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1
Opening of Meeting

The meeting opened at 9 o'clock.
2
Roll Call of Delegates

A list of the participants can be found in Annex A.

3
Meeting organisation / Schedule

The organisation of the meeting is discussed. Chairman reminded that T3 decided that testing issues regarding API are part of the T3 API SWG work. However that does not obviously mean both API and Testing API issues should be discussed at the same time and at the same place. Bull underlines that this should be clearly separate unless companies will send the same attendees to both meetings.

Chairman mentioned that DoCoMo Europe would not be able to give resources for two separate meetings which means that in case it is decided to organise different meetings for a better work, a new Chairman should be chosen for Testing API ad hoc.

In order to organise the work, there was a discussion about the different documents to be updated. The table below makes a status.

	Title
	GSM R98
	GSM R99
	3G R4

	GSM 02.19
	7.1.0
	no change is required, check if
	Before defining 3G TS, the group should clarify if the requirements in GSM 02.19 are applicable as they are to 3G

	GSM 03.19
	7.1.0

CRs (clarifications and editorial) to be integrated
	to be presented next T3 plenary
	After GSM 02.19 as been upgraded

	GSM 02.48
	
	8.0.0
	Before upgrading 03.48

	GSM 03.48
	7.x
	8.4.0
	After upgrading 02.48


During the discussion it is remarked that 03.48 mention in the title of the specification is not mentioned as soon as the ETSI number is added. Chairman will ask for more information.

It is agreed to work as follow:

1- correct R98 and finalise the R99 issues

2- check/update the requirements for 3G (02.19 and 02.48)

3- upgrade the core specification accordingly (03.19 and 03.48)

Due to a lack of time, the discussion is postponed and should be continued during next meeting.

4
Input Documents / Agenda

5
03.19 Specification

5.1 Clarifications coming from Testing API Working Party

The draft report of last T3 Testing API ad hoc is taken as a reference for the list of open issues. The list is mentioned in Annex D.2

1.
Class sim.toolkit.ProactiveHandler, Method send()

Why does the method send() not throw the exception sim.toolkit.ToolkitException, reason code UNAVAILABLE_ELEMENT when the buffer is empty (nothing to send) after a clear of the ProactiveHandler?

· add the exception see CR 

2.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method seek()

Why is the reason code OUT_OF_RECORD_BOUNDARIES for sim.access.SIMViewException listed as a possible exception reason code? The exception java.lang.ArrayIndexOutOfBoundsException should be enough. Or is this because pattLength is checked?

· following changes were agreed by the meeting (see CR)

· if pattLength – pattOffset is grater than the current record size than the OUT_OF_RECORD_BOUNDARIES SIMView Exception shall be thrown.

· if pattLength is null than PATTERN_NOT_FOUND SIMViewException shall be thrown.

3.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method status()

Why does the method status() not throw java.lang.ArrayIndexOutOfBoundsException?

· This is already defined

4.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method select()

Why does the method select() not throw java.lang.ArrayIndexOutOfBoundsException?

· This is already defined

5.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Methods readRecord() and updateRecord()

If the currently selected EF is linear fixed and the access mode is REC_ACC_MODE_NEXT and the current record pointer is set to the last record, should SIMViewException, reason code RECORD_NUMBER_NOT_AVAILABLE, be thrown?

· add in the description (see CR):
If mode is REC_ACC_MODE_NEXT and the record pointer is at the last record the RECORD_NUMBER_NOT_AVAILABLE SIMViewException shall be thrown.

6.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Methods readRecord() and updateRecord()

If the currently selected EF is linear fixed and the access mode is REC_ACC_MODE_PREVIOUS and the current record pointer is set to the first record, should SIMViewException, reason code RECORD_NUMBER_NOT_AVAILABLE, be thrown?

· add in the description (see CR):
If mode is REC_ACC_MODE_PREVIOUS and the record pointer is at the last record the RECORD_NUMBER_NOT_AVAILABLE SIMViewException shall be thrown.

7.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method seek()

If mode is SEEK_FROM_NEXT_FORWARD and the record pointer is at the last record, should SIMViewException, reason code PATTERN_NOT_FOUND, be thrown?

· add in the description (see CR):
If mode is SEEK_FROM_NEXT_FORWARD and the record pointer is at the last record the RECORD_NUMBER_NOT_AVAILABLE SIMViewException shall be thrown.

8.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method seek()

If mode is SEEK_FROM_PREVIOUS_BACKWARD and the record pointer is at the first record, should SIMViewException, reason code PATTERN_NOT_FOUND, be thrown?

· add in the description (see CR):
If mode is SEEK_FROM_PREVIOUS_BACKWARD and the record pointer is at the first record,  the RECORD_NUMBER_NOT_AVAILABLE SIMViewException shall be thrown.

9.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method seek()

If pattLength is not between 1 and 16 inclusive, should SIMViewException, reason code OUT_OF_RECORD_BOUNDARIES, be thrown, even though the limit of 16 is not mandatory (since GSM 11.11 only describes that the SIM must be able to accept a value up to 16 bytes, but not forbidding a longer value)?

· The API conforms to GSM 11.11 §8.7 "The SIM shall be able to accept any pattern length from 1 to 16 bytes inclusive. The length of the pattern shall not exceed the record length." No Change is requested. 

10.
Specification 03.19, page 11, EVENT_MENU_SELECTION

The use of the word „automatically“ here, and elsewhere in the specification, should be rethought, as it is unclear / misleading. Should this word be replaced with another term that clarifies what is meant?

· The meeting agreed that the word "automatically " is unclear / misleading although it was clear that the menu are handled dynamically. Dynamically meaning that the SIM shall update the ME state during the current card session. The meeting agreed to replace automatically in the specication by dynamically (see CR), and to define the dynamic behaviour for the emission of the system proactive command in section 6.7 of 03.19 as follows (see CR):

· Emission of system proactive commands (SIM Toolkit framework dynamic behaviour)

· the SIM Toolkit Framework shall send its system proactive command as soon as no proactive session is pending and all the applets registered to the current events have been triggered and have returned from the processToolkit method invocation.

11. Class sim.toolkit.ToolkitRegistry, Methods clearEvent() and setEvent()

An exception should be thrown if a clearEvent is performed on a proprietary defined event.

· Add the ToolkitException EVENT_NOT_SUPPORTED to clearEvent (see CR)

12. Class sim.toolkit.ProactiveHandler, Method send()

If the first byte of Result TLV is empty (Terminal Response to send method), which will be the behaviour?

· Add ToolkitException OUT_OF_TLV_BOUNDARIES in case Result S-TLV is missing or the General result byte is missing in the S-TLV.

13.
Class sim.toolkit.ProactiveResponseHandler, Method copyTextString()

If the dstOffset + textlength > dstBuffer.length it is not clear the behaviour of the method. There are two possibilities:

1) Throw an exception.

2) Copy only the exact size of the dstBuffer.length.

Which possibility is correct here?

· Extend the Exception java.lang.ArrayIndexOutOfBoundsException – with :
if dstOffset or dstOffset + Length, as specified for the returned value, would cause access outside array bounds (see CR)

14.
Class sim.access.SimViewException, Field INVALID_MODE

The description of the INVALID_MODE exception should not read “is not supported”, but rather “is not defined”.

· The meeting does understand the reason for this changes, and prefers to keep as it is to allow implementation of other modes.

15. Class sim.toolkit.EnvelopeResponseHandler, Method post()

Can we modify handler after the call to post?

· The meeting agreed that once the post method has been called by an applet the handler is no more available, and the HANDLER_NOT_AVAILABLE ToolkitException shall be thrown. (see CR)

16.
Class sim.toolkit.EnvelopeResponseHandler, Method post()

The word “prepare” in the method’s description allows two interpretations: 

1) Send the prepared data immediately after the call to the post method 

2) Send the prepared data when the application sends the proactive command or the ProcessToolkit finish

Which meaning does “prepare” have here?

· According to the meeting this is clear enough in the specification see section 6.6.

17.
Class sim.toolkit.ToolkitRegistry, Methods enableMenuEntry(), disableMenuEntry() and changeMenuEntry()

What should be the behaviour of the SIM after calling enableMenuEntry(), disableMenuEntry() and changeMenuEntry()? When should a SETUP MENU proactive command be issued after one of these methods are called?

· see 10

When using the method changeMenuEntry and helpSupported is reset (to 0), should the applet register to the EVENT_MENU_SELECTION_HELP_REQUEST event?

· To unregister all the Menu Entries of an applet from EVENT_MENU_SELECTION_HELP_REQUEST, the applet has to do it for each and every Menu Entry with the method changeMenuEntry. No change is requested

18.
Class sim. toolkit.ToolkitRegistry, Method getEntry()

The specification should have an explanation of when the ToolkitException is thrown with reason code REGISTRY_ERROR.

· This is implementation specific, it cannot be tested.

19.
Interface sim.toolkit.ToolkitConstants, Field EVENT_STATUS_COMMAND

Value should be “19”, not “127”.

· Correct the value of the constant in the comments to '19' (see CR).

20.
Class sim.toolkit.ToolkitRegistry, Method setEvent()

Although it makes sense to throw the ToolkitException with reason code EVENT_ALREADY_REGISTERED for two or more applets, but does it make sense to throw it for only one applet?

· The meeting agreed to the following changes (see CR

· No exception shall be thrown if the applet registers more than once to the same event. 

· clarify EVENT_ALREADY_REGISTERED exception as follows:
This reason code (= 7) is used to indicate that the maximum number of registered applet for this event is already reached

· Change for all the class "ToolkitRegistry" to "Toolkit Registry entry of the applet."

21.
Class sim.toolkit.ToolkitRegistry, Method setEventList()

Why is the operation setEventList() not atomic? When it is not atomic, this opens too many problems.

· The meeting agreed that the preferred solution is that the registry state is not affected (see CR). However it what said that the JCF core task Force is currently revising the transaction mechanism and this might have an impact on this change. Participants are asked to check this issue before next T3 plenary.

22.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Field FID_DF_Graphics

Why is the name of this field, which is a static final constant, not “FID_DF_GRAPHICS”.

· Add the definition of the constant in uppercase FID_DF_GRAPHICS (see CR)

21.
Class EnvelopeResponseHandler, Method post()

Question from Eric: links between SPI2 and the posted response.

· The SPI2 cannot be modified by the applet as currently defined in GSM 03.48, there is no SPI in the response packet so the receiver willnot know the security applied to the secured data. 

22.
Specification 03.19, page 14, §6.5 Envelope response handling

If the execution of the applet should be suspended, or not, after issuing a post command?

· NO, as defined in Section 6.5

23.
Class ViewHandler, Method findTLV()

After an unsuccessful call to findTLV, shall a TLV be selected? 

· No as stated today.

So other issues were raised during the meeting.

24.
ToolkitConstant interface

The BER-TLB BTAG_SMS_PP_DOWNWLOAD is wrong worded.

· Add the definition of the BTAG_SMS_PP_DOWNLOAD (see CR).

25. Figures 1 and 2 are not clear enough

· G&D will provide a proposal for next meeting 

26.
The meeting discussed the handling of Chained SMS, it was clarified that this is not possible today as the length of the system handler is limited to 255.

27.
Some editorials comments were made, and incorporated in the CR.

· §4.1 Toolkit Handler: this is handling the availability of the system handler and the toolkit protocol (i.e. toolkit applet suspension).

· §6.2 A toolkit applet can be activated upon the reception of a short message.

· §6.2 The SIM Toolkit Framework shall :
- update the  EFsms file with the data received, it is then up to the receiving toolkit applet to change the SMS stored in the file (i.e. the toolkit applet need to have access to the EFsms file)

· §6.5 To allow a toolkit applet to answer to some specific events (e.g. EVENT_CALL_CONTROL_BY_SIM) the SIM Toolkit Framework shall provide the sim.toolkit.ViewHandler.EditHandler.EnvelopeResponseHandler. 

· Figure 2: is referring to GSMxx.yy  for the loading mechanism. this will be changed to GSM03.48.

A Change Request is edited by 03.19 Rapporteur (Christian Dietrich) and will be send to the list.

5.2 Change Requests

Change Request from Schlumberger T3a00004. Discussion, The reason for this change is to let the SIM Toolkit applets use the features defined in the release 99 of the referenced specifications. Changes are: constants (from GSM 11.11), constants, events and ME Profile Class (from GSM 11.14, especially Bearer Independent) two new methods (from 03.48). Few changes:

· “Value to retrieve” is replaced by “

· proposal to replace the getByte method by a copy method in order to be able to copy more than one byte

· editorial comments

Additions to the document:

· 11.14 issues:

· new events are added to the core specification including LANGUAGE_SELECTION, BROWSER_TERMINATION, DATA_AVAILABLE, CHANNEL_STATUS

· Bearer Independent inclusion

· Handling of SMS Data Download

· 03.48 issues: issues are listed in the CR

AP: CR to 11.14 (Paul Jolivet - DoCoMo Europe) to resolve the inconsistency between 12.56 and 12.7 about the number of channels, channel 0 is to be deleted

AP: (Pascal Dumas - Gemplus) check in TIA 136 about the use of the reserved tags

Question to be raised in T3:

· for Operators about the need for a maximum number of channels handled by an applet and the use of the CBMID range

· about the use of Text String User Password, Other Address, URL Data Destination Address

The new version of this document is T3a00013.

T3a00012 is a CR for R98 version of the GSM 03.19.

Discussion about the versioning of the specifications and potential evolution of R98. The problem identified is that the specification and export files are associated to releases. The problem is to have at the same time several releases active and for instance CR top Release 98 correcting features that are currently in R99 of Export Files.

The agreed requirement is that a R98 applet should run above R98 and R99 cards; a R99 applet should run above a R99 card and a R98 card (if converted with R98 Export Files).

The meeting agreed to add a third digit in the versioning referenced in 03.19 as done within JavaCard Forum. The rules are:

· the API is backward compatible with the major version

· the minor version identifies the releases

· the sub-minor versions identifies different versions of the API, this reference willnot appear in the Export Files

The status today is as follows:

	03.19 version
	Major
	Minor
	Instead of

	7.0.0
	1.
	0
	

	7.1.0
	2.
	0.0
	

	7.2.0
	2.
	0.1
	2.1

	7.3.0
	2.
	0.2
	2.2

	8.0.0
	2.
	1.0
	-


A CR is to be done about this issue.

5.3
References to JavaCard

A new discussion about the references in the standards is initiated. Regarding the JavaCard Reference, there are already different references in the specification including that these specification are an “extension of JavaCard” and that the card shall comply with the JavaCard VM architecture”. Even though some attendees are declaring that this does not imply a full JavaCard implementation, Sun claims it should have been clear enough. However it appeared during the Testing API ad hocs that it is not the case. Schlumberger and SUN underlines that the full JavaCard was the meaning of the people who wrote the specification.

That is the reason why SUN proposes a CR (Tdoc T3a00002) to reference explicitly the full JavaCard 2.1 specification. SUN insisted on the fact that this CR aim is a technical issue of interoperability. Only such clear reference would allow real interoperability tests assertions in the Testing Specification.

MicroElectronica Espanola estimates that the specification are clear enough as they are currently and opposed to the CR. They underlined that they also are interested in interoperability but not at the cost of SUN’s rules. This paper will be presented by SUN to next T3 with minor changes (G&D asked to be removed of the source list and Bull to be added). The CR is for R98 and following, new version is document T3a00007.

6
New APIs based on GSM 02.19

6.1 Multos API

No presentation and specific discussion during this meeting because even if the work item is approved no input was presented.

Microelectronica Espanola remarked regarding the Tdoc T3-000357 that most of the documents are still not publicly available. It should be the case before working on the Multos API. The understanding of having a publicly available document is to have a document allowing an implementation. No other comment.

7 Enhancements to GSM 03.48

No specific discussion. See table in paragraph 3.

8 Proposal for further API work

8.2 Microsoft Windows for Smart Cards APIs

Microsoft presented Windows for Smart Cards. The slide document is T3a000xx. Their platform is supporting RSA and Triple DES. On the Toolkit side, Microsoft proposes a card simulator and an editor within a PC based on the common MS interface. The license will only be paid by Smart Card manufacturers

Gemplus underlines that logical channels are not supported with the ISO way. Microsoft mention that it will be part of next version.

Microsoft is willing to standardise API with 3GPP. It is mentioned that implementing a JavaCard VM above Windows for Smart Card is technically feasible. The byte code would not be a JavaCard byte code but the source would be JavaCard. Full documents will be available as soon as it is clear what is needed but at this stage, Microsoft decision is to publish at least the equivalent documentation that Sun has been publishing for GSM 03.19.

8.3 USAT APIs

No input paper.

9 Any other business

-

10
Meeting Plan

Next meeting will be organised as a splinter group of next T3. One more day is to be added to next T3 Testing API meeting in order to deal in parallel with T3 API and Testing API issues.

The following Java API testing ad hocs are currently scheduled:

	Meeting
	Date
	Host
	Location

	T3 ad hoc #xx on
"Java API testing"
	28 - 30 November, 2000
	G&D
	Munich, DE

	T3 ad hoc #xx on
"Java API testing"
	9 - 11 Jan, 2000
	ETSI
	Nice, FR


It was noted that the following T3 and SCP meeting were also planned:

	Meeting
	Date
	Host
	Location

	T3 ad hoc #xx on
"CPHS work item"
	30 October 2000
	One2One
	London, GB

	T3 ad hoc #xx on
"SIM Toolkit Interpreter"
	2 - 3 November 2000
	Across Wireless
	Stockholm, SE

	T3 #16
	13 - 15 November 2000
	Samsung, Ericsson Korea & Nokia Korea
	Seoul, KR

	EP SCP #3
	15 - 17 November 2000
	Samsung, Ericsson Korea & Nokia Korea
	Seoul, KR


An on-line schedule of all T3 meetings (in fact, includes all ETSI and 3GPP meetings) can be found at the following location: http://webapp.etsi.org/meetingcalendar/QueryForm.asp. For example, specify 3GPP TSG‑T WG3 as the group and enable the "include subgroups" option to find all T3 meeting.

10
Closing of the meeting

The meeting was closed at 17:00 and the chairman thanked the delegates for their attendance and contributions.
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	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Status

	T3a00001
	Agenda for meeting #1
	Chairman
	agreed

	T3a00002
	CR Proposal for Clarification of JavaCard status
	Sun Microsystems
	revised, see T3a00007

	T3a00003
	Draft report t3 ad hoc #16
	T3 ad hoc secretary
	discussed

	T3a00004
	CR Proposal (CR0319_Axxx upgrade R99)
	Schlumberger
	revised, see T3a00013

	T3a00005
	T3-000357 Multos APIs
	T3 document
	discussed

	T3a00006
	Windows for Smart Cards Overview for T3 API SWG
	Microsoft
	discussed

	T3a00007
	CR Proposal for Clarification of JavaCard status
	Sun Microsystems
	discussed

	T3a00008
	GSM 02.19 v7.1.0
	Chairman
	discussed

	T3a00009
	GSM 02.48 v8.0.0
	Chairman
	discussed

	T3a00010
	GSM 03.19 v7.1.0
	Chairman
	discussed

	T3a00011
	GSM 03.48 v8.3.0
	Chairman
	discussed

	T3a00012
	CR Proposal on GSM 03.19 R98
	Rapporteur
	agreed ???????????

	T3a00013
	CR Proposal on GSM 03.19 R99
	T3 API SWG
	agreed ???????????

	T3a00014
	
	
	

	T3a00015
	
	
	


ANNEX C
E-mail discussion group

Information and discussion about this work item is done via the ETSI email list server. The discussion group to be used is: 3gpp_tsg_t_wg3_api. To subscribe to this email group or to view the archives, go to:


http://list.3gpp.org/3gpp_tsg_t_wg3_api.html
Annex D
Action Items and Identified open issues

Annex D.1
Open issues relating to GSM 03.19 (coming from T3 Testing API ad hoc #16)

1.
Class sim.toolkit.ProactiveHandler, Method send()

Why does the method send() not throw the exception sim.toolkit.ToolkitException, reason code UNAVAILABLE_ELEMENT when the buffer is empty (nothing to send) after a clear of the ProactiveHandler?

2.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method seek()

Why is the reason code OUT_OF_RECORD_BOUNDARIES for sim.access.SIMViewException listed as a possible exception reason code? The exception java.lang.ArrayIndexOutOfBoundsException should be enough. Or is this because pattLength is checked?

3.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method status()

Why does the method status() not throw java.lang.ArrayIndexOutOfBoundsException?

4.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method select()

Why does the method select() not throw java.lang.ArrayIndexOutOfBoundsException?

5.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Methods readRecord() and updateRecord()

If the currently selected EF is linear fixed and the access mode is REC_ACC_MODE_NEXT and the current record pointer is set to the last record, should SIMViewException, reason code RECORD_NUMBER_NOT_AVAILABLE, be thrown?

6.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Methods readRecord() and updateRecord()

If the currently selected EF is linear fixed and the access mode is REC_ACC_MODE_PREVIOUS and the current record pointer is set to the first record, should SIMViewException, reason code RECORD_NUMBER_NOT_AVAILABLE, be thrown?

7.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method seek()

If mode is SEEK_FROM_NEXT_FORWARD and the record pointer is at the last record, should SIMViewException, reason code PATTERN_NOT_FOUND, be thrown?

8.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method seek()

If mode is SEEK_FROM_PREVIOUS_BACKWARD and the record pointer is at the first record, should SIMViewException, reason code PATTERN_NOT_FOUND, be thrown?

9.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Method seek()

If pattLength is not between 1 and 16 inclusive, should SIMViewException, reason code OUT_OF_RECORD_BOUNDARIES, be thrown, even though the limit of 16 is not mandatory (since GSM 11.11 only describes that the SIM must be able to accept a value up to 16 bytes, but not forbidding a longer value)?

10.
Specification 03.19, page 11, EVENT_MENU_SELECTION

The use of the word „automatically“ here, and elsewhere in the specification, should be rethought, as it is unclear / misleading. Should this word be replaced with another term that clarifies what is meant?

13. Class sim.toolkit.ToolkitRegistry, Methods clearEvent() and setEvent()

An exception should be thrown if a clearEvent is performed on a proprietary defined event.

14. Class sim.toolkit.ProactiveHandler, Method send()

If the first byte of Result TLV is empty (Terminal Response to send method), which will be the behaviour?

13.
Class sim.toolkit.ProactiveResponseHandler, Method copyTextString()

If the dstOffset + textlength > dstBuffer.length it is not clear the behaviour of the method. There are two possibilities:

1) Throw an exception.

2) Copy only the exact size of the dstBuffer.length.

Which possibility is correct here?

14.
Class sim.access.SimViewException, Field INVALID_MODE

The description of the INVALID_MODE exception should not read “is not supported”, but rather “is not defined”.

16. Class sim.toolkit.EnvelopeResponseHandler, Method post()

Can we modify handler after the call to post?

16.
Class sim.toolkit.EnvelopeResponseHandler, Method post()

The word “prepare” in the method’s description allows two interpretations: 

1) Send the prepared data immediately after the call to the post method 

2) Send the prepared data when the application sends the proactive command or the ProcessToolkit finish

Which meaning does “prepare” have here?

17.
Class sim.toolkit.ToolkitRegistry, Methods enableMenuEntry(), disableMenuEntry() and changeMenuEntry()

What should be the behaviour of the SIM after calling enableMenuEntry(), disableMenuEntry() and changeMenuEntry()? When should a SETUP MENU proactive command be issued after one of these methods are called?

When using the method changeMenuEntry and helpSupported is reset (to 0), should the applet register to the EVENT_MENU_SELECTION_HELP_REQUEST event?

18.
Class sim. toolkit.ToolkitRegistry, Method getEntry()

The specification should have an explanation of when the ToolkitException is thrown with reason code REGISTRY_ERROR.

19.
Interface sim.toolkit.ToolkitConstants, Field EVENT_STATUS_COMMAND

Value should be “19”, not “127”.

20.
Class sim.toolkit.ToolkitRegistry, Method setEvent()

Although it makes sense to throw the ToolkitException with reason code EVENT_ALREADY_REGISTERED for two or more applets, but does it make sense to throw it for only one applet?

21.
Class sim.toolkit.ToolkitRegistry, Method setEventList()

Why is the operation setEventList() not atomic? When it is not atomic, this opens too many problems.

22.
Interface sim.access.SIMView, Field FID_DF_Graphics

Why is the name of this field, which is a static final constant, not “FID_DF_GRAPHICS”.

21.
Class EnvelopeResponseHandler, Method post()

Question from Eric: links between SP12 and the posted response.

22.
Specification 03.19, page 14, §6.5 Envelope response handling

If the execution of the applet should be suspended, or not, after issuing a post command?

23.
Class ViewHandler, Method findTLV()

After an unsuccessful call to findTLV, shall a TLV be selected? 

6
8

