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Dear SA3,

I am glad to inform you that no major problems were encountered with SA3 matters in the SA#20 plenary meeting in Hämeenlinna 9-12 June 2003. The main points with impact to SA3 are listed in the following:

1. All our CR’s were approved as submitted, including the CR “Clarification on USIM-based access to IMS” against TS 33.203.

2. Our LS on clarification on USIM-based access to IMS (S3-030275) was discussed and it was decided that “interpretation 3” of tdoc S3-030199 is adopted. The working groups SA1 and SA2 did not have a possibility to discuss the LS at their recent meetings but chairmen of both groups informed SA that 

i. their specifications are in line with interpretation 3

ii. they have no objections against approving the CR.

The working group T3 informed SA (see S3-030319) that the issue does not affect their specs and that T3 takes a neutral position on interpretations 2 and 3.

3. Our proposed WID for Feasibility study on (U)SIM Security Reuse by Peripheral Devices on Local Interfaces (S3-030307) caused some confusion, especially on clauses “Linked work items” and “Justification”. I was tasked to reword the WID and consult off-line with SA delegates who raised concerns. Fortunately, the work item rapporteur Dr. Raziq Yaqub was present at the meeting and he was able to help a lot in this task. The revised WID was approved (SP-030341).
4. The SA plenary has adopted the principle that CRs aimed to clarify specs are only done to the latest release. Frozen releases are only changed if the alternative would be a system failure. In particular, this implies that from now on, we are only allowed to propose clarifying CRs to release 6.
5. Several SA delegates raised concerns about excessive use of email approval procedures, especially in the working group SA2. There is a risk that some documents that are approved by email arrive very late to the SA plenary. Because of this, concerns were also raised with our new approval procedure of LI CRs. However, SA plenary acknowledged that approval of LI CRs by SA3 is a special case where routine email approval is appropriate. 

6. It was stressed that proposed CR’s contributed to the working groups have to contain formally correct cover sheets. It is not a responsibility of either MCC or the WG chairs to correct the cover sheets. 

7. TSG CN have a few CRs about IMS SA lifetime management pending due to the fact they do not know whether they match the intent of SA3. An LS has been sent to us (NP-030308).   

8. TSG T raised again the possibility of issuing USIMs without operating 3G AuC at the same time. This was in context of Rel. 5 GERAN terminals. The SA plenary confirmed that issuing USIMs to subscribers requires operation of 3G AuC as well.

9. General issue about the Rel. 6 dates: December 2003 is too early for freezing of Rel. 6. In September, SA plans to create at least a tentative list for contents of Rel. 6. Also, SA expects the requirement phase for Rel. 6 work items to be completed in September.

10. General issue about interfaces to OMA: A dependency list is going to be created indicating where 3GPP work is dependent on OMA deliverables (similar to IETF-dependency list). When starting new 3GPP work items that may lead to interactions with OMA, 3GPP tries to keep OMA informed. There is also a plan to organize a workshop between the two organizations in September (when 3GPP TSG plenary meetings and OMA meeting are held in Germany in consecutive weeks).     

Best regards,

Valtteri Niemi

SA3 chairman

