	
	Opening of the meeting : 09:00
	

	
	Host introduction - EF3 by Tim Evans
	

	
	Roll Call of delegates - Apologies of absence received from 
	

	C6-080201
	Agenda.

Updated online, revision provided in C6-080108
	Revised in C6-080259

	C6-080259
	--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(
	Agreed

	C6-080202
	Call for IPR.
No comments raised
	Noted

	
	Organizational matters
	

	
	Mr. Heiko Kruse elected by acclamation - no other candidate standing.
	

	
	Status report
	

	C6-080249
	Actions: 47-02 cancelled. Contribution provided at the meeting.

47-01 was publication of the Java annexes and fulfilled
	Withdrawn

	C6-080253
	Question about slide 8: guidance from CT?

CT6 to make the decision.

GCF requests test specs to be modified. Comprion think the core spec needs work too. 
	Noted

	
	Liaison statements
	

	C6-080224
	LS from SA1. Vodafone asks which parameters will be needed in the USIM.The answer is found in the LS in C6-080219 from CT1
	Noted

	C6-080219
	CT1 sends a preliminary list of parameters (CR agreed at CT1 level) that will be needed for storage of EMM information in the USIM. It is advised that this list may evolve in the future.
A CR on the topic is proposed by Gemalto and AT&T in C6-080218 but at the latest CT1 meeting, the CT1 document has changed and impacts document C6-080218. Gemalto proposes to discuss the CR later in the meeting and send a LS back to CT1 and SA3 with the proposed CR attached.

Vodafone and Gemalto believe that the CT1 document in C1-082586 should not say "will not" in the NOTE in annex X but rather "may not" as a pre-Rel-8 USIM may provide the necessary EMM information for.

A LS will be sent in C6-080260 to point this out and also mention that the CSG list is not related to the topic.

The Chairman instructs the delegate to find about the CT1 status of TS 24.301.
Vodafone would like to have a CR agreed in CT6 only when the CT1 specification makes it into Rel-8.
	Noted (reply in C6-080260)

	C6-080223
	LS from SA1 about the ICE feature. Gemalto proposes to look back at the LS and at the attached document when discussing the related CRs in C6-080211 and C6-080239.
	

	C6-080225
	Gemalto comments that there is a stream of LSes (225, 227, 255), discussing the matter of a LTE user roaming in a non LTE network. Gemalto believe that there is no impact on CT6 specifications.
	Noted

	C6-080227
	LS from SA3. No comments or queries.
	Noted

	C6-080255
	LS from CT4 mentioning that a solution was selected and requesting SA3 and CT1 to take this solution into consideration. Gemalto believe that there is no impact on the CT6 specifications.

Action 48/01: Vodafone to check with their SA3 delegate if there is an impact on the USIM
	Noted

	C6-080226
	There is no support of voice calls in LTE except when using technology such as voice over IP. The CS Fallback feature enables the UE to request use of a CS radio access technology.
As there seems some change is needed for the USIM, delegates believe that CT6 should not only be copied in the LS and not addressed. Gemalto explains that the reason why CT6 is only copied is that validation in CT1 is still expected.

Gemalto provided a document listing the SAE impacts in document C6-08254.
	Noted

	C6-080238
	Gemalto comments that the issue is twofold:

- storage of the whitelist

- alpha identifier for the PLMN

Gemalto did not contribute a CR as CT1 work is still unstable.

Gemalto believe that storing the whitelist on the USIM is important in order to allow it not to be compromised as plans to use OMA CP may lead to security issues.

The Chairman asks if that means that only Rel-8 equipment could use this. Gemalto replies that this could still be used with the manual selection by the end-user.

Vodafone comments that none of the attached WIDs mention security aspects.

Gemalto confirms that a SA1 requirement exists for the whitelist feature.

It is clarified that Home NodeB uses UTRAN while Home eNodeB uses LTE.
	Noted

	C6-080220
	LS from GCF. 
	Open

	C6-080222
	LS from SCaG about to M2M matters
	Noted

	C6-080230
	LS from SA1
	Noted

	C6-080221
	LS From SCaG
Vodafone support the statement.

T-Mobile comment that this focuses on administrative management which is in their opinion out of scope of standardisation.

Vodafone disagree and think this is a reply to the TR published by SA (coming from SA1 and SA3) which are seen as preliminary steps to requirements that might be disruptive with regards to self sufficiency in administrative management. T-Mobile also dislike the TRs published by SA.

Gemalto also supports the content of the Liaison statement.

T-Mobile believe that CT6 should maybe get involved in the SA3 arguments but still believe that the LS is FUD and that it should not hint that OTA channels are not secure and that non-removable form-factors are wrong in every aspects.
	Noted

	C6-080228
	LS from SCP

Vodafone believe that there are two ways forward:

- either simply say that all existing toolkit features are expected to available

- or identify the benefits toolkit brings and replicate the features in an IP-based framework.

Vodafone propose to collect clear requirements at CT6-level and feed ETSI TC SCP with this.
Nokia have concerns about SCP coming back saying that they did nothing on the topic and asking CT6 to work. Nokia believe that there was an agreement at CT6 meeting #47 to simply migrate everything to HTTP.

T-Mobile support the proposal to collect requirements in SCP.
Gemalto are worried that simply using the existing APDUs over the ICCD device-class would not be efficient with regards to proactivity (which was one of the aspects to be improved in the first place). Gemalto mention that the polling interval is now much larger in ICCD.

Nokia has concerns that the issue is not progressing. Vodafone believe that the CAT framework is fully available over the high-speed interface over the

Vodafone would like to have SA1 collect requirements in 22.038.
	Noted

	C6-080229
	Gemalto has concerns that the change against TS 102 600 approved in SCP makes the FCP irrelevant. No candidate to write a LS back to 
	

	C6-080252
	TS 31.220 is missing.
The conformance test WID for the contact manager has to be split
	Revised into SCP-080263

	
	Technical contributions
	

	C6-080211
	The LS from SA1 in C6-080223 is opened jointly. Gemalto explain the way the ICE feature work.
Nokia comment that they have a technical proposal to allow PIN protection of the data when desired.

The proposal from Vodafone is to have a splinter group so that CT6 can come up with a common proposal.

T-Mobile asks about the reason not to have one single linear fixed file. Gemalto answer that there seems to be different access condition requirements thus requiring two files. T-Mobile believe a properly designed MMI on the ME could prevent the user from updating the part of the records that is protected / operator-owned.
	Revised into C6-080266

	C6-080239
	This document is similar in goal to C6-080211 using a single file.

Nokia comment that they would favour this proposal.
	Revised into C6-080266

	C6-080217
	This document is a contribution from Vodafone aiming at showing why the technical implementation of the FDN feature is currently not meeting the SA requirements as it cannot act on both CS and PS.
Nokia agrees that Vodafone pointed out a limitation of the feature but does not think that the mechanism as it stands is dimensioned correctly. Vodafone does not share this opinion as their understanding is that fields can be chained.
The Chairman asks if the new coding would still be understood by older handsets. Vodafone believe that this would be still working.
T-Mobile believe that the FDN feature 
	Withdrawn
Revised in C6-080267

	C6-080214
	This document is the related CR against TS 31.102. Nokia note that TS 21.111 lists multiple types of information to be coded in EXT2 and that not all those types are reflected in the proposed CR. Nokia wonder if the requirement is then fully met or not. Vodafone state they would be happy to extend the CR if/when needed.
The feeling of the room is that the issue is complex and Vodafone comments that they feel the most simple proposal is put on the table with this CR. Nokia reply that another way to deal with the issue is to have SA1 to revert to pre R99 state where FDN only applied to CS.

A liaison statement will be sent to SA1 in C6-080269.
	Revised in C6-080268

	C6-080218
	This document is a contribution by Gemalto aiming at introducing support of EPS-related parameters in the USIM.
Nokia comments that the situation is similar to what happened years ago with GPRS. At the time, it was decided that GPRS should work even with the SIM did not provide the files. Now Nokia believe that there might not even be a need to store that on the card as the terminals have to implement the support of this information in the ME for the USIMs not providing the files. Nokia comments that the parameters would anyway end up being used seldom as they are PIN protected on the card and the network scanning procedure starts before the user has entered the PIN (if activated).
T-Mobile mention that they want to have access to these parameters on the USIM.

The Chairman reminds the room that the specification in CT1 is not approved yet.
	Revision in C6-080261

	C6-080241
	Nokia comments that they would agree on the principle. Nokia wonder about the reason why the file is in the DF_TELECOM and note that it would have to be shared (i.e. no multiple instances), a problem that would not occur if the file were located in the USIM.
Nokia wonder about the effectiveness of using a synchronisation counter and see no advantage over the Refresh information. According to Vodafone, removing the file would trigger the need to wait for a power-on.

Nokia has an issue with the TLV allocation and the risk of conflicts.
Nokia notes that there seem to be more than one default value (terminal default vs card default). Gemalto argues that XXXXXXXXXXXXXXX.
RIM comments that the name is yet another one and asks why CT6 does not reuse the common 3GPP term which is APN. RIM also mention that one has to make sure that there is no overlap of IP addresses ranges. Vodafone reply that one record takes precedence over the former and this would avoid overlap.

Nokia think that any overlap would be the evidence of a badly designed card.
	Revised in C6-080270.

	C6-080242
	This document is a CR from China Mobile and Gemalto.
Vodafone asks why this has been wrong since Rel-6 without being spotted.

Gemalto answers that in 33.220, AUTN* is received by the card.

The Chairman asks clarification about AUTN changed into SQN. The answer is that is SQN, as part of AUTN, is relevant and this clarifies the specification. Nokia see a potential issue with cards evaluating the full AUTN data instead of only SQN.

T-Mobile state that there are no backward compatibility issues.

This document is actually a Rel-6 CR
	Revised in C6-080271

	C6-080243
	Mirror to be revised in the same way
	Revised into C6-080272

	C6-080244
	Mirror to be revised in the same way
	Revised into C6-080273

	
	Day 2
	

	
	Report of the splinter group about the ICE feature:
It was decided that Invalidation/Rehabilitation of the ICE-related file would be the way to switch the ICE feature on or off.
	

	C6-080245
	This document introduces the support of SAE technologies in the EF_PLMNwACT. No objection and the CR is agreed. 
	Agreed

	C6-080246
	There is an uncertainty about the need for changes in the ISIM Service Table. Ericsson clarify that no change is needed. Nokia point out that a if the file is present in a pre Rel-8, it might introduce confusion for a Rel-8 Terminal that would see content that was primarily intended for the WLAN bearer. Multiple solutions are pointed out in order to remove the risk of confusion:
- put the data in a different file

- use a new TLV

- add an entry in the ISIM Service table

The third proposal is chosen as a way forward and a revision is produced in C6-080274.

Note: this is conditional to the approval to the CT1 CR - see Subra.
	Revised

	C6-080247
	Vodafone believe that the ISIM is the property of CT6 and has concerns that a reference is made to an external specification. The Chairman states that the ISIM is an application.
A mention is made to the SA3 work where an alternative to ISIM is being designed called IMC and that can either be stored on the ME or the UICC. Gemalto comments that this initiative will create a lot a confusion and this is maybe a way to circumvent the fact that authentication for the IMS should reside either in the ISIM or the USIM.
The Chairman finds it very strange that CT6 should refer to an external spec to define a core feature specified why CT6. Vodafone supports that statement.

Qualcomm proposes to withdraw the document.

The Chairman believes CT6 should instruct CT and SA not to approve related CT1 and SA3 CRs on the matter.

A LS will be drafted in document C6-080275.

Qualcomm points out that there are still "ISIM" and "ISIM application" terms scattered accross
	Rejected

	C6-080212
	The document C6-080212.doc has a wrong header and the number is not C6-080217 but C6-080212. This contribution by Vodafone is a summary of M2M discussions in 3GPP. It is added that a SA1 WID on the topic is sent to the next SA.
Vodafone believe the SA3 minutes reflect an attempt to rule the USIM/ISIM out of the game. Vodafone would like CT6 to be involved.

Action 48/02: Vodafone to report about SA/SA1/SA3 at each meeting.

Nokia and Ericsson disagree that SA3 is working on CT6 matters without involving CT6.

Sagem Orga believe that remote USIM management is only one of the issues.

Nokia acknowledges that CT6 should be involved in dealing with USIM aspects.

The Chairman believes that CT6 could have secondary responsability on the SA3 WID.
	Noted

	C6-080215
	This document is a contribution by Vodafone reporting about TR 22.868.
Vodafone's assessment are coloured red.

Nokia believe that existing USIM can be used in M2M application and wonder if anything specific is to be done. Vodafone mention the use of USIM as is as "premium-M2M" and that cheaper solutions are investigated. T-Mobile believe that the current work on M2M is also focused on optimization.

Nokia believe that these comments should be fed into SA1.

Vodafone provides a WID for CT6 to look into M2M aspects in C6-080216.
A statement by statement review of Vodafone's assessment is made:

· Although no mention of security is made in this section, Vodafone believes that the USIM can contribute to both the management and the securing of this data stream. Nobody disagrees.
· Vodafone believes that multiple devices as one subscription can be broadly handled by the currently specified USIM, however the ability to OTA to these devices should be studied by CT6. Nokia consider communication between devices on a non-3GPP network is out of scope of CT6 and 3GPP. Vodafone argue that this is part of the capabilities of the USIM.

· Here Vodafone notes that the use of a USIM is identified and that there is no restrictions indicated on how a subscription change should be achieved. Nobody disagrees.
· Vodafone believes that CT6 should contribute heavily to this discussion.  Vodafone believes that the market underestimates the customisation required and that there is an assumption that this can only be achieved by technical means.  Vodafone believes that CT6 should discuss the extent of customisation involved in a subscription, highlight the current needs that the USIM satisfies and suggest other solutions available eg. business solutions such as using MVNO functionality or simple solutions such as multiple USIMs. T-Mobile comment that these are administrative matters and that should not make it to standards. Nobody has other concerns.
T-Mobile felt that there is no need to agree/disagree with what is Vodafone's opinion. T-Mobile mentioned that there is still a broad agreement that there should be something done in CT6. It is decided that the work-item proposal in C6-080276 (see below)

	Noted

	C6-080213
	The Chairman mentions the SA1 WID that could be considered linked and that this will be mentioned during the CT Plenary.
Nokia and Ericsson have concerns that CT6 might want to redo work that was done by SA1. Vodafone point out that they highlighted in C6-080215 that many CT6 aspects appear in the SA1 work and that it would be sensible for CT6 to look into them.

Sagem Orga mention that the new SA1 work item, excluding considerations on the USIM, would still address network selection which may impact the UICC.
Ericsson believe that the ToR of CT6 restrict CT6 only to smart card applications, which Vodafone disagrees with.
Ericsson proposes to liaise with SA in order to avoid duplication of work.
	Revised into C6-080276

	C6-080216
	The beginning of the document should read "3GPP TR 33.812 is an SA3 feasibility study".
	Noted

	
	T-Mobile ask about the progress of M2M in TC SCP and it is mentioned that the requirements were not agreed. T-Mobile has concerns that SCP may be slow to deliver. Vodafone believe that importing the discussion into CT6 would not be effective.
	

	C6-080208
	This document is a revised version of the CR presented by Gemalto at CT6 meeting #47 in C6-080150.
Nokia comment that they would like to remove the Positioning Method TLV as they believe it does not brings any additional value. Qualcomm originally suggested to add this feature in the CR but could accept having this removed.
Nokia believe the time information is not needed in the Geographical Location Reporting ENVELOPE. Nokia believe this would not be guaranteed to be accurate enough and mention that the GPS information already embeds a UTC timestamp. The Chairman asks if other positioning methods also provide date/time information.
Gemalto believe a simple delta between the time of the previous positioning information and the current one is enough. Nokia has concerns that the end-user may have altered the time on the handset, therefore making the information irrelevant. Qualcomm mention the Positioning Method TLV can help making sure that GPS is used for example and the UTC time is fetched.
Gemalto and Qualcomm propose to make the time indication optional. Nokia argue that this is only adding confusion and suggest that the information received from the Terminal should be trusted as being the latest/freshest. Qualcomm would require that at least an information mentioning when the information is considered out of date. Nokia think that we would first need a definition of "out of date". Sun Microsystems proposes that an indication whether the GPS subsystem is currently in operation or not could be useful in helping the UICC determining if the positioning information is reliable. Eventually, the decision is made to remove the time indication as well as the Positioning Method.
Nokia have issues with the alpha identifier paragraph and have difficulties understanding how icons would be used. Gemalto clarify that this is the standard text for Toolkit features.
	Revised into C6-080277

	C6-080209
	Gemalto mentions that this topic has been discussed at length a long time ago and explain that the 
	Rejected

	C6-080210
	Nokia and Sun Microsystems argue that this should be conditionally linked to the approval of C6-080277. Gemalto argue that the CR can be approved on its own as the local information can be used to perform localisation in the UICC. Sun Microsystems argue that access to the toolkit framework is already provided by the existing APIs. Gemalto reply that unnecessary complexity would have to be handled by the application writer and that the CR aims at creating localisation primitives for the Java Card™ framework.
	Open

	
	TEST ISSUES:
	

	C6-080240
	This document corrects applicability of the UICC presence detection. No comments.
	Agreed

	C6-080231
	This is agreed in the principle but will be added in another CR on the same specification. 
	Noted
Merged into C6-080232

	C6-080232
	This document corrects a CR implementation error and will incorporate the change proposed in C6-080231
	Revised into C6-080278

	C6-080233
	No comments.
	Agreed

	C6-080234
	No comments.
	Agreed

	C6-080235
	No comments.
	Agreed

	C6-080205
	This document provides the annex missing from the specification and corrects another one that is incorrect since the change from T3 to CT6.
Notes in the last page of the CR are to be removed when implemented in the specification.
	Agreed

	C6-080206
	This is a mirror of C6-080205
	Agreed

	C6-080220
	No comments about the LS from GCF
	Noted

	C6-080236
	This document is a CR against TS 51.010-4 addressing the need for a proper applicability of tests regarding terminals with specialised hardware.

Nokia believe that this CR is against the core specification. Comprion clarify that the additions are exceptions to be read as recommendations. Comprion acknowledges that this does not solve the problem in the core specification but highlights that the GCF and the PTCRB concerns are addressed. Nokia find it strange that Terminals would be in a position to get a type approval thanks to the exceptions while this contradicts the core specification that requires support of all mandatory features if toolkit support is to be claimed. Vodafone also has concerns about creating types of terminals that are not defined in the core specification.
Nokia believe that the proposal is not the best way forward. Vodafone propose to solve this in the core specifications for Rel-8.
Comprion believe that the requirements are correct and that the test specification could be written with those in mind rather than sticking to the incorrect core specification requirements that expects all the mandatory features to be supported.

Qualcomm think that CT6 must be careful in the way this is done and that this should not result in making all toolkit features effectively optional.

No conclusion is reached. The Chairman will request advice from CT, proposing to introduce letter classes and the concept of reduced capability terminals from R99 onwards.

T-Mobile wonder if addressing this issue could be a part of the M2M work to be performed. T-Mobile think this is not such a big problem at the moment. Vodafone think this is a rather serious issue and would like this to be addressed outside the M2M discussions as the scope is broader in their opinion.

Comprion regret that no comments were raised after the report early June 2008 about the CT6 Chairman of the discussion in CT. Nokia reply that they commented on the matter in private email discussions and that they would object to this CR. Comprion requests objecting companies to achieve internal coordination as they received different feedbacks from GCF delegates from those companies.

The Chairman will report to CT that some companies are in favour of aligning core specifications with "the real world".
Ericsson state that the core specification are not consistent with the requirement but support the proposal from the rapporteur in the proposed document. Ericsson adds that the Comprion proposal also caters for substitute keypad and display (such as the PC in which a PCMCIA card is inserted). Qualcomm believe that it is not allowed to have additional equipment for type approval.
Vodafone have further concerns that some of the letter classes would have to be reserved in ETSI TC SCP.

Ericsson point out that the SA1 requirements mention that the support of a specific letter class shall not impose the support of another letter class.
Comprion mention that with exceptions, the amount of test cases in GCF would be reduced dramatically.

Vodafone proposes to draft a CR against TS 31.111 Rel-8 in order to introduce letter classes in document C6-080279. Nokia has concerns that this approach seems to rule out the use of 2G products. Vodafone reply that 3G products (USIMs) can be used in 2G RAN equipments.
	Noted

	C6-080248
	The document is revised as the note reference is wrong
	Revised into C6-080248

	C6-080280
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------->
	Agreed

	C6-080261
	This document is not presented for approval here as the CT1 specification is not approved. It will anyway be attached to the LS sent to CT1 in C6-080260.
Comments are collected and will be reflected in the revision contributed at the next CT6 meeting.
	Noted.

	C6-080260
	Presented as draft and edited online.T-Mobile request clarification about the difference between the UICC swap and the USIM change. The Chairman explains that one can swap the USIM application in use if two of those applications reside on the UICC.

Nokia disagree that CT6 should advise storage on the USIM as they believe CT6 should wait for the outcome of discussions in CT1. The decision is made to remove this specific sentence and a final wording is found. The document is made final and agreed.
	Agreed.

	
	Day 3
	

	C6-080207
	Gemalto present the document. Gemalto mention that comments were received from Sun Microsystems and Giesecke & Devrient and that they consider the comments valid. The consequence is that the presentation for approval to CT will be delayed by one meting, which is the proposal from the authors of the document.
Comments are expected before next meeting in order to allow for proper completion of the specification within the boundaries of the Rel-8 timeframe.
It is agreed that v1.1.0 of TS 31.121 is now to be used as the baseline for comments.
	Noted

	C6-080271
	No comments - the wording is clarified
	Agreed

	C6-080272
	No comments - R7 Mirror
	Agreed

	C6-080273
	No comments
	Agreed

	C6-080283
	No comments - this is a similar problem to the one agreed in t
	Agreed

	C6-080284
	This document is not a rev1 and is revised into C6-080287 which is the actual rev1
	Revised into C6-080287

	C6-080287
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------->
	Agreed

	C6-080275
	This is presented as draft. The Chairman points out that CT1 and SA2 CRs are related to the SA3 CR. It is the opinion of the meeting that a firm wording has to be used. The document is edited online and agreed.
	Agreed

	C6-080264
	Gemalto present the document and aims at fulfilling the CT1 requirements. The document is a late document due to CT1 meeting only one week before but delegates are invited to read the document and provide comments in time for the next CT6 meeting in order to be able to reach agreement at the next meeting and complete the feature within the Rel-8 timeframe. A revision of the CR will be presented at CT6 meeting #49.
	Noted

	C6-080265
	Same comment as above.
	Noted

	C6-080285
	This document also aims at fulfilling the CT1 requirements. Comments expected as above.
	Noted

	C6-080279
	This document is presented as draft.

Vodafone would like this to be agreed at this meeting and is not prepared to prepare mirrors to all the earlier releases as this is a big workload considering how close the targeted CT Plenary meeting is. Gemalto and Ericsson believe only the latest Release of the SAT and USAT specs need to be aligned as the related test specifications are based on those.
Because Rel-4 tests against SAT were not allowed by CT Plenary, TS 51.010-4 is based on the latest version in R99 (i.e. TS 11.14).

It is agreed that revisions of TS 11.14 R99 and TS 31.111 Rel-8 will be created.

It is expected that if the document is agreed, SCP would have to be informed.

Nokia have concerns that the proposed CR is a huge change and some time is needed for review.

The Chairman proposes to agree to the principle of the CR but forward it to CT Plenary for information only, showing the way CT6 intends to go forward with.

Comprion requests that the companies in CT6 get in touch with their GCF delegates.

Action 48/03: to Sagem Orga to act as a focal point in order to progress the topic.

Vodafone: 

A LS will be sent in C6-080291 to GCF with C6-080279 attached and explaining what CT6's way forward is.


	Noted

	C6-080266
	This document is presented as draft and is a merge of the Gemalto and Vodafone inputs at this meeting. Comment from Nokia about formatting for the label. 
Nokia has a concern with the fact that the Free Format Content TLV might be empty. Nokia can live with the proposed coding nevertheless. It is accepted that the presence of the two TLVs is mandatory in the ICE_FF file.

Nokia comment that it is uncertain that the content of the files is preserved over a deactivate/activate cycle. The decision is made to have a specific mention that the content shall be preserved.

Nokia have concerns about privacy of the user not being guaranteed by the activate/deactivate procedure defined in SA1. Nokia would like access conditions differing from PIN as too many cases where either PIN is validated or disabled can occur and give access to the ICE information, even if deactivated.

Sagem Orga mentions that there are parts of the information that are supposed to be operator control. Vodafone believe that the requirements from SA1 are met with the current proposal.
Ericsson point out that the record length in file EF_ICE_FF is strange.

Telecom Italia ask why the files are optional. Vodafone reply that most of the USIM files are optional.

The draft is edited online and made final.

It is noted that the requirements for icons in SA1 is not yet fulfilled and will have to be completed as part of an additional CR.
Note for self: check smart quotes in Annexes
	Agreed

	C6-080267
	Document corrected - no comments
	Noted

	C6-080268
	The CR has been revised. The issue is postponed and Nokia and Vodafone will contribute to the next SA1 meeting aiming at getting a decision about whether to instruct CT6 to proceed with a technical solution for the requirements as standing or revert the requirements to the state they were in at R99.
	Revised into C6-080288

	C6-080288
	---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------->
	Postponed

	C6-080269
	Not created - withdrawn.
	Withdrawn

	C6-080270
	Nokia comment that they still wonder if this is useful to have the subnet mask in the feature. Nokia argue that the UICC may encounter problems when the subnet mask is changed behind the APN.
Nokia ask for confirmation that all the contents of the file fit in 254 bytes. This is confirmed by Gemalto. RIM comment that the revised CR is now looking more complicated. Ericsson shares this opinion. The Chairman proposes to postpone the issue to the next meeting, urging companies that have an issue with complexity to come up with a simpler document if needed. Nokia warn that a competing solution is being discussed in ETSI TC SCP and does not look satisfactory in their opinion. Gemalto argue that this is time to reach completion on this issue since it has been on the table for too long now.
RIM would favour sending the parameters in a command as they believe this would be more straightforward.

A revision of the document will be provided in C6-080289, correcting the reference to ETSI TS 102 483 (no Rel-8 existing) and changing the mention of subnet masks to network addresses ranges.
	Revised into C6-080289

	C6-080274
	No further comments
	Agreed

	C6-080276
	This is a draft proposal for a WID about M2M aspects in CT6.

Ericsson mention that they will object on this work being done in CT6 for fear that there would be overlap with SA1 and SA3 feasibility studies. Ericsson also argue that CT6 was not tasked to start this work.
Nokia also has concerns about working without real requirements.

Vodafone believe that the SA3 is working on a non overlapping topic and propose that SA1 would be place as having secondary responsibility

Qualcomm believe that fixed requirements are needed before any useful work
Vodafone find that Ericsson has an unacceptable position and believe that Ericsson follows different rules of conduct depending on the 3GPP working group.

7 companies would support the WID.

3 would object to it. The concept of working assumption cannot be used.
	Noted

	C6-080277
	The revision reflects the comment collected.

Capital B in the bit coding in section 8.aa has to be fixed at implementation time.
	Agreed

	C6-080282
	The proposed liaison statement is agreed
	Agreed

	C6-080204
	The draft report is reviewed. Comments received were incorporated in the draft and no further comments are collected.
	Approved

	C6-080289
	RIM ask if the QoS parameter is taken into account (ask Jacques or JP for answer)
	Agreed

	C6-080286
	No comments, the draft is edited online and made final.
	Agreed

	C6-080256
	
	Withdrawn

	C6-080257
	
	Withdrawn

	C6-080263
	Comments taken into account - Figures updated
	Agreed

	C6-080251
	Gemalto's understanding is that rapporteurs have to update this document.
	Revised into C6-080293

	C6-080293
	
	Agreed

	C6-080254
	
	Revised into C6-080292

	C6-080292
	This is a living document to be used by the rapporteurs.
	Noted

	C6-080210
	Was supposed to be revised in C6-080281 but this revision is not provided.

The Chairman proposes to postpone the document
	

	C6-080291
	The LS is edited online and agreed
	Agreed

	C6-080290
	Meeting Schedule updated
	Revised into C6-080294

	C6-080294
	
	Agreed

	
	End of the meeting –
	


