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Introduction

The Chairman opened the meeting and welcomed the delegates.  The meeting was convened as a combined T2 SWG1 and SMG4 MExE meeting.

1 Approval of Agenda

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99800
Draft MExE Agenda
Chairman
SWG1

The agenda was agreed.
2 Registration of Input Documents

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99779
Email decisions

SWG1

T2-99785
LS from SA2: Support for VHE/OSA Stage 2
SA2
SWG1

T2-99791
LS from SA1 on IGC contact persons
SA2
SWG1

T2-99793
LS from SA2 on QoS parameters
SA2
SWG1

T2-99797
LS from RAN2 on MExE support of QoS negotiation and handover notifications
RAN2
SWG1

T2-99800
Agenda SWG1
SWG1 chairman
SWG1

T2-99801
3G TS 23.057 v1.5.0
Rapporteur
SWG1

T2-99802
Choice of PKCS#15 certificate obj. structure to store certificate in SIM
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99803
Email from Tim Wright: 3 CDF's on the SIM or one
Vodafone
SWG1

T2-99804
Request for K-Java Support in MExE
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99805
CR to 23.057: Use of same root for Administrator role and one domain
Vodafone
SWG1

T2-99806
Draft MExE report

SWG1

T2-99807
T2 e-mail process
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99808
5 or 6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99809
3rd MExE classmark
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99810
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99811
LS to WAP Forum on PKCS#15 usage
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99812
LS to RSA requesting domain identifier attribute
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99813
LS/CR to SMG9 for 11.11 changes
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99814
LS to CN1, CN2 on 5/6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99815
LS to RAN2 on MExE support of handover notifications
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99816
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99817
LS to S3 on MExE Release 99
Nokia, Motorola
SWG1

T2-99818
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage (updated T2-99810)
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99819
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA (updated T2-99816)
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99886
MExE QoS Requirements
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99887
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99888
MExE e-mail process (updated T2-99807)
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99889
MExE e-mail process (updated T2-99888)
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99890
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2 (updated T2-99887)
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99891
LS/CR to SMG9 for 11.11 changes (updated T2-99813)
Alcatel
SWG1

3 Approval of the previous MExE meeting report

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

The meeting report of the previous meeting was agreed.

4 Report on MExE-related activities in 3GPP TSG-S1

The discussion during the T2 opening plenary was noted.  In particular, the impacts of the S1 AAEW ad-hoc, and the work which will be done as part of the MS and Network resident applications Work Item which will involve interaction with MExE.

5 Report on MExE-related activities in 3GPP TSG-T2

The discussion on the e-mail process in T2 was noted, and a MExE e-mail process compatible with the T2 e-mail process was subsequently discussed in the MExE group.

6 Report on MExE-related activities in WAP Forum

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

No report was made on the WAP Forum's latest meeting.

7 E-mail approval process

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99779
Email decisions
T2 Chairman


The second draft of the T2 e-mail process was reviewed and accepted.

Conclusion:

T2 e-mail processes was accepted. 

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99807
T2 e-mail process
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99888
MExE e-mail process (updated T2-99807)
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99889
MExE e-mail process (updated T2-99888)
Bosch
SWG1

The MExE e-mail process prepared by Lars Brenk was considered.  The MExE e-mail process is fully compatible with the T2 e-mail process, and could potentially also be adopted by other SWGs.

Minor changes were agreed and the updated document is in T2-99889.
Mark Cataldo announced that Lars Brenk has accepted the position to run the MExE e-mail process, which will further improve the efficiency of the MExE group.

Conclusion:

The MExE e-mail process was updated document in T2-99889, and Lars Brenk will chair the MExE e-mail process.
8 T3/T2 MExE Joint Meeting

A joint meeting was held between T3 and MExE to present the SIM certificate management requirements in MExE R99.

Mark Cataldo made a short presentation of MExE.  Two documents were presented (T2-99810 and T2-99813) by Hubert Helaine which described the proposed changes to SMG9's 11.11 (and its T3 equivalent), as well as the PKCS#15 encoding of the certificate objects.

SMG9/T3 were primarily interested in the 11.11 changes which identify the proposed structure for supporting the storage, transport and access of certificates in SIM cards.

The general proposals from MExE to have a MExE root entry, a MExE Service Table, descriptor Elementary Files and certificate Elementary Files were explained.  Some concerns were expressed by T3 on the apparent mixture of TLV (currently on the SIM) and PKCS#5 structure coding.  It was also confirmed that MExE is working with the WAP Forum to ensure that any requirements for WIM support were aligned.  There was debate on the advantages and disadvantages of having separate or combined Elementary Files.

T3 identified that in a UICC there may be a combination of USIMs and SIMs, with each (U)SIM application having its own access algorithms.  This issue may result in the higher level directory structure having to be re-worked, and will have to be resolved by T3.

T3 identified that MExE may wish to not only access, but in future also perhaps write and re-order certificates on the U(SIM) card, however MExE currently has not plans for this.

The proposed changes from MExE for 11.1 were for guidance purposes only, however it was generally agreed that the joint session had been very useful in allowing MExE to explain its requirements, and for T3 to seek clarification and fully understand the requirements.

T3 will be working on the MExE requirements at its next meeting, and no problems were anticipated in having the requirements incorporated by T3 for Release 99.

9 MExE Specifications Contributions

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99801
3G TS 23.057 v1.5.0
Rapporteur
SWG1

The current draft of the MExE Stage 2 was presented and agreed as the new version of the specification
Conclusion:

Version 1.5.0 was confirmed as the new version of 23.057 in T2-99801.

9.1 New MExE classmarks

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99809
3rd MExE classmark
Bosch
SWG1

Lars Brenk proposed that there was no reason in forcing WAP into all MExE classmarks, since it takes up unnecessary space and logic if the browser functionality can be provided otherwise, and proposed a 3rd MExE classmark based on Pjava without WAP support .  The objective is to reduce the mandatory requirements.  A discussion had taken place along these lines during the previous meeting.

Tim Costello stated that the new proposed classmark did not really add much to MExE.  Joerg Swetina asked what advantages it brought to MExE, and Lars Brenk stated that as WAP is getting larger and larger it would begin to have a considerable impact.  

Tim Costello stated that additional classmarks would confuse the market, and that users required continuity of WAP services.  Joerg Swetina stated that Siemens believed that WAP would be a primary technology for service provision, and that it should be available on handsets.

Following comments that Classmark 2 should be modified to remove the mandatory support of WAP, Mark Cataldo stated that careful consideration should be given to backward compatibility to Release 98.  Yoshiaki Hiramatsu supported the proposal for the 3rd classmark, and stated that the terminal side required more flexiblity than the network side.

Concerned was expressed at the possible proliferation of MExE classmarks, and Paul Voskar did not want to see possibly 10 or more classmarks within a short period.  

Paul Voskar, Joerg Swetina and Tim Costello proposed postponing the decision on the 3rd MExE Pjava classmark proposal until the next meeting.
Conclusion:

It was agreed to postpone the decision on the 3rd MExE Pjava classmark proposal until the next meeting, and delegates are requested to discuss the issue internally within their companies.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99804
Request for K-Java Support in MExE
Siemens
SWG1

Joerg Swetina proposal to include Kjava support in MExE. This could be done in different ways, such as replacing Kjava in Classmark 2 with Kjava, or to define a new classmark similar to classmark 2 with Kjava instead of Pjava, with the support for MExE classmark 1 applications being maintained).

Mark Cataldo outlined the basic differences between Pjava and Kjava, and the different memory requirements.  Tim Costello noted that MExE had already received an LS from Sun Microsystems, which stated that Kjava was not fully identified yet, and which would not be available until early in the new year.

Yoshiaki Hirmatsu stated that NTT DoCoMo are planning to have a terminal supporting Kjava next year.

Mark Cataldo pointed that that Kjava is not yet defined, and that the packages and APIs have not yet been identified either.  This was supported by Hubert Helaine and Paul Voskar.

Joerg Swetina agreed that it may be too early to introduce Kjava support, and the intention was to encourage discussion within the MExE group.

Conclusion:

It was agreed that it was too early to introduce Kjava support, and discussion within the MExE group of Kjava was encouraged in preparation for the potential introduction of Kjava in release 99.
9.2 Security

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99802
Choice of PKCS#15 certificate obj. structure to store certificate in SIM
Alcatel
SWG1

Alcatel proposal to use the PKCS#15 format as the certificate object structure format in MExE, making it compatible with the CDF file for WIM proposals in the WAP Forum. 
The document presented was for information and discussion. Main items that are include is syntax and expanded syntax for the certificate object structure of PKCS#15, an electronic identification profile of PKCS#15, coding and semantic analysis, and a conclusion on usage of PKCS#15.

PKCS#15 usage would mean that the ME has only one format to support when it provides SIM and WIM interfaces.  It is also noted that the SIM does not have to duplicate descriptors files to provide SIM and WIM interfaces.

There had been a debate on the MExE e-mail reflector which included Tim Wright, who made some extensive and constructive comments to Alcatel's PKCS#15 proposals.  He wished to see that the fields used by WIM should also be mandatory for MExE, together with other comments.

The MExE group agreed on the working assumption to use PKCS#15 for the certificate object structure on the SIM, and inform the WAP Forum.  The steps required to proceed further are:-

· clarify how we use PKCS#15, 

e.g. which "optional" fields (label) are considered to be mandatory for MExE usage of PKCS#15, authentication identifier, certificate identifier, and state this in the MExE specification.

· send LS to WAP Forum,

the WAP forum is not as advanced as MExE on PKCS#15 usage, and to assust convergence both MExE and the WAP Forum should use PKCS#15 in the same way (i.e. request WAP to update WIM requirements according MExE)

· modify the 11.11 LS/CR and inform T3,

with the modified usage of PKCS#15, the 11.11 LS/CR requires to be updated, and the group needs to inform T3 (to be generated with 2 versions, with and without a domain identifier)

· create a normative annexe to MExE Stage 2,

define the certificate structure formats in the MExE specification

· send an LS to RSA Laboratories on changes to PKCS#15

in the event that the certificate objects will require an additional identifier attribute in the PKCS#15 coding, it is required to generate an LS requires to RSA; PCG approval would be required for this.

Conclusion:

· The MExE group agreed on the working assumption to use PKCS#15 for the certificate object structure, and Hubert Helaine is to draft a CR to support the working assumption.  Mark Cataldo to request T2 chairman for approval to liase with RSA Laboratories for PCKS#15 changes.  Hubert Helaine to draft:-

· LSs to the WAP Forum (tdoc T2-99811) and will be agreed by the MExE e-mail process,

· LS to the PKCS#15 rapporteur (tdoc T2-99812) and will be agreed by the MExE e-mail process,

· LS/CR to 11.11 (tdoc T2-99813)
· CR to 23.057 on PKCS#15 usage (tdoc T2-99810).
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99810
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99818
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage (updated T2-99810)
Alcatel
SWG1

Hubert Helaine presented his proposals for the description of PKCS#15 usage in MExE Stage 2.  The CR defines the interpretation of the certificate object attributes from a MExE perspective.  Corrections were identified, and are presented in T2-99818.
The document was presented to T3 for information during the T3/MExE joint meeting.

Conclusion:

The CR in T2-99810 was agreed in princple, and corrections will be agreed by e-mail by the MExE e-mail process in tdoc T2-99818.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99813
LS/CR to SMG9 for 11.11 changes
Alcatel
SWG1

Hubert Helaine presented his proposals for the directory support of certificates on the SIM card.  The CR proposes the architecture which SMG9/T3 may be interested in supporting.  An earlier version of the proposal had already been sent to SMG9, however this version proposed a refinement which considered the option of combining the elementary files for descriptors and certificates.

The document was agreed in principle, however it is still required to discuss further on the MExE e-mail reflect whether separate or combined elementary files for descriptors and certificates will be needed.

The document was presented to T3 for information during the T3/MExE joint meeting.

Conclusion:

The document was agreed, and corrections will be agreed by the MExE e-mail process in tdoc T2-99891.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99803
Email from Tim Wright: 3 CDF's on the SIM or one
Vodafone
SWG1

Tim Wright had commented on the use of 3 descriptor files for operator, administrator and third party certificates on the SIM, or just to have one and save SIM card memory.  The reasons suggested for the proposal were to save memory, allow more flexibility and gain faster access to files.  The disadvantage was identified of possibly having to interact with RSA Laboratories to update the PKCS#15 object structure definition.

Conclusion:

The e-mail on CDF's was noted, and tdoc T2-99813 will identify both the separate and combined elementary files for descriptors and certificates.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99805
CR to 23.057: Use of same root for Administrator role and one domain
Vodafone
SWG1

A CR from Vodafone proposing to allow the same certificate root public key to be used for both the Administrator role and one security domain.  It was suggested that this will allow the saving of space on both the terminal and the SIM.

Hubert Helaine noted that it will subsequently be difficult to distinguish between a particular function in the administrator's or the security domains; the impacts are too big, and X.509 does not support such a mechanism.  To include this change, too many impacts would have to be considered.

Mark Cataldo cited that the use of the same key would result in the compromise of one key immediately compromising the other.  It would also require both keys to have the same expiry dates.

Lars Brenk stated that if such a proposal were to be acceptable, it would require more thought and detail.  Other text in 23.057 currently forbids the use of the same root certificate. Joerg Swetina cited the security model, which clearly requires that the security domains are separate entities.

Conclusion:

The proposal was not considered to cover all the above concerns, and would require further thought for it to be acceptable.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99808
5 or 6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

Lars Brenk identified that MExE needs to be able to identify the operator, which issued a certain SIM card. 

Currently there is no way of distinguishing between an American or European SIM card (i.e. is it the first 5 or 6 digits of the IMSI, as stated in section 2.2 in 23.003 v3.1.1). It is further mentioned in that section, that the two or three digit MNC topic, is out of that scope, and that further information can be found in GSM 03.22.  However GSM 03.22 only handles the case where a given PLMN, which the handset is registered on, and therefor knows if is five or six digits long, is compared against the IMSI HPLMN. 

It was asked what the proper way to extract the right number of digits is (five or six) from the IMSI, to find the HPLMN would be.

This is not specifically a MExE problem, but one which requires to be clarified to assist MExE in its SIM certificate controls.

Conclusion:

Lars Brenk to capture the 5/6 digit IMSI problem in an LS to CN1 and CN2 (tdoc T2-99814).
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99814
LS to CN1, CN2 on 5/6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

Lars Brenk presented the proposed LS to CN1 and CN2, which requests assistance in identifying how to interpret 5/6 digit IMSI fields.

Conclusion:

The LS to CN1, CN2 in T2-99814 was approved.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99817
LS to S3 on MExE Release 99
Nokia, Motorola
SWG1

The LS to S3 on the status of MExE Release 99 was presented.  The LS presents an overview of MExE, and describes the continued work on MExE since the approval of MExE R98 to add SIM certificate management, security clarifications and QoS management.

S3 are requested to consider MExE security clause, and to make comments accordingly.

Conclusion:

The LS to S3 in T2-99817was agreed.
9.3 Non-security

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99793
LS from SA2 on QoS parameters
SA2
SWG1

LS from SA2 identify that the UMTS bearer service parameters are defined in TR 23.907 v 1.5.0, and that these parameters are available to MExE applications.  TR 23.907 contains the UMTS requirements, and the parameters identified by MExE will eventually be adopted by SA2.

An action point was set on Tim Costello to track the progress of the report to ensure that the MExE required parameters are included in TR 23.907 when it becomes a specification.

Conclusion:

The LS was noted, and Tim Costello was actioned to track the progress of the report to ensure that the MExE required parameters are included in TR 23.907.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99797
LS from RAN2 on MExE support of QoS negotiation and handover notifications
RAN2
SWG1

LS from RAN2 following up the request from MExE on whether support for handover notifications can be supported.  It would appear that RAN2 have misunderstood that MExE may which to control handover procedures.  It was further clarified by Friedhelm Rodermund, that 
RAN2 will have only received the MExE group's previous response after RAN2 had written this particular LS. 

Tim Costello to draft tdoc T2-99815 clarifying that MExE has no (and should not have any) interest in taking control of handovers, and only wishes to inform applications of the handovers that have occurred.

Conclusion:

RAN2 appears to be confused by MExE's LS.  Tim Costello to draft tdoc T2-99815 clarifying that MExE has no (and should not have any) interest in taking control of handovers.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99815
LS to RAN2 on MExE support of handover notifications
BT Cellnet
SWG1

Tim Costello presented the proposed LS to RAN2, clearly stating that MExE does not wish to control handovers, but only wishes to be notified of handovers.

Conclusion:

T2-99815 LS to RAN2 was approved.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99886
MExE QoS Requirements
BT Cellnet
SWG1

Tim Costello presented his document on the QoS requirements MExE is concerned with the external QoS parameters:-

(i) MExE should ensure that there is adequate mapping between the MExE applications QoS requirements and the UMTS services.  

(ii) MExE applications should be able to indicate and interpret QoS values of the UMTS network, 

(iii) MExE applications should be able to modify the QoS dynamically.

(iv) MExE applications should be able to respond to changes in the provided QoS level.

and that this should form the basis for a QoS API definition between MExE and the UMTS network and reside in the MExE terminal.

The Resource ReserVation Protocol (RSVP) is an end to end QoS provision, and it was recommended that MExE adopts the RSVP parameters described in Flowspec for consistency with internet applications.

Conclusion:

The document's conclusions were accepted.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99887
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99890
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2 (updated T2-887)
BT Cellnet
SWG1

Tim Costello presented a CR to 23.057, which captured the required changes to 23.057 to idnetify the support for QoS management by MExE applications.   

General approval was made of the proposed changes for the introduction of QoS for a network connection.  Hubert Helaine identified the need for the user to be able to also make QoS changes in addition to MExE executable.  Phrasing changes were also noted, as well as probably having to support the latency parameter.

Insufficient time was available for a full discussion of the proposed changes, and the received comments, as well as others to be made, are to be agreed in tdoc T2-99890 during e-mail discussion.

Conclusion:

The document was agreed in principle, and changes and further comments will be agreed by the MExE e-mail process in tdoc T2-99890.
10 AOB

10.1 S2 support of VHE/OSA

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99785
LS from SA2: Support for VHE/OSA Stage 2
SA2
SWG1

LS from SA2 on support of VHE/OSA, and specifically for TSG T2 this means the translation of service capability features to R99 implementations in the mobile station.  

For MExE it specifically identifies that a high level of telephony support is already available in MExE Release 98, and asks whether waiting for MExE Release 99 would add significant new telephony functionality?  S2 also asks whether the amount of work could be done within the R99 timeframe without reducing the scope of VHE/OSA and without risk to limit progress in other working areas.

Hubert Helaine stated that MExE R99 will be supporting QoS management, which will enhance telephony support over and above that in MExE R98.  He also further clarified that not all the APIs are mandatory in MExE devices, and that therefore it cannot be categorically stated which "service capability features" would be provided by a device; further they would be dependent on being provided by the underlying technologies. Joerg Swetina to write reply in tdoc T2-99816.

Conclusion:

The LS from SA2 was noted, and the telephony and MExE R99 completion date for the end of the year confirmed with increased telephony functionality. Joerg Swetina to write reply in tdoc T2-99816.  
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99816
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99819
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA (updated T2-99816)
Siemens
SWG1

The response LS to SA2 on MExE support for VHE/OSA clarified the support provided by MExE for VHE/OSA.  It provides details on how MExE supports VHE/OSA, identifies the increased level of telephony support (using QoS), and identifies the contact person as Mark Cataldo

Conclusion:

The LS to S2 (in T2-99819) on MExE support of VHE/OSA was accepted. It is noted that SWG3 Messaging have also drafted a reply to T2-99785 in T2-99871, and it is recommended that the two responses are combined.
MExE R98 Stage 2 CRs

The MExE group needs to determine which R99 Stage 2 CRs should also apply as corrections/clarifications to Stage 2 R98.  Lars Brenk volunteered to determine the Release 98 CRs (using the detailed history information in MExE R99 Stage 2).

Conclusion:

Lars Brenk will identify which Release 99 CRs (using the history information in MExE R99 Stage 2), should be proposed for MExE Release 98 CRs.

10.2 Anticipated delivery date for MExE R99 Stage 2

The MExE group had already identified the subset of Release 99 Stage 1 fuctionality that will be supported (i.e. SIM certificate management and QoS management).  The MExE group is satisfied that it will manage to complete this work internally with MExE, however it will be dependent on the assistance of SMG9/T3 to allow this work to be fully completed.

Conclusion:

It is expected that MExE Stage 2 for MExE R99 will be available for completion in 1999.

11 Future Meetings

Future MExE meetings will be held as follows:-

· T2#7: 22-26 November 1999  (Ericsson, Ysatd, Sweden)

· MExE: December, 1999: no meeting requirement identified yet

· T2#8: 24-28 January 2000 (provisional host T1P1, Bahamas/San Diego/Florida)

· MExE: February, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· MExE: March, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· MExE: April, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· T2#9: 15-19 May 2000 (CMG, Netherlands)**

· MExE: June, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· MExE: July, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· T2#10: 28 August - 01 September 2000 (Logica, Ireland)**

· MExE: October, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· T2#11: 20-24 November 2000
Annex

12 Output Liaison Statements

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99814
LS to CN1, CN2 on 5/6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99817
LS to S3 on MExE Release 99
Nokia, Motorola
SWG1

T2-99815
LS to RAN2 on MExE support of handover notifications
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99819
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA (updated T2-99816)
Siemens
SWG1

It is noted that SWG3 Messaging have also drafted a reply to T2-99785 in T2-99871, and it is recommended that the T2 secretary combines the responses in T2-99819 and T2-99871.
The following LSs are to be agreed by the MExE e-mail process:-

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99811
LS to WAP Forum on PKCS#15 usage
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99812
LS to RSA requesting domain identifier attribute
Alcatel
SWG1

Mark Cataldo is to request approval from the T2 chairman liase with RSA Laboratories for PCKS#15 changes.

13 MExE Stage 1 Changes

14 No changes were presented/agreed for MExE Stage 1.

15 MExE Stage 2 Changes

16 No changes were presented/agreed for MExE Stage 1.

The following CRs are to be agreed by the MExE e-mail process:-

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99818
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage (updated T2-99810)
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99890
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2 (updated T2-887)
BT Cellnet
SWG1

17 Other Output Documents

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99806
Draft MExE report
Motorola
SWG1

T2-99889
MExE e-mail process (updated T2-99888)
Bosch
SWG1

The following documents are to be agreed by the MExE e-mail process:-

T2-99891
LS/CR to SMG9 for 11.11 changes (updated T2-99813)
Alcatel
SWG1

18 Delegates

NAME
ORGANISATION
E-MAIL

Tim Ambrose
Motorola
Tim.ambrose@motorola.com  

Katsuaki Akama
Fujitsu
Akama@mds.ts.fujitsu.co.jp  

Kevin Barron
KPN Research
k.e.barron@research.kpn.com 

Lars Brenk
Bosch Telecom
Lars.brenk@dk.bosch.com 

Mark Cataldo
Motorola
Tim.costello@bt.com

Tim Costello
BT Cellnet
Mcatald1@email.mot.com

Orli Delevi
Motorola
Bod004@mcil.comm.mot.com 

Shon Driscoll
Motorola
Shon.driscoll@motorola.com 

Kaz Hashimoto
NEC Technologies UK
Kazuya.hashimoto@nectech.co.uk 

Hubert Helaine
Alcatel
Hubert.helaine@bsf.alcatel.fr 

Yoshiaki Hiramatsu
NTT CoCoMo
Matsu@gw.nttdocomo.co.jp 

Kevin Holley
BT
Kevin.holley@bt.com

Yongjin Lee
Samsung
Yjlee@khgio.info.samsung.co.kr

Peter Neumann
Siemens
Peter.neumann@mch.siemens.de

J.K. Park
Samsung
jakepark@khgio.info.samsung.co.kr


Joerg Swetina
Siemens
Joerg.swetina@siemens.at 

Paul voskar
Nokia
Paul.voskar@nokia.com 
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