 to raise awareness about the issue (in document C6-080141 - dropped)

This will have to be mentioned to CT for a request for advice.
	Noted

	C6-080135
	LS from OMA BCAST sending us the latest version of their TS about OMA BCAST's Smart Card Profile. This is sent in response to CT6's request that OMA BCAST kept CT6 informed about changes in their specifications. The specification is attached as requested. No action requested on our side. Nokia mentions that this LS was sent before some issues were solved about parental control in this TS and that a newer version with a compromise is now available. A LS will be sent in C6-080143 in order to request the newer version of the specification including the compromise CR.
	Noted

	C6-080112
	Claus Dietze resigns from the position of Rapporteur of the Enhanced Phonebook, Jacques Seif takes over. The WID will be revised in C6-080144 (completion date and rapporteur updated)
Gemalto points out that there is an issue with 43.019 Rel-6 which reads as withdrawn from the 3GPP website but confirmation is needed before the line is removed from this file.

Note for 31.130 and 31.133: annexes are not available.
	Revised in C6-080145.

	
	Technical contributions
	

	C6-080032
	Postponed from CT6 #46 while waiting for the outcome at ETSI TC SCP: LG mentions that this is an alignment with the SCP specifications. Gemalto state that they have a related document in C6-080131 which the Chairman accepts to open jointly.
	Open

	C6-080131
	Discussion document about the UICC high-speed interface voltage classes. The supporting companies object to have the 3V power supply conditions removed from the 3GPP specifications (they are here thanks to the two-consecutive voltage classes mandatory support originally introduced for the ISO interface). LG mentions that even if C6-080032 is rejected, there will be no reason why the handset man
	Open

	C6-080033
	Is a mirror of C6-080032 for Rel-8
	Open

	C6-080125
	This contribution from Infineon Technologies proposes to have the Clock stop mode data object in the FCP ignored by the Terminal when the latter is operating the UICC using the USB_IC high-speed interface. Nokia comments that the point is valid but that they doubt the CR is really needed as this is obvious. Infineon argue that upon reception of this clock stop mode information, a Terminal could later decide to restart the clock on the TS 102 221-base interface. Giesecke & Devrient proposes to send a LS in C6-080146 to ETSI TC SCP TEC and ask them to take care of this.
	Noted

	C6-080126
	Is a similar CR from the principle. The Chairman requests that the LS should also mention this issue.
	Noted

	C6-080034
	Linked to C6-080032 and C6-080033
	Open

	C6-080118
	Discussion document about the coding of the EF_UID when a phonebook has more than 254 entries. The proposal from Giesecke & Devrient aims at clarifying how the numbering in EF_UID should be performed when more than one instance of EF_UID is needed. Nokia has concerns about how this applies only to a given phonebook and how that should be across the whole phonebooks on the card. T-Mobile prefers option a) proposed in the discussion document as UID means unique ID so there should be no duplication of identifiers. There was a misunderstanding between Nokia and Giesecke & Devrient because the only aim here is to address the numbering for multiple instances of the EF_UID in a single phonebook that bears more than 254 entries. The consensus was reached about option a).
	Noted

	C6-080117
	This is the CR related to discussion document C6-080118. Nokia mentions that having only a CR against Rel-8 is strange while the phonebook has been there since R99. Giesecke & Devrient clarify that there is a risk to have issues in the future as synchronisation of the phonebook is now more common. Giesecke & Devrient do not think it is worth rolling the CR back to earlier releases. Nokia has concerns that there are maybe already implementations the other way around in the field. The document is revised to improve the wording.
	Revised in C6-080147

	C6-080010
	Postponed from CT6 #46. This document introduces support of the E-UTRAN indicator in the coding of the PLMNwAcT entries. Nokia comments that they were part of the companies asking for the document to be postponed because they needed to have a check with their CT1 delegate
	

	C6-080071
	Superseded by C6-080115
	Noted

	C6-080072
	Superseded by C6-080116
	Noted

	C6-080115
	This document aims at aligning the PROVIDE LOCAL INFORMATION values defined in 31.111 with the actual 3GPP requirements and therefore eliminate the risk of automatic import of non 3GPP values into the 3GPP specs. Nokia has concerns that clause 6.4.15 and 8.6 are not aligned.
	Revised in C6-080148

	C6-080116
	This is a mirror of C6-080115
	Revised in C6-080149

	C6-080124
	This CR from Gemalto proposes to introduce the ability to request the geographical location information from the handset. This is based on a SA1 requirement.

Nokia mentions that the IEC specification referenced is multiple part and the references should be made more specific if possible. Vodafone wonders if this is bearer-specific. The answer is that this is a SA1 requirement. Nokia wonders why this does not introduce a new letter class. Nokia further mentions that section 6.4.XX sets requirements on the GPS implementation in the terminal while CT6 should only deal with the interface characteristics. Gemalto clarifies that the requirements set here are the most basic expectations for a GPS implementation. Gemalto agrees to remove the requirement. Nokia comments that there are different NMEA formats (2000 and 0183) and clarifications should be made as to which is the one used. Gemalto mentions that they based their work on NMEA 2000 but restricted the expectations to the most basic and common feature. Nokia would like to have any requirements on the GPS receiver removed from the CR. Gemalto proposes to remove the sentences. Horizontal accuracy requirements are also pointed out by Nokia. Gemalto makes it clear that it only applies to GAD shapes. RIM wonders if the last location information recorded migh not be bogus. Gemalto clarifies that the information expected is the next recorded one and that the time interval between reports helps to improve time-accuracy (i.e. the measurement comes not too long after the proactive command).
Nokia asks if the intention is to have the GPS feature switched on upon reception of the new proactive command. Gemalto answer that the new error codes allow for the handset to report that the feature is disabled. Gemalto make a difference between disabled and turned off. Gemalto expect that the handset would turn the GPS receiver on when the latter is simply turned off. It appears that Gemalto believe that disabled means that there is no way to use it. The SA1 CR is displayed for clarification.
T-Mobile and Nokia think that this CR is a bit too complex. Nokia would propose that the terminal would simply announce what it supports. RIM wonders why the UICC would be given the choice between various positioning methods while the aim is to simply get a positioning information. Gemalto agrees to simplify this. Ericsson has concerns about the release with the reference to the ETSI specification.
The Chairman requests Gemalto to bring the CR to an approvable shape in C6-080150. Nokia proposes to have a simpler solution to enable the handset to inform the UICC.

	Revised in C6-080150.

	C6-080128
	With this contribution, Gemalto brings the IP connectivity to the UICC to 3GPP (based on ETSI TS 102 483). The document mimics the channel management used for BIP with the necessary variations. RIM request clarification about the ability for the UICC to request a specific radio access technology to be used. Gemalto clarifies that ultimately the terminal can choose the most appropriate parameters. RIM have further concerns about the PDP management options offered to the UICC. RIM are worried that the UICC might very aggressively try to set up a PDP context even when the resources or the network policy are exhausted without having a way for the terminal to instruct the card to stop trying, at least for a while. Vodafone wonders why the existing mechanisms could not be used. Nokia has concerns that the proposed solution might impact the TCP/IP stack of the terminal in order to manage APN selection. Gemalto mentions that ETSI TS 102 483 clearly mentions in its Annex B that the network access technology-specific parameters are to be defined in 3GPP/3GPP2. Nokia argues that a VPN could be used to get around the APN management issue and that this had been proposed before. Nokia stated they do not intend to modify their TCP/IP stack for this purpose. RIM requests opinion from the MNOs. China Mobile comment that APN are used in their network and that they would need the UICC to be able to indicate APNs.
Nokia asks why the proposed CR relies on the "old" toolkit while there is ongoing work to have a migration of the toolkit services over an IP-based layer. Gemalto would like to unlink this contribution from the new UICC applicative framework. Nokia argues that IP connectivity is a key enabler for the new toolkit.
Basically Nokia argue that Gemalto and others should have foreseen the problems when they had pushed ETSI TS 102 483 in SCP.

T-Mobile have issues with principle, and do not understand the benefit of the CR. T-Mobile would appreciate having a presentation of C6-080127 to better grasp the intent of C6-080127.
	Open

	C6-080103
	Nokia wonder why this appears now. Comprion confirms that there are no changes in the actual test case but argue that incorrect configuration of the network simulator would lead to unfair failure of the test.
	Agreed.

	C6-080104
	Nokia notices that there are changes to the test case. UDO to complete.
	Agreed.

	
	Day 2
	

	C6-080102
	Review of the draft report. Comments were collected. It was suggested that WID approved or revised should be documented in an annex in the next reports. The same goes for agreed TSs, TRs. Also a request is made to have CR numbers mentioned.
	Revised in C6-0800109

	C6-080109
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
	approved

	
	Report from the splinter group about the testing issues: various approaches have been considered, each with both benefits and drawbacks. More time is needed and the Chairman proposed to allow for a second period of work at the end of day 2.
	

	C6-080127
	This document presents the challenges identified by Gemalto. Nokia request clarification about issue 4. Gemalto answer that the higher-level protocol targeted might be supported by something else than the baseband. Nokia replies that the architectural considerations are out of scope of CT6. Nokia adds that issues identified in this presentation are tied to the use of the high-speed interface. The pro & cons slide triggers a question from Nokia about issues not solved by solution 1. Gemalto clarifies that the framework would indeed be split between the EEM and ICCD device classes with complexity and necessary interworking between the two contexts for applications to work. Vodafone wonders how this work is split between ETSI TC SCP and CT6. Nokia think that the work belongs in SCP. The Chairman also shares this opinion. However, T-Mobile state that they feel that CT6 is entitled to work on any topic they feel is going to be beneficial to 3GPP. Nokia has concerns about the incompleteness of the proposed approach and would favour generic mechanisms.
The Gemalto presentation further documents the targeted USAT commands to be migrated. Nokia think that the presentation is strongly pushing for a specific solution. Nokia asks if the architecture drawing in the presentation hints that all Rel-8 applications would be based on the USB_IC high-speed interface. T-Mobile hope that there will be further work on the legacy interface while also progressing the high-speed work.
Gemalto points out that there is an attached document to the presentation that is a draft technical solution.

Due to the aggressive delivery roadmap, the Chairman instructs Gemalto to draft a LS in C6-080154 to SCP, SCP REQ and SCP TEC. The TEC Chairman points out that a lot of the commands
Nokia wonders about the attached document that sort of mandates SCWS support.
	Noted

	C6-080128
	Nokia wants to postpone this document while the architecture as pointed out in C6-080128 is not identified and stabilized. Gemalto proposes to mention the issue in the liaison statement to SCP in C6-080154. The Chairman agrees with this.
	Noted

	C6-080106
	
	Superseded by C6-080151

	C6-080151
	There is a contradiction between the tests in TS 51.010-4 for the SETUP CALL that seem request the support of speech calls while this is indeed optional. Nokia comment that this is linked to the testing issue discussed in the splinter group and that a conclusion should not be reached on this document as long as there is no outcome of the discussion. Vodafone concurs with this view.
	Open.

	C6-080119
	Gemalto comments that the applicability table has misnamed entries (basic icon instead of color icon). Also Gemalto points out that the first change in the applicability table should be indicated as part of the DISPLAY TEXT test. A revision of the document will be provided in C6-080155. Nokia has concerns with the wording of the consequences if not approved. A new wording is agreed upon and will be reflected in the revision document.
	Revised in C6-080155

	C6-080105
	Alignment with the formatting of other test sequences in order to accommodate the radio access network. Nokia does not understand that C6-080056 sent to PTCRB mentioned that the tests are independent from the RAN. Comprion mentions that this does not apply to the LS that was sent back to PTCRB at CT6# 46. Comprion mentions that there are differences in the MCC/MNC coding. Nokia do not see why MCC/MNC has any impact on the CALL CONTROL feature.  Comprion clarifies that a Location Information has to be provided as part of the command. The Chairman asks if this is the only test case which is frequency dependent. Comprion clarifies that the whole chapter has tests
	Open.

	C6-080120
	No issues raised with this document except for the consequences if not approved that need a better wording (same as for C6-080119).
	Revised in C6-080156

	C6-080121
	This contribution presents the draft specification for TS 31.221. The supporting companies propose to have this sent for information to CT. The supporting companies feel that this work is more than 80% completed. Gemalto mentions that this is based on C6-070433 that was the document for the new contact manager.

LG wonders if the specification produced is the result of online or offline work. LG would like time to be allocated in the next meeting for actual work to be performed during official meetings. The Chairman agrees with this proposal.
A cover sheet for the presentation to CT is produced and the specification is raised to v1.0.0.

The meeting agrees that TS 31.221 v1.0.0 as attached to C6-080157 will be sent to CT for information.
	Revised in C6-080157

	C6-080122
	Typos are fixed in the names of the supporting companies.

The Chairman confirms that the specifications will be in the 31 series.
	Revised in C6-080158

	C6-080158
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
	Agreed

	C6-080129
	This is a proposal for a new WI to improve the speed for the legacy interface. There are not enough supporting companies. T-Mobile mentions that if the work-item would be broader they would consider supporting it as the legacy interface is seen to be around for quite a few years. In the light of this foreseen persistence of the legacy interface, T-Mobile think that any improvement to the legacy interface is beneficial and not made at the expense of the development of the high-speed interface. Gemalto mentions that a contribution in C6-080130 expresses concerns about the proposal in this WID. Nokia mention that they can simply bring a CR against TS 31.101 anyway and that they regret that CT6 does not seem to be willing to seize the opportunity to enhance the legacy interface.
	Noted.

	C6-080130
	This is a discussion document rebutting the proposal in C6-080130, arguing that further hardware changes to the legacy interface should only be considered when more basic, non hardware-impacting, approaches have been taken (correct implementation of the PPS mechanisms for example). Furthermore the documents points out that the latency on the interface makes it useless to try and improve the interface speed.

Nokia points out that the latency issues would also exist with the high-speed implementation. Nokia has also concerns that bad implementations of the PPS procedure in the field should not prevent further standardisation efforts to enhance the legacy interface. Sagem Orga mentions that correct PPS procedure implementations would result in speed appropriate for low-end cards and terminal. Gemalto reminds the meeting that the PPS procedure clarification agreed in 2004 in the New York meeting is only available from Rel-5 onwards. Gemalto regret that this has been discussed multiple times already with no success. T-Mobile wonders if Nokia could go as far as considering to have higher-speed factors made mandatory. Gemalto has concerns about the hardware impacts of the Nokia proposal on the UICC (larger FIFOs).
T-Mobile's proposal is the following:

- definition of a new higher-speed factor, optional

- existing speed factors made mandatory on both sides of the interface

- improvement of the PPS procedure.

Sagem Orga mention that there would maybe be a problem with having "low-end" cards. Giesecke & Devrient support the T-Mobile proposal. Nokia does not think that making existing speed factors mandatory will make a big difference. Gemalto do not support the proposal. T-Mobile do not understand Gemalto's position.

At the moment the support of D=16 and D=32 are mandatory. Gemalto think that the PPS improvement is the most important and the Rel-8 is too far to expect significant improvement anytime soon, if any improvements. T-Mobile argues that if the new higher-speed factor would be optional and that Gemalto should not be afraid of this.
Ericsson are concerned about mandating things that may not be used in some terminals.

T-Mobile wonders why there is reluctance to improve the legacy interface while issues are clearly outlined.
	Noted.

	C6-080140
	Discussion paper about ICE.

RIM think that the initial thought behind that is that a specific key sequence could lead the handset to display the emergency information.

Nokia comments that DF_TELECOM is under the CT6 responsibility and that one could be used to store the information. Nokia believe that storing the information directly under the MF would be more difficult to handle. The Chairman thinks that the file access rights would probably be read-only for regular use. Update rights would be granted when the PIN is verified.
Gemalto clarifies that at issuance, the update condition is ALWAYS. The information would be accessible to the first responder to an incident. Gemalto further mentions that the user would be able to turn off access to the information. There are doubts in the room about the relevance of a non-accessible emergency information. Nokia finds it strange the type of information the user could feed the ICE feature with would be chosen by the MNO. T-Mobile comments that there is obviously conflicting interests in having the privacy of the subscriber preserved and having the information publicly available. Gemalto think that having a PIN for the ICE feature different than the one for the USIM would make the whole feature even more complicated.
The Chairman comments that the discussion proposed by Vodafone could be used as a basis for a LS to SA1 seeking clarification of the requirements. The LS will be drafted in C6-080162.
There is once more a discussion about the fact that CT6 had to rely on the 
	

	C6-080138
	Is linked to C6-080151 and will be discussed jointly.
	

	C6-080123
	This document is a discussion document from Gemalto and Telecom Italia in order to raise again the topic of APN settings in the Launch Browser CAT command. The proposal is to send a LS to ETSI TC SCP TEC in order to ask them to solve the issue at their level. Nokia mention that a LS to OMA DM has been sent on this topic. Nokia add that a terminal manufacturer (them) successfully implemented the feature and therefore there is still some question mark whether a new solution is needed.
	Noted.

	C6-080144
	Revised to C6-080163
	Revised to C6-080163

	C6-080163
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
	Agreed

	C6-080032
	LG can live without this CR being approved but they would like to make it clear that technical options that were taken having only the ISO interface in mind should not be imported automatically for new interfaces.
LG also mentions that the main argument raised to oppose this CR are business and cost arguments, which are none of CT6 business and were specifically excluded in other discussions.

LG also says that it is very clear in section 7.1 of TS 102 600 that class B is optional.

LG points out that anyway the references need to be fixed and the document will be revised in C6-08164.

Nokia remind the audience of their previous statements about 3V support and its cost and battery life impacts.
	Revised in C6-080164

	C6-080033
	Will be revised in C6-080165 for the same reasons as above.
	Revised in C6-080165

	C6-080034 
	LG would like to see this document noted instead of rejected as they do not want to commit not to bring the topic on the table again.
	Noted.

	C6-080131
	Noted
	Noted

	C6-080147
	Is a revision of C6-080117 taking the wording modification requests into account
	Agreed

	C6-080148
	This revision has wording modification made and is now satisfactory
	Agreed

	C6-080149
	This a mirror to C6-080148
	Agreed

	C6-080150
	The references to the IEC specification have been corrected. A new class letter is introduced in section 5.2. The wording NMEA strings is changed to NMEA sentences.

Nokia and Qualcomm have requested more time to review the document in offline talks with Gemalto. Gemalto proposes to note the document and they hope to bring a new version at the next meeting including feedback received from Nokia, Qualcomm and any other interested companies.
	Noted

	C6-080155
	Revision of C6-080119 – Correction made
	Agreed

	C6-080156
	Revision of C6-080120 – Correction made
	Agreed

	C6-080161
	Revised to C6-080166 as typos remain in reason for change, edited online.
	Revised in C6-080166

	C6-080166
	--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
	Agreed

	C6-080146
	Draft LS to SCP about the clock stop mode not applicable to operation of the USB_IC high-speed interface. Sagem Orga comment that they believe the behaviour of the handset should be clarified instead of a modification of the FCP. The draft LS is edited online and agreed.
	Revised in C6-080168

	C6-080168
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
	Agreed

	C6-080138
	Sagem Orga comments that there is a word missing in the reason for change. The author also mentions that there is some other errors in the front cover (spec number wrong). The document will be revised in C6-080167. The Chairman think that ETSI TC SCP will have to be made aware of this. Comprion mention that the issue will be raised by them at the next SCP TEST meeting.
	Revised in C6-080167.

	C6-080167
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
It is mentioned that even if the CR is agreed, the splinter group is still needed. T-Mobile wonders what the use of the CR is as the splinter group might come up with solutions inconsistent with the one proposed in the CR. Comprion answer that the CR at least solve the issue that GCF and PTCRB.
	Agreed

	
	Day 3
	

	C6-080169
	This is a revision of C6-080159 due to concerns about the mentions in the conditions table. Comprion mentions that there seems to be consensus in the groups using the specification that the SEND SS proactive command is optional while it is formally mandatory. No comments are raised.
	Agreed

	C6-080170
	This is a revision of C6-080160. No comments are raised
	Agreed

	C6-080165
	Is a revision of C6-080033. Gemalto comments that no reference to ETSI TS 102 221 should not be introduced and that 3GPP TS 31.101 should be used. Gemalto can however live with TS 102 221. Ericsson would also prefer TS 31.101. LG points out that in this case we should also remove ISO references
	Revised in C6-080171

	C6-080171
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
	Agreed

	C6-080164
	Is a revision of C6-080032 and a mirror of C6-080171
	Agreed

	C6-080010
	No feedback received from the CT1 delegate of Nokia and Ericsson.

Action 47/02: Nokia and Ericsson to come up with either a position regarding with this CR or a proposed CR at CT6 #48. Further indication received late in the meeting was that CT1 are considering adding two informations rather than only one as proposed in the CR (check with Peter).
	Noted

	C6-080141
	Report of the second session of the splinter group on testing.
Comprion comments that the statement in section 2 according to which "At present manufacturers of terminals having specialized capabilities ask type approval organizations to downgrade test cases that they are not able to pass, which means that these test are not executed on any terminal" is not correct. The draft report was edited online as comments were raised.

T-Mobile states that if the problems highlighted only apply to those specialized terminals, maybe the third proposed solution should be the way forward.

Nokia raises the concern that the core specification (TS 31.111) require the terminals to pass all tests, making it impossible to certify "specialized" terminals. Giesecke & Devrient raises the concern that CT6 may start modifying the USAT specifications while they feel that the first need is to identify the terminals that stand out because they do not bear the same features.
A LS will be sent to GCF in C6-080172 to ask them how the specialized terminals are dealt with and also to ask them which are the said specialized terminals.

Comprion mentioned that they had made preliminary enquiries about how many test cases would not be applicable and it appeared that a substantial amount of tests would not be applicable in the case of a data card for example.
	

	C6-080151
	In the light of the above
	Postponed

	C6-080107
	In the light of the above
	Postponed

	C6-080143
	Presented as a draft. Minor correction brought to the document online. It was clarified that CT6 wishes to get the latest version of the OMA BCAST Smart Card Profile specification which would be considered stable/final with regards to the smart cards aspects.
	Agreed

	C6-080154
	Presented as draft. Comments collected online and modifications saved in the document.
	Agreed

	C6-080162
	Presented as draft. Comments collected online and modifications saved in the document.
	Agreed

	C6-080172
	Presented as draft as expected when dealing with C6-080141. Comments collected online (missing requests to and modifications saved in the document.
	Agreed

	C6-080112
	Revised in C6-080173 (instead of C6-080145 which does not exist).
	Revised in C6-080173

	C6-080173
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
	Agreed

	C6-080111
	Meeting schedule revised in C6-080174
	Revised in C6-080174

	C6-080174
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
	Agreed

	
	AOB: the delegates are reminded that the Shanghai meeting will require a Visa for most of them.  Due to the Olympic games held in Beijing, a visa application is advised before May 21st. See email sent on the CT6 mailing list.
	

	
	End of the meeting –
	


