	
	Opening of the meeting : 09:15
	

	
	
	

	
	Roll Call of delegates
Hayashi Masahiro
Tribute to Nigel Barnes - Minute of silence.


	

	C6-090102
	IPR Call
	

	C6-090101
	Proposed agenda
142 withdrawn

143 revised in 156

	Revised into

	
	
	

	C6-090142
	------->
	Withdrawn

	C6-090143
	------->
	Revised into C6-090156

	
	
	

	
	Organizational matters
	

	
	
	

	
	Status report
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	Liaison statements
	

	C6-090146
	NEC mention that they have a contribution in document C6-090112 in order to fulfil action 1 in the LS.  The CR was agreed and a propose LS back to SA3 will be found in C6-090113.
	Noted

	C6-090147
	Sagem Orga explain that the proposed alternative is based on OMA DM and has issues about security. Sagem Orga believe that this undermines the security and is not inline.
Gemalto indicate that the file can be updated OTA as well as by the ME and this could create synchronization issues as there is no separation between end-user updatable content and MNO-manageable content as for PLMN. France Telecom supports the Gemalto statement. T-Mobile believe that this is a CT1 issue and that a clear action is requested from CT1.
Infineon mention that CT1 already created CRs on their specifications based on the assumption that CT6 performed the change. Gemalto believe that the request from CT1 conflicts with the SA1.
T-Mobile wonder if there is a UI to modify the CSG list from the end-user. If not this could be considered as a DM-managed operator file on the USIM

Vodafone had an input at CT#43 (CP-090099, withdrawn as CT advised this document to be discussed in CT6)and this input is recycled in document C6-090160.

An LS highlighting the concerns of CT6 on the matter will be prepared in C6-090159.
	Noted

	C6-090148
	The Chairman explains that this LS originates from CT Plenary where a contribution by Nokia expressed concerns about the way ETSI SCP specifications are referenced in CT6 specifications. The document is opened jointly with C6-090149, which is the reply LS from ETSI SCP on the topic. A late Vodafone input on the topic was proposed in C6-090155, the document is presented as well in order to have a discussion.
Gemalto supports the Vodafone comment. Sun Microsystems believe that the proposal from CT would result to unnecessary addition of workload. Sun Microsystems mention that coordination is achieved today on a release basis but see a great deal of complexity in dealing with on version basis.

Sagem Orga believe that it would create practical problems, e.g. 7.5.0 referenced, 7.6.0 not accepted, then feature desired in 7.7.0.

Comprion wonder about the priority management between core and test specifications.

France Telecom believe that the main focus should be set on improving the current working process.

T-Mobile wonder if a way forward would be that TS 102 221 and core specs be transferred to CT6.

Telecom Italia remind the delegates that SCP really cares about the platform specifications. Sun Microsystems supports the statement as well that SCP is a multi customer committee and that it would be complex to import specifications.

Sagem Orga

NEC comment that they favour the version based reference as some companies are not represented in ETSI and do not have a chance to weigh in at the moment a decision is made in ETSI. NEC believe that identifying the "controversial" features and decide whether they should be imported or not. Sagem Orga and France Telecom believe that a finer referencing and applicability of specifications

Nokia comment that the LS from SCP in C6-090149 mentions the high-speed as the only reason for delay. Nokia point out that contactless work took a lot of time in Rel-7 for SCP but reckon that contactless does not impact 3GPP.
The Chairman asks Nokia if their main reason for concerns about importing SCP features in 3GPP is power consumption issues. This is confirmed by Nokia.

T-Mobile wonder if CT left CT6 a choice. The understanding in the room is that CT6 can propose an alternate way forward.

A reply LS will be drafted in C6-090161.
	Noted

	C6-090149
	----->
	Noted

	C6-090155
	----->
	Noted

	C6-090150
	No comments
	Noted

	C6-090151
	The Secretary notifies the delegates that the CT6 CRs have been implemented with the same bit allocation as proposed by SCP (choice confirmed by rapporteur)
	Noted

	C6-090152
	This is opened together with C6-090153 (reply from SCP). CT6 is only copied in both documents.
	Noted

	C6-090153
	----->
	Noted

	C6-090154
	----->
	Noted

	
	
	

	
	
	

	C6-090112
	The document removes the parameters highlighted as irrelevant to storage in the USIM. Sagem Orga point out that the tags are also listed in an annex in TS 31.102.
Action 51/01: to the rapporteur to check Annex D.

No technical comments to the CR.
	Agreed

	C6-090160
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090110
	There are no comments ( CR number duplicate with C6-090160!!! )
	Agreed

	C6-090111
	Sagem Orga wonder why there is an inconsistency with PSLoci, Loci and EPSLoci. It is suggested that all should have the "Caution (Note 1)" note. There are mixed feelings as the impact on the handset behaviour has to be investigated. Nokia request more time to enquire internally.
	Revised into C6-090162

	C6-090116
	Nokia believe that the UICC is not affected (see front-cover indication). Sagem Orga wonder if the change is needed as the header in paragraph 5 indicates that services have to be indicated in a generic way. Infineon argue that the Loci file is mandatory and therefore not described as a service.
	Agreed

	C6-090119
	This is CR is a proposed editorial CR in order to update the way the file system is represented. T-Mobile supports this change as greatly eases the reading of the specification.
	Revised into C6-090163

	C6-090163
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090121
	No comments
Action 51/02: EDITORIALS (section headers to be corrected) for both C6-090164 and C6-090165.
	Revised into C6-090164

	C6-090122
	This is a mirror for C6-090121
	Revised into C6-090165

	C6-090164
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090165
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090145
	It is clarified that the test number is called periodically and the reconfigure number is used to reconfigure the device to be able to do more than just eCalls. The eCall timers are used in order to enable the device to accept a call back (from emergency workers). RIM would prefer having a different naming for the file. Infineon Technologies believe that the change should be Rel-9. It is clarified that the predefined numbers are described in TS 24.008 
	Revised into C6-090167

	C6-090164
	----->
	OPEN

	C6-090015
	This document was postponed at CT6#50. There is still a need for feedback from the Nokia and Qualcomm delegates
	OPEN

	C6-090016
	----->
	OPEN

	C6-090107
	Wrong WI code
	Revised into C6-090168

	C6-090168
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090108
	Mirror of C6-090107
	Revised into C6-090169

	C6-090169
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090114
	Incorrect numbering fixed
	Agreed

	C6-090115
	Infineon Technologies mention that it could be worth adding a mention to EF_PSLOCI as well
	Revised into C6-090170

	C6-090170
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090117
	There are no comments. The event modified is not reflected in TS 102 223.
	Agreed

	C6-090135
	Nokia believe that it should be made clear that the PIN should be reset only if an application different from the USIM is selected. Gemalto believe the issue highlighted by Nokia is valid.
It is clarified that:

1) the status is apparently reset

2) No

3) T-Mobile believe that this needs a clarification. Nokia is willing to contribute a CR against TS 31.111 in order to make the issue clearer.

It is clarified that in the context of REFRESH command, as per ETSI TS 102 223, the NAA shall be initialized after the PIN entry.

A proposed way forward is to insert a reference to TS 102 223 when describing the 3G session reset in TS 31.111. RIM highlights that it is clearly forbidden to use the USIM initialization procedure when updating the content of EF_IMSI.

Additionally, it is pointed out that the EF_IMSI changing procedure allows the use of the 3G session reset, which is a contradiction in TS 31.111.

Nokia will propose a CR against TS 31.111 in C6-090171.


	Noted

	C6-090136
	Nokia wonder if this should be checked with RAN. Telecom Italia reply that their RAN delegate is OK with the content and that it was checked that the parameters listed are correct.
	Revised into C6-090172

	C6-090172
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090137
	This document updates the reference to in TS 31.111 in Rel-8.
	Postponed

	C6-090015
	---->
	Revised into C6-090173

	C6-090016
	---->
	Revised into C6-090174

	
	Day 2
	

	C6-090144
	Report of the LTE Ad-Hoc. It is highlighted that a 3 steps approach to update TS 31.124. CT6 endorses the approach suggested by the Ad-Hoc
	Noted

	C6-090105
	Nokia asks why additional IMSI tests are introduced. Comprion reply that E-UTRAN does not only introduce a new bearer but also a different behaviour. Gemalto also point out that tests are needed for E-UTRAN-only terminals. RIM wonder why there are separate test cases for 2- or 3-digits MNC codes. Nokia still has doubts that new IMSI tests are needed.

Comprion point out that table 5-xb is not needed anymore.

RIM also wonder if there are superfluous FPLMN tests as the cost of testing obviously increases with the amount of test cases.

It is pointed out that in section 5.1.y.3 the second bullet point should be clarified.

Consistency of mentions to E-UTRAN shall be checked throughout the document.

RIM state that they would object to having two different tests for MNCs coded on 2 or 3 digits in IMSI paging. Comprion argue that it could also be left up to the choice of certification bodies like GCF and PTCRB to decide whether they want to use one or two of the tests, if used at all. RIM and AT&T need to check internally.

The agreed way forward is to keep both MNC tests in the specification at the moment and to remove one of them if needed at the next meeting as the document is still open for changes until end of Rel-9.

Nokia re-express their doubts that additional IMSI tests are needed.
	Revised into C6-090177

	C6-090132
	RIM wonder if the PLMNwACT testing is really needed as there is little support for this seen in the market. The proposal from the Rapporteur is to make the test conditional.
Nokia wonder if the test for priority of the user-defined PLMN selector over the operator-controlled PLMN selector needs further testing with the introduction of E-UTRAN. RIM point out that when the coding of a file is RAN-agnostic, then an additional test case for E-UTRAN is not needed. Comprion argue that the test case needs to be there. This has to be approved together with the CR in C6-090133 (agreed).
	Agreed

	C6-090106
	There is no objection.
	Agreed

	C6-090133
	Sagem Orga wonder why the storage of class II SMS is pointed out as being optional.
Comprion explain that the protocol targeted here (SME to SME) is different from the USIM data download one used in the OTA management of the USIM
	Revised into C6-090179

	C6-090179
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090134
	Comprion wonder if there is such a requirement for non text-capable MMI. Gemalto ask how a PIN can be entered if the terminal has no MMI. It is clarified that AT commands could be used. There is no common understanding about whether actual requirements are listed in TS 22.030. Sagem Orga are confused about the wording selected "PIN MMI strings" and wonder if the "No Keypad" terminology used in TS 31.111 could be used. It is clarified that this wording covers both the lack of keypad and the lack of MMI. Sagem Orga believe it would maybe make more sense to have the core specification modified. Ericsson would like to have only one test sequence.
Comprion wonder if Nokia intend to input the same kind of CR in GERAN3 against TS 51.010-1. Nokia believe this would be needed and will have a company input at the next GERAN3
	Revised into C6-090180

	C6-090139
	This document supersedes C6-090045 postponed at CT6#50. Gemalto comment believe that the icon support shall apply for all SAT commands where icons are features and believe that the reason for change is therefore incorrect. Nokia then refer to TS 102 223 that icon support is optional. Comprion comment that there is a lack of clarity in the core specifications. Comprion mention that they would agree to the CR if the reason for change is corrected. Gemalto insist that the support of icons is optional but when icons are supported, it shall apply to all commands that feature icons.

Comprion favours support of icons in general but also highlights the lack of clarity in the specs, a statement which is supported by Gemalto. The Chaiman warns the delegates against clarifications of the core specs through refinement of test cases only. There is an agreement in the room that it would be clearer had the support of icons been indicated with a bit in the terminal profile.

Sagem Orga, Telecom Italia and Gemalto object against the CR. Nokia state that they will input a CR against the core specification then.


	Revised into C6-090182

	C6-090140
	Supersedes C6-090046

----->
	Revised into C6-090183

	C6-090118
	This is a contribution from the Rapporteur in order to take terminals with reduced capabilities into account in the test cases. It is clarified by the author that the affected Radio Access Network is the System Simulator (SS) used in the tests. In addition, the choice was made to request indication of support of features in opposition of the lack thereof in the core spec. The author also mentions that there is an error related to PLAY TONE as
Sagem Orga believe that the addition in table A.1 is confusing as there is an apparent contradiction in mentioning classes defined in the core specification while the exact opposite of the meaning in the core specification is intended.

Nokia believe that the reference to TS 102 223 is not needed as TS 31.111 already refers to it. Nokia's opinion is also that the test cases amount is increased, which the rapporteur denies.

	Revised into C6-090181

	C6-090138
	It is mentioned that Nokia did not find any other location where those test cases are defined. As a result, it is OK for CT6 to define those test cases. Nokia has a concern with the unclear status after an unsuccessful registration onto the targeted network but Comprion reply that the content of the CR is inline with the answers to the request for clarification on the topic by the rapporteur at CT6 #50 (see discussion about C6-090037). Nokia wonder if there is a E-UTRAN version of the test case planned. Comprion replied that this could be the case if there is a request for it. 
	Revised into C6-090184

	C6-090184
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090109
	This is the TS 31.124 equivalent for C6-090118. More tests are affected as the feature range is larger in later releases.

The Rapporteur also mentions that this CR additionally introduces optional support of USSD data download and MMI mode.   
	Revised into C6-090185

	C6-090177
	Wait until RIM contacts wake up.
RIM is OK with the CR but requests that an action is assigned to the group to come up with reasons why the two MNC tests would be needed. If no reasons are identified, the test case to remove

Action 51/03: Operators to come up with reasons why the two MNC tests would be needed. If no reasons are identified, the test case to remove shall be identified

With this action, there are no objections to agree to the CR.
	Agreed

	C6-090141
	Telecom Italia, Sun Microsystems and Gemalto request to be added as supporting companies.
	Revised into C6-090186

	C6-090186
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090156
	This is a revision of document C6-090143.
Nokia wonder about the reason why this should be added as this is feature is not described nor required in 3GPP. The Chairman clarifies that there are already features that are implemented on 3GPP compliant devices like Bluetooth or Wifi.
France Telecom believe that there is no added value in this document. ZTE took the decision to withdraw the documents.
	Withdrawn

	
	
	

	C6-090103
	Review made online
Discussion to be held about the future of ICE Graphics

Discussion to be held about the future of the collaboration with SA3

Conclusion about C6-080288: Vodafone does not wish to push this document further but will come back with another document if needed.

Comments are collected and reflected in the revision in C6-090104.
	Revised into C6-090104

	C6-090104
	---->
	Agreed

	C6-090113
	This is presented as draft. Gemalto argue that hard facts are needed in order to claim that there is no benefit in storing the keys on the UICC. NEC reply that the computation time on the ME is very low and that the issue had been discussed at CT6 #50 anyway. The wording is improved and the document finalized and agreed.
	Agreed

	C6-090159
	This is presented as draft. The security implications of the CT1 request are highlighted. It is pointed out that the security is weak in this case.
	Agreed

	C6-090178
	The CR is presented as draft. Comprion believe that the renaming the Allowed CSG Lists to User CSG Lists conflicts with the vocabulary used in the RAN specifications. There is a confused view among the delegates whether the intent is to preserve operator control on the list. It is agreed that the main concern is the security issue created. The author decides to withdraw the document
	Withdrawn

	
	Day 3
	

	C6-090161
	This is the proposed answer to CT about the referencing to CT6. It is clarified that 3GPP CT6 must be in a position to make a decision about introducing changes created in SCP.
Gemalto have a concern that the kind of two-level decision exposed may lead to a waste of time.

T-Mobile believe that it is only normal that CT6 as a customer are the ones making the decisions about adopting changes.

Telecom Italia also believe this will create overhead.

France Telecom ask about what would happen.

Nokia believe that the intent is not to rediscuss CRs approved in SCP but stress the point that 3GPP is a customer, if not the customer.
France Telecom believe that the proposed procedure may result in inconsistencies in the specifications from ETSI and 3GPP. It is clarified that it would be more customization rather that inconsistencies as CT6 already does for the ISO 7816 referencing.
The Chairman enquires about any objection to the principle of the LS. Nokia mention that they have an issue with the additional workload.
T-Mobile wonder if the releases are really synchronized between ETSI SCP and 3GPP. The Chairman confirms that the intent in SCP is to freeze releases one meeting cycle before 3GPP does.

The LS is edited online.
Nokia believe that the LS back to CT should be short and mentioning that CT6 understands that changes are needed in the way ETSI SCP references are managed.

Sun Microsystems believe that moving to a version-based referencing would be difficult to live with

Nokia believe that another option is to merge 3GPP CT6 and TC SCP. T-Mobile believe such a decision is not likely to be made in CT6 and that if companies have strong feelings about a merge, they should raise them where appropriate. The Chairman cuts the discussion short as there is a clear understanding that there will be no consensus about mentioning this in the LS.
Telecom Italia, France Telecom and Gemalto express that there is a feeling for them and other companies that nothing is wrong in the relationship between SCP and CT6 and that companies pushing for a change should be ready to compromise when writing this LS. They feel that entering this discussion is already a compromise on their side and that each has to put some effort in progressing.
Sun Microsystems express their concerns about the increased complexity

	Agreed

	C6-090182
	Nokia decided not to create the revisions as offline discussions showed that there was no chance to reach agreement. Nokia warns that the strict requirement (in the opinion of some companies) that if icons is supported, it should be for all commands.
Telecom Italia would support a change in the core specification. Nokia would agree to define a minimum set of commands for which icon support is guaranteed when icons are supported.
	Withdrawn

	C6-090183
	------>
	Withdrawn

	C6-090181
	Changes have been performed as requested
	Agreed

	C6-090180
	Changes on the coversheet
	Revised into C6-090187

	C6-090187
	------>
	Agreed

	C6-090185
	This is the related CR against TS 31.124
	Agreed

	C6-090162
	Nokia would object against this version as they do not accept the change made to the LOCI update condition. It is pointed out that there is a need for consistency throughout the table and 
The decision is to come back to the earlier version and create a revision in C6-090188 removing the LOCI update condition modification but keeping the change in the note at the end of the table.
	Revised into C6-090188

	
	
	

	
	123 -> 135
	Postponed

	C6-090137
	Nokia feel that this CR is not welcome as it conflicts with the discussions about version- vs release-based references. It is clarified by the Chairman that CT did not yet send guidelines about how to deal with SCP references and that this CR follows the current process.
Sagem Orga and Telecom Italia propose to go forward as it makes no sense to stop activity until there is guidance

Sun Microsystems does not understand Nokia's point here because CT has not made any decision about modifying the process at the time. Sun Microsystems believe the current processed shall be followed in the meantime and that any requested change will be performed according to guidance received in CT.

The Chairman decision is to postpone the CR as it is foreseen that CT will come up with guidelines at their next Plenary meeting.
	Postponed

	C6-090173
	A revised wording is proposed. There are no concerns from Nokia anymore.
	Agreed

	C6-090174
	This is the mirror for Rel-8.
	Agreed

	C6-090167
	This document updates the proposal by structuring the data using TLV objects embedded in transparent files. Infineon Technologies have concerns that this looks like a new feature and are prepared to discuss it for Rel-9.
Telecom Italia mention that the interpretation of the timer value may be wrong as they believe that the value should be fixed in order to avoid roaming problems.

Nokia wonder if this is an essential correction or an addition of feature. Qualcomm clarifies that this is a requirement in Rel-8. There are mixed feelings about the fact that this change is critical.

Infineon Technologies have an objection. This objection is supported by Nokia. 
	Rejected

	C6-090171
	----->
	Agreed

	C6-090172
	????
	

	
	
	

	AOB
	Comprion believe that a ad-hoc progressing the work on LTE testing is needed and will propose one in June.
Comprion mention

Elections at the next meeting.

What about the secondary responsibility for the SA3 work? It is highlighted that no comments from CT6 will be considered an endorsement
AT&T would support having a ad-hoc on the topic. Telecom Italia mention that if a ad-hoc actually delivers an input (i.e. there is consensus) it is OK. Otherwise, CT6 should withdraw from secondary responsibility.
Ad-Hoc planned early June. There is a need to feed back to SA3 so it is decided that any outcome of the ad-hoc should be.
T-Mobile would object to any outcome that excludes remote subscription switch
	

	C6-090175
	Action 48/02: report by Vodafone.
- latest version of TR 33.812 is 1.3.0

- no approval foreseen before september due to issues remaining

- lots of controversial issues

- CT6 feedback expected before the document is sent for approval

Vodafone is opposed to the proposed further work in SA3 to remotely manage operator switch.
Telecom Italia comment that they do not agree to remote management of subscription. T-Mobile supports the Telecom Italia comment. T-Mobile believe the target of the SA3 topic is the soft SIM and that it is already technically . France Telecom / Orange also opposes work on remote subscription management. AT&T
	

	C6-090189
	Tentative dates for 2010:
See below.
	

	C6-090166 
	----> seen ???
	

	
	End of the meeting –
	


	Dates
	Monday
	Tuesday
	Wednesday
	Thursday
	Friday
	Meetings / other events

	22-Feb
	
	
	
	
	
	Co-located SA1, SA2, CT, RAN WG (NAF3)

	10-May
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Possible SA2, CT and RAN WG meetings?

	23-Aug
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Possible SA1, SA2, CT, RAN WGs?

	15-Nov
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Co-located CT WG/RAN WG/SA2 meetings


