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Executive Summary 

Topics discussed at this meeting included, Generic User Profiles, Subscription Management, AT Commands, WLAN Functions, various Liaison Statements and other logistics for future meetings, joint meetings, and meeting procedures.

General:

The meeting was opened by Mr. Prem Sood on 11:35 am, 25th August 2003, and the delegates were welcomed to this meeting.  

Nicola McGregor of NTT-DoCoMo, Kurt Bischinger of T-Mobil, and Sorin Christensen of Ericsson volunteered to act as the meeting secretaries. 

The Meeting closed at 5.25 pm on Thursday August 28.

The proposed Agenda of the meeting in Draft3 of T2-030410 was approved.

One SWG2_05 meeting dedicated to GUP work scheduled for June 23-26, Vancouver, Washington, was cancelled due to lack of sufficient work.

Future Meetings:

The following Future Meetings were approved by SWG2 – 

Meeting
Date


Venue
Comment 

SWG2_05 GUP
October 14-16, 2003
Vienna, Austria
Confirmed

JM with SA5 on GUP, SuM
Week of October 6-10
New Orleans, LA, USA
tbc – SA5

One day meeting, prior day SWG2 prep. 

AT Commands – 

5 CR proposals on the AT-Commands  (27.007) were approved for presentation to T2 for Approval. (2 basic CRs)

Generic User Profiles – 

Presentations on the status of work for Generic User Profiles were discussed. A number of incoming LS’s and docs were reviewed.

3 outgoing LS’s, were approved and are presented to T2 for Approval.

SWG2 Chair Request to T2 and TSG-T  - 

There is a serious issue with the level of support of the GUP work from the WID supporting companies which may put the REL 6 work completion in serious jeopardy. SWG2 would like to inform T2 that there were no incoming contributions to this meeting from 4 of the 5 supporting companies on the WID. This was discussed in the meeting. Concern was expressed that unless the supporting companies make a commitment to contribute to the development of 23.241 and 24.241, REL 6 schedules will not be met.

All 5 companies were asked for their plan for contributions to the REL 6 GUP work. 4 of the 5 indicated they had no plans to submit any contributions for GUP to T2. The 5ht indicated that they planned to submit contributions but they would not be sufficient for the completion of the REL 6 work.

Despite the above serious issue, other SWG2 members made significant contributions to this week’s meeting, resulting in major progress on the two Specs 23.241 and 24.241. The SWG2 Chair would like to thank those member companies while highlighting this serious risk to REL 6 work. 

The SWG2 Chair would like to request T2 and TSG-T assistance to confirm the support of GUP by WID supporting companies.

Major progress was made on the Specs.

Subscriber Management – 

Tdocs reviewed.

Other Items Executive Summary from SWG2 meeting - 

None

Output Change Requests – 

TDoc
Title


Source
Comment 

T2-030510
CR 27.007 Rel-6: Adding reference to 24.008 for the 3G QoS AT-commands. Update of 419



T2-030511
CR 27.007 Rel-5: Adding reference to 24.008 for the 3G QoS AT-commands. Update of 419



T2-030512
CR 27.007 Rel-4: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection



T2-030513
CR 27.007 Rel-5: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection



T2-030514
CR 27.007 Rel-6: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection



Output Liaison Statements – 

TDoc
Title


Source
Comment 

T2-030516
LS Response to SA2 T2-030236 on UE Tunneling 



T2-030518
LS to S1/S2 on conflict between 22.240 and T2-030392



T2-030521
LS to SA2 on Hierarchical Structure in GUP Specs








Other Documents for T2 Approval– 

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status











ES
Detailed Report 

1. Opening of the meeting  

The Chair of SWG2, Mr. Prem Sood, Sharp, opened the meeting at 11:35am on Monday, August 25th, 2003. 

The Chair welcomed everyone to Cambridge UK and thanked TTPcom for hosting the meeting.

Nicola McGregor of NTT-DoCoMo, Kurt Bischinger of T-Mobil, and Soren Christensen of Ericsson volunteered to act as the meeting secretaries. 

There were 12 delegates present at the opening of the meeting.  More delegates joined on following days.

The Meeting closed at 5.25 pm on Thursday August 28.

1.1. Approval of the proposed Agenda  

Document – T2-030410

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030410
Draft 3 SWG2 meeting agenda
SWG2 Chair
Approved

Presented by – 

Chairman.

Resolution – 

No comments were made concerning the agenda, items, or documents.  The agenda was approved.

1.2. Co-Located Joint and Dedicated Meetings Schedule  

No joint and/or dedicated meetings scheduled this week.
1.3. Future Joint and Dedicated Meetings Schedule  

This item is to be revisited after determining whether the work schedule demands the needs for such a meeting. 
Discussion on Future Meetings:

October 7-9, 2003 is supposed to be to soon to have enough contributions for a GUP Meeting. A meeting October 14-16 would allow more work to be done. T-Mobile will host a meeting in Vienna. At least three people will attend.

It is decided to hold a JM with SA5 on GUP, SuM, one day in Oct. 7-9, 2003, and  a prior day of SWG2 prep.

Meeting
Date


Venue
Comment 

SWG2_06 GUP
October 14-16, 2003
Vienna, Austria
confirmed

JM with SA5 on GUP, SuM
Week of October 6-10
New Orleans, LA, USA
tbc – SA5

One day meeting, prior day SWG2 prep. 

1.4. Review of previous Action Points  

Tdoc Draft1 T2-030411 
AP Description
Assigned to
Due
Status & Comments

15.2 -  to review Specs 22.240, 23.240 related to Generic User Profiles. 
All SWG2
Recurring
See below

19.3 Look at T2-020915 GPRS/CS attributes, review for completeness and bring input to the next T2 meeting. How to capture and store the information, as well as keep up to date. How will this be used to validate the GUP design. Define the process in details
All SWG2
Opened
Pending to #21. All SWG2 requested. B Marchent will examine

  

21.1 – Develop company positions and discuss on the Reflector T2-030221 (see below)
All SWG2
SWG2 - August Meeting


21.2 - Review the draft of the specification S2-031885 and the TS-23.234 v.190 LS statement for feasibility and impacts of UE’s for tunneling. Discuss on the reflector.
SP-030313 Annex D and 5.6.3
All SWG2
SWG2 - August Meeting


21.3 – Review all WLAN specifications (22.934, 23.234) for impacts to UE of WLAN work.
All SWG2
SWG2 - August Meeting


21.4 – Review and understand the latest version of SuM TS 32.141 v1.1.0
S5-032233
All SWG2
SWG2 - August Meeting


Action 15.2 is a recurring action, i.e. there is no due date.  The Action is for all members to review TS 22.240 and 23.240 on an ongoing basis.  

“Document 221 is related to 261. Document 261 was read again for the benefit of those not present on Monday and because of its relationship to 221. There were 3 main areas of concern

1. What method for sync on Rp interface – SyncML or other. If SyncML, can DTD and Schema technology be mixed and does it make sense to use Schema technology if DTD’s will be used for sync.

2. The extent of standardization - Should items below the RAF function be standardized, i.e treat UE as a black box, or is it required to make visible the UE internal blocks.

3. Security for the Rp interface. Need to send an LS to SA3.”

Noted that 22.240 and  23.240 are under change control now. 

Henrik will check AP 19.3. 
There were no further comments received on the discussions raised in Documents 221 and 261. The Chairman asked companies to readdress this issue so that the item can be discussed and closed this week. 

21.3 SA2 is looking at 2 or 3 different options for UE tunneling and wanted T2 to check the options. A presentation from a SA2 delegate on the different options was given and companies were asked to assess the impact of the different options. (TS 23.234 can be retrieved from S2 031885) 

There was a comment that SA2 stated that MMS should not be access dependent. 

The Chairman closed the discussion by stating that SA2 will not wait for T2 and so if no comments were received then SA2 will assume that there are no issues with the 3 options. 

Further details on this topic can be found in SP-030313 Annex D and 5.6.3, which was presented to SA for information. Approval is likely to be sought at the September meeting. The Chairman walked through the draft specification. 

1.5. Appointment of Rapporteurs

The chairman proposed that rapporteurs were needed in one additional areas:  1) 23.227 Application and user interactions in the UE and 24.241 Stage 3 Common Objects. 
The chairman made the call for volunteers, but none were found. 

2 Items for immediate discussion.

Tdocs 414, 254

Document – T2-030414
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030414
WLAN Interworking WID Question
SWG2 Chair


Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Presented to give an overview. See discussions at agenda 3.1

Resolution – 

The document was rediscussed later on. 

Document – T2-030254
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030254
Enhancements of the GUP Information Model
S2-031379


Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

A document on the main meeting agenda but due to lack of time was not presented at the last meeting. Members had been asked to review it. It was being presented here as it brought up the need for hierarchical structures. The document proposes a new group to be added to 23.240. 

Resolution – 

The document was noted. 

3.1 SWG2 Ongoing Work on GUP, DDM, CO

Tdocs  412, 413, 254, 415, 401, 421, 422, 423

The Chairman pointed out that there was a lack of contributions from supporting companies on the GUP. The chairman wished to take the problem to T level and draw attention to the lack of support. The T2 Chairman suggested that the SWG2 found out which companies are willing to contribute to the specifications. 

The T2 Chairman asked for the supporting companies to go back and check whether they still want to support the work or not but asked them to state their current stance.

Ericsson will no longer be contributing to T2 but they are still supportive of GUP work. 

Nokia has been active so far and is still supportive of the work but stated clearly that they will not be bringing any further contributions to T2 itself. 

Siemens is still interested in the outcome of the work but do not expect to provide any contributions to the work for the foreseeable future. 

TeliaSonera is interested in GUP issues and has been contributing and is willing to carry on contributing, but cannot do the work by themselves.

Motorola would not likely be bringing contributions now or in the future but is still interested in the functionality. Motorola believes that at SA5 was looking into Device Management at OMA instead of GUP so Motorola was not sure who the end user of GUP was anymore.  The SWG2 chairman pointed out that SA5 are still basing their SuM work on GUP.  

The SWG2 Chairman stated that there was a serious problem, as 4 of the 5 supporters do not expect to contribute to the work. This was also a serious problem for SuM work. Unless the situation changes the GUP work will not be completed for Release 6. Nokia asked how much work was left to be done. Could the work be restricted? TeliaSonera agreed that this could be done.  

The Chairman pointed out that sections 4, 5, and 6 were not complete and the GUP XML Schema was not there. If the scope is to be reduced, then a valid proposal for reducing the scope needs to be brought forward. 

T-Mobile supports the work of GUP but they are not in a position to make essential contributions particularly sections 6 and 7 as they do not have the relevant expertise. T-Mobile will contribute where they can and T-Mobile is rapporteur for the SuM work hence they are interested in GUP. 

TeliaSonera have been waiting for SuM since Release 4 and now they are concerned that it will not be ready for Release 6. 
Document – T2-030412
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030412
Proposed changes to 23.241v040
Sharp
noted

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

The majority of changes were editorial and were approved. The non-editorial change, deciding whether Profile Component Group or Data Element Group should be kept was delayed until after 413 had been visited. 

Resolution – 

The document was noted. 

Document – T2-030426
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030426
Updated 412 (Proposed changes to 23.241v040)
Sharp
approved for next version of 23.241

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

The Data Element definition is removed and just the PCG definition remains. 

Resolution – 

The document was approved for incorporation into 23.241. 

Document – T2-030413
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030413
Profile Component Group changes to 23.241
Sharp
noted

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Extensive changes were required to bring the specification up to date with changes that had been made to other specifications. 

Attention was drawn to the fact that Annex B1 contained an early draft and had errors in it. But due to lack of commitment to update this section then the Annex was left in. Annex C was removed as it was no longer relevant. 

TeliaSonera proposed that IMS be added as an Annex. A placeholder was added as Annex C

Resolution – 

The document was approved for incorporation into 24.241

Document – T2-030423
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030423
Updated Profile Component Group changes to 23.241
Sharp
Approved as baseline of 24.241

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Updated 413.  

Resolution – 

The document was approved for incorporating into 24.241.
Document – T2-030515
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030515
23.241 v0.4.0 baseline
Sharp
Noted

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was noted

Document – T2-030415
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030415
Profile Component Group for 23.241 and 23.240
Sharp
Noted, updated in 424

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Discusses options for enhancing 23.241 according to required changes from SA2. 

Resolution – 

The document was updated in 424 and noted
Document – T2-030424
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030424
23.241v0.4.0  changes for Profile Comp Group
Sharp
Approved for next baseline and LS

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Actual changes to the specification. T-Mobile and TeliaSonera are happy with the Profile Component Group approach. Siemens also prefer PCG. 

No objection to moving to PCG approach. 

Resolution – 

The document was approved to proceed to next baseline of 23.241 and LS

Document – T2-030254
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030254
Enhancements of the GUP Information Model
S2-031379


Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was Approved

Document – T2-030420
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030420
Redefinition of Profile Instance Construct for 23.241
T-Mobile International
noted and updated in 427

Presented by – 

Kurt Bischinger

Discussion – 

  The proposal is intended to complement 415. The proposal is meant to complement the proposal in 415. One big difference is the idea that the data must be associated with a user.  There were four main issues identified.

1) Profile instances = Physical representation of the GUP. Therefore is GUP level needed? Agree that there is a one to one relationship between profile instance and user. There was concern about the reaction of SA2. A physical instance will have affiliated description, type and ID. A profile /instance will have multiple profile component groups and use the profile groups as a way of partitioning data (figure 5.1.1).  

2) Either Profile Component Group or Data Element Group – not both. Parts of 415 and 420 will be reflected in the specification and the revised specification will be sent to SA2.

Resolution – Updated in 427
Document – T2-030427
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030427
Updated 420 (Redefinition of Profile Instance Construct for 23.241)
SWG2
noted, updated in 428

Presented by – 

Discussion – 
Updated 420 The changes that were agreed were incorporated. This document is used as the basis for 428.

Resolution – 
The document was noted. 

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030425
Table of GUP entities and associated structure
Sharp


Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Contribution to help the analysis of the structure in 23.241. 

Nokia commented that the proposed changes will entail changes to SA2 architecture document. Sharp commented that the new proposal was a better technical solution. 

The choices are: do the PCG; do the data element group; or do nothing. For PCG, 70% of the changes are in TC-030424. “Do nothing” would mean that 23.241 will not be compliant with the architecture. 

Resolution – 

The document was noted. 

Document – T2-030428
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030428
Redefinition of profile instance construct for 23.241
T-Mobile 
Approved

Presented by – 

Kurt Bischinger

Discussion – 
Input based on changes proposed in 427. 
Resolution – 
This document was approved.

Document – T2-030429
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030429
23.241 v.0.4.1
Rapporteur
Noted

Presented by – 

Kurt Bischinger

Discussion – 
Prem expressed his great thanks to Kurt for taking on this work.

Resolution – 

This document was noted.

Document – T2-030517
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030517
23.241 v.0.4.2
Rapporteur
Approved as new baseline 

Presented by – 

Discussion – 
SWG2 should review the document offline and come back to the rapporteur in case of questions

Resolution – 

Approved as new baseline.

Document – T2-030519
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030519
Working session changes to section 5 of 23.241 v0.4.2
SWG2
noted

Presented by – 

Discussion – 
Further changes for the Profile Component Group construct in section 5. 

Information in 5.3 and 5.5 is redundant in big parts, 5.5.1 to 5.5.5 are deleted, parts of the content is moved to 5.3.1. Sections 5.3 and 5.4 give enough information to move on to the definition of XML.

Resolution – 

The document was noted and approved for next version of 23.241 

Document – T2-030520
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030520
23.241 v.0.4.3=519 + 523
Rapporteur
Noted. OK to attach to 521

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

Noted. OK to attach to 521

Document – T2-030521
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030521
LS to SA2 on Hierarchical Structure in GUP Specs
SWG2 Chair
approved

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was approved.

Document – T2-030522
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030522
24.241 changes in Definitions etc.
SWG2
noted

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Definitions from 23.241 v0.4.2 taken to 24.241 v0.4.0

Resolution – 

Document noted and approved as next baseline of 24.241

Document – T2-030523
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030523
Working Session changes in section 6, 7 of 23.241 v. 0.4.2
SWG2
noted

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion –

Section 6 restructured for Profile, Profile Component Group and Profile Component. A general root template (XML) is moved to Annex B. This template is used to define root templates for every hierarchical level, i.e. a Profile root template where Profile descriptions can be derived from, a Profile Component Group root template and a Profile Component root template. After these templates have been created Annex B can be deleted.

Section 7 is of low priority.

Comments on section 6, security policy. Regarding this new AP were assigned.

AP22-2: To all SWG2: Review SA3 specs on GUP

AP22-1: To Nicola McGregor: Find out numbers of SA3 specs and distribute via email reflector

Resolution – 

The document was noted and approved for the new version of 23.241.

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030421

TeliaSonera
withdrawn

Presented by – 

Henrik 

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was 
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030422
TS23.241 v0.4.2 chapter 6 and 7 proposed changes
TeliaSonera
noted

Presented by – 

Henrik 

Discussion – 

handled in working session

Resolution – 

The document was noted.

Document – T2-030401
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030401
LS from OMA Req on OMA Device Management
OMA-REQ-2003-0469
Noted

Presented by – 

Prem Sood 

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was noted for information only.
3.2 Subscriber Management
Tdocs - 251, 392

Document – T2-030251
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030251
GUP for IMS Subscription Management
S2-031376
Noted

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was noted

Document – T2-030392
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030392
LS from SA2 on usage of GUP reference points
S2-0302679
Noted, with LS 518

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Kurt pointed out that the answer given to question D is in conflict with TS 22.240

Resolution – 

The document was noted with LS 518.

Document – T2-030518
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030518
LS response on usage of GUP reference points
SWG2
approved

Presented by – 

Kurt Bischinger

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was noted was approved.

3.3 AT Commands

TDocs 388, 419, 416, 417, 418

Document – T2-030388
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030388
LS from PCCA on +WS46 AT Command
PCCA
Noted

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was noted

Document – T2-030419
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030419
CR 27.007 Rel-6: Adding reference to 24.008 for the 3G QoS AT-commands
Rapporteur
Noted, Updated in 510

Presented by – 

Søren Christensen

Discussion – 

Prem stated the importance of having accurate specifications and thanked Søren for doing this clarification work.

Resolution – 

The document was noted and is updated in 510.

Document – T2-030510
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030510
CR 27.007 Rel-6: Adding reference to 24.008 for the 3G QoS AT-commands
Rapporteur
Approved

Presented by – 

Søren Christensen

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was approved.

Document – T2-030511
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030511
CR 27.007 Rel-5: Adding reference to 24.008 for the 3G QoS AT-commands
Rapporteur
approved

Presented by – 

Søren Christensen

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was approved.

Document – T2-030416

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030416
CR 27.007 Rel-4: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
Noted, Updated in 512

Presented by – 

Paul Voskar

Discussion – 

Nicola (DoCoMo) Raised a question for clarification.

In the reason for change it is stated:

“According to Core Network specifications, it is not possible to indicate situation where 3G part of network is forbidden and 2G is allowed “

Is this statement in contradiction with the text in the CR, since this change implies that this can be done?

Prem (Sharp) This has similarities to +WS46, at that time it was rejected, why will Nokia propose a similar change again?

Paul, will come back with a clerical answer.

Resolution – 

The document was noted and updated in 512

Document – T2-030417

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030417
CR 27.007 Rel-5: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
Noted, Updated in 513

Presented by – 

Paul Voskar

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was noted and updated in 513

Document – T2-030418

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030418
CR 27.007 Rel-6: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
Noted, updated in 514

Presented by – 

Paul Voskar

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was noted and updated in 514
Document – T2-030512

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030512
CR 27.007 Rel-4: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
approved

Presented by – 

Paul Voskar

Discussion – 

Category should be F. Draft was adopted accordingly.

Nokia provided an explanation NTT DoCoMo. NTT DoCoMo expressed thanks to Nokia.

No objections but some concerns (Ericsson, DoCoMo); some comments about the document not having been distributed via the email reflector; 

The chairman explained how docs shall be made available to the group in advance to the meetings: Docs have to be sent to the secretary for upload to the server and delegates are strongly encouraged to distribute the document via the email reflector.

Explanation:

1. If user wants to go for example to Vodafone's WCDMA network, but he happens to live in the area where the coverage is poor and he can not get to the network, then the phone roams to Vodafone's GSM network. The meaning is: Terminal reselects. The purpose of the sentence is to avoid situation when there is no coverage on one access technology and the user does not know this. Without the sentence, the phone would be forced to go to the access technology even when there is no coverage.

2. This is exactly the point of the CR. In Rel-4 there was a CR (not from Nokia) to make it possible to select the access technology. This would have made it mandatory for a terminal to go to access technology even though there is no coverage. Now with this more flexible system, the phone can freely select the access technology that has the best coverage. If both access technologies have good coverage, then the users selection will remain valid. 

Resolution – 

The document was approved.

Document – T2-030513

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030513
CR 27.007 Rel-5: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
approved

Presented by – 

Paul Voskar

Discussion – 

Version number should be 5.3.0. Draft was adopted accordingly.

Resolution – 

The document was approved.

Document – T2-030514

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030514
CR 27.007 Rel-6: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
approved

Presented by – 

Paul Voskar

Discussion – 

Version number should be 6.2.0, category A; draft was changed.

Resolution – 

The document was approved.

3.6 IMS

TDocs  None
3.7 WLAN Functions

TDocs  381, 414

Document – T2-030381
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030381
LS from CN1 on ‘Impacts on the UE of UE-Initiated Tunnelling”
N1-030817
Noted

Presented by – 

Prem Sood
Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was noted.

Document – T2-030414
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030414
WLAN Interworking WID
Sharp
Noted, members to check for interest

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

The Chairman asked if there was any interest in starting work on WLAN Interworking, given the inputs that have been received from outside T2 asking for a T2 response. There was reluctance to start a TR or Feasibility Study. It was felt that if there is work to be done, then the companies pushing the work in SA2 would be the logical choice to drive it in T2. Those companies were not present. T2-030254 is provided for information. 

Prem asked the group what the level of interest is in putting together a WID for UE aspects

Members will take the questions back to think about this issue.

Resolution – 

The document was noted, Noted, members to check for interest
Document – T2-030236
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030236
LS on impacts on the UE of UE-Initiated Tunnelling
Sharp
Noted, with response in 516

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Prem brought the issue of this LS up as an open action point at the meeting, and asked the group how to handle this and if we should e make a response.

Paul (Nokia) tunneling should be kept as close to VPN as possible. This makes it possible to allow reusing existing client implementation.

Resolution – 

This document was Noted, with response in 516
Document – T2-030516
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030516
LS response to SA2 on UE tunneling
Nokia
Approved, for output to T2

Presented by – 

Paul Voskar

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

This document was approved.
4.1 UE Functionality Split
Nigel Barnes explained that UE Functionality Split is alive again and a company has submitted an input in SA3. A technical report “Technical Report on (U)SIM Security Reuse by Peripheral Devices on Local Interfaces (Release 6)” and is supported by Toshiba, Intel, T-Mobile, Nokia, Telcordia, Thomson, Fujitsu, HP, RIM, SmartTrust, BT Group PLC, Alcatel .UE Functionality Split was originally driven by Rob Lockhart, who is now happily retired in Florida. 

TDocs  
Document – T2-0300xx
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-0300xx




Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was 

Document – T2-0300xx
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-0300xx




Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was 

4.2 Application and User Interaction

TDocs  None
4.3 Other

Tdocs 402

Document – T2-030402
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030402
COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION on location-enhanced emergency call services
COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES
Not reviewed

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was not reviewed.

Document – T2-030403
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-030403
3GPP dependencies on OMA deliverables
Nortel
Noted, no change from SWG2

Presented by – 

Prem Sood

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

The document was noted.

5. Review of WI’s progress,  SWG2 and T2 relevant items in 3GPP work plan.

TDocs 378

SWG2 chairman will have a discussion with Friedhelm Rodermund of MCC offline to review the work plan.

6. Approval of Output Documents for T2 Approval.

See Executive Summary
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6.2 Meeting Report of this SWG2 Meeting

T2-030xx
Report of T2 SWG2 #22








7. Deferred Items

None

8.
Any Other Business

No

9. Future Meetings, Time Requirements

See Executive summary.

10. Close of the Meeting

The Meeting was closed at 5.25 pm on Thursday.

10.1. List of New Action Points added at this meeting  

AP Description
Assigned to
Due
Comments

AP22-1: Find out SA3 spec numbers on GUP and distribute information via email reflector
Nicola McGregor
#23


AP22-2: Review SA3 specs on GUP
All SWG2
#23
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DRAFT 3 Doclist SWG2

COLOR CODE
APPROVED - OUTPUT TO T2 
NOTED/APPROVED – NO OUTPUT TO T2
PENDING / ACTION
NOT REVIEWED AT THIS MEETING
NOT DISCUSSED YET
Tdoc No. 
TITLE
Source
Comments

T2-030373
T2 specs status list
MCC
Noted

T2-030378
3GPP work plan
MCC
Noted

T2-030381
LS from CN1 on ‘Impacts on the UE of UE-Initiated Tunnelling”
N1-030817
Noted

T2-030388
LS from PCCA on +WS46 AT Command
PCCA
Noted

T2-030392
LS from SA2 on usage of GUP reference points
S2-0302679
Noted with LS in 518

T2-030401
LS from OMA Req on OMA Device Management
OMA-REQ-2003-0469
Noted

T2-030402
COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION on location-enhanced emergency call services
COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES
Not reviewed 

T2-030403
3GPP Dependencies on OMA Deliverables
Iain Sharp, Nortel Networks
Noted. No change from SWG2

T2-030410
SWG2 agenda at T2#22
SWG2 Chair


T2-030411
SWG2 report at T2#22
SWG2 Chair


T2-030412
Proposed changes to 23.241v040
Sharp
Updated in 426

T2-030413
Proposed changes to 24.241
Sharp
Updated in 423

T2-030414
WLAN Interworking WID Question
SWG2 Chair
Noted. Members to check for interest

T2-030415
Profile Component Group changes to 23.241
SWG2 Chair
Updated in 424

T2-030416
CR 27.007 Rel-4: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
Updated in 512

T2-030417
CR 27.007 Rel-5: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
Updated in 513

T2-030418
CR 27.007 Rel-6: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
Updated in 514

T2-030419
CR 27.007 Rel-6: Adding reference to 24.008 for the 3G QoS AT-commands
Rapporteur
Updated in 510

T2-030420
Redefinition of Profile Instance Construct for 23.241
T-Mobile
Updated in 427

T2-030421

TeliaSonera
Withdrawn

T2-030422
23.241 v040 section 6 and 7 proposed changes
TeliaSonera
noted

T2-030423
Proposed changes to 24.241, Update of 413
Sharp
Approved as baseline of 24.241

T2-030424
Profile Component Group changes to 23.241update of 415
SWG2 Chair
Approved to proceed to next baseline of 23.241 and LS 

T2-030425
Table of GUP Entities and associated structure
SWG2 Chair
Noted 

T2-030426
Proposed changes to 23.241v040, update of 412
Sharp
Approved for next baseline of 23.241

T2-030427
Redefinition of Profile Instance Construct for 23.241
T-Mobile
Noted

T2-030428
Re-submit Redefinition of Profile Instance Construct for 23.241
T-Mobile
Approved for the next version of 23.241

T2-030429
23.241 v0.4.1= 424+426
Rapporteur
Noted.

T2-030510
CR 27.007 Rel-6: Adding reference to 24.008 for the 3G QoS AT-commands. Update of 419
Rapporteur
Approved for output to T2

T2-030511
CR 27.007 Rel-5: Adding reference to 24.008 for the 3G QoS AT-commands. Update of 419
Rapporteur
Approved for output to T2

T2-030512
CR 27.007 Rel-4: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
Update of 416. Approved for Output to T2 

T2-030513
CR 27.007 Rel-5: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
Update of 417. Approved for Output to T2

T2-030514
CR 27.007 Rel-6: Corrections to AcTs of PLMN Selection
Nokia
Update of 418. Approved for Output to T2

T2-030515
24.241 v0.4.0 baseline
SWG2 Chair
Noted

T2-030516
LS Response to SA2 T2-030236 on UE Tunneling 
Paul Voskar
Approved for Output to T2

T2-030517
23.241 v0.4.2= 428
Rapporteur
Approved as the new baseline

T2-030518
LS to S1/S2 on conflict between 22.240 and T2-030392
K. Bischinger
Approved for Output to T2

T2-030519
Working session changes to Section 5 of 23.241v.0.4.2
SWG2
Approved for the next version of 23.241

T2-030520
23.241 v0.4.3 = 519+523
Rapporteur
Noted. OK to attach to 521

T2-030521
LS to SA2 on Hierarchical Structure in GUP Specs
SWG2 Chair
Approved for Output to T2

T2-030522
24.241 changes in Definitions
SWG2
Approved for next baseline of 24.241

T2-030523
Working session changes to Section 6 of 23.241v.0.4.2
SWG2
Approved for the next version of 23.241

T2-030236
LS from SA2 on UE Tunneling
SA2
Noted, with Response in 516

T2-030251
SA2 CR GUP for IMS Subscription Management 
SA2
Noted
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3GPP TSG-T2 SWG2#22

Cambridge, UK
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T2-030410 

Agenda Item:
1.1

Source:
SWG2 Chairman 

Title:
DRAFT 4 Agenda SWG2#22 Meeting
Document for:
Approval

___________________________________________________________________________

1. Opening of the meeting  

1.1 Approval of this Meeting’s Agenda, Chairman’s comments
410
Recording of Incoming Docs & assignment to Agenda
410, doclist
1.2 Co-located Joint and Dedicated Meetings, time schedule this week

1.3 Future Meetings Confirmation – proposed list is in Agendum 9

1.4 Review of Progress on Action Items 
Draft1 411
1.5 Appointment of Rapporteurs – 23.227, 24.241

2. Items for immediate discussion – 

2.1 414, 254 

2.2 Level of Contributions on 23.241, 24.241

3. SWG2 Ongoing Work 

3.1 SWG2 Ongoing Work on GUP, DDM,
412, 413, 254, 415, 420, 401, 421, 422, 423, 424, 425, 426, 427, 428, 429, 515, 518, 517, 519, 520, 521, 522, 523
3.2 Subscriber Management
251, 392
3.3 AT Commands 
388, 419, 416, 417, 418, 510, 511, 512, 513, 514
3.4 IMS




3.5 WLAN functionality
381, 414, 236 (AP21.2), 516
4. Other SWG2 Items 

4.1 UE Functionality Split


4.2 Application and User Interaction (Terminal Local Model)


4.3 Other (incl. CRs to SWG2 docs)
402, 403
5. Review of WI’s progress,  SWG2 and T2 relevant items in 3GPP work plan
373, 378
6. Approval of Output Drafts and Documents for T2 Approval 

6.1 Liaison Statements, etc. 


6.2 Meeting Report of this SWG2 meeting 
Draft 10 411
7. Deferred Items 


8. Any Other Business


9. Future meetings, Time requirements

SWG2_05 on GUP – October 14-16, 2003 Vienna 

JM with SA5 on GUP, SuM – One day, October 6-10, 2003 New Orleans, prior day SWG2 prep. (TBC)

10. Close of the meeting

APPROVED - OUTPUT TO T2 
NOTED/APPROVED – NO OUTPUT TO T2
PENDING / ACTION
DECIDED TO POSTPONE, NOT REVIEW  

NOT DISCUSSED YET
CURRENTLY BEING DISCUSSED
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