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1. Reason for splinter group
Tdoc C6-08106 and C6-080107 proposed to give a recommendation for how to handle certification of terminals not supporting speech call, even though 31.111 claims that in order to claim conformance to a particular release a terminal shall support all mandatory features of a release.

CT6 discussed the issue and agreed that not supporting speech calls may just be a special case and decided to have a splinter session to investigate the topic more generally.
2. Detailed description of the problem

Recently it has come to CT6 attention that terminals with specialized feature set have problems passing USIM toolkit (USAT) certification testing, the reason being that they do not have the full capabilities of terminals for which the USAT test where originally designed, e.g. they could be missing some of the capabilities outlined below:

The ability to make CS calls

CS only or not at all the same for PS
Displays

Keypads

Earpiece/microphone

Audio (e.g. tones)

Terminals supporting only SMS

Terminals not supporting SS (or a limited subset)

Terminals supporting only a subset of the USAT feature set

Terminals without user interactions

It was the impression of the group that, at present, manufacturers of terminals having specialized capabilities ask type approval organizations to downgrade test cases that they are not able to pass, which could mean that these test are not executed on any terminal. This was investigated by Comprion and the clarification was made that only those terminals that are "specialized" do not execute the test cases. The conclusion was then that this should be sent to GCF for confirmation. 
The key challenge seems to be the conformance statement in 31.111:

31.111 Annex A (normative): “Support of USAT is optional for Mobile Equipment. However, if an ME states conformance with a specific 3G release, it is mandatory for the ME to support all functions of that release.”
Thus the general problem could be formulated as “Should terminals supporting only specialized capabilities be able to get a certification for the capabilities they support.”
3. Possible solutions

The splinter group had long discussion on ways of solving the problem and identified the solution candidates below:
· Introduce letter classes for the limited capabilities profile (e.g. data card)

· Introduce letter classes for the limited capabilities, one letter class for each limited capability (listing a few key capabilities, e.g. no display, no keyboard, SMS only,..)

· Change nothing and state that it is not possible to fully certify such terminals

· USAT certification would be a separate process, where it would be possible to state non-compliance to some capabilities.

· Do certification test selection based on the terminal profile
· Do certification test selection based on the terminal profile and declared capabilities

· Mandate terminals to support all commands of a release and return a special response to commands (to be defined) that are not supported

· Type approval organizations change their procedures and allow terminals with specialized capabilities to get a certification

· Relax the statement in Annex A of TS 31.111

The splinter group tried to limit the options but due to lack of time this was not possible, however it was noted by some that option 2 above could be a good way forward. However, it was noted that any of the proposed solutions have pros and cons.
The splinter group also noted that a solution should not require complete re-write of the test specification

4. Actions
Comprion agreed to take an action, to be completed before the next meeting, to investigate the reduction of the number of test cases if the outlined capabilities outlined below where not present

· No CS speech support

· No display, 
· No keyboard and , 
· No support for tone generation 

5. Conclusion and next steps
The splinter group agreed the following:
As it was not possible to reach a conclusion on the topic at CT6#47 more time at the next meeting would be requested, and that there should be a solution at the next meeting where the results of Comprion's investigations should be evaluated.
CT6 should send a LS to GCF to inform them about the activities in during meeting #47. 
