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1. EF Changes via OTA Update or USAT (based on #495)

The splinter group reviewed the initial CR. All EFs in the table in Annex A without an entry in the column ‘Change Advised’ been visited and an appropriate entry has been added. 

The splinter group agreed to present the revised version to the plenary for approval. Document T3-010564 contains the revised CR for REL-5.

During the discussion of the CR the issue of the proper operation of  the REFRESH command, particularly the File Change Notification option,  has been brought up by an operator. It has been concluded by the splinter group that the 31.102 is not the appropriate place for specifying implementation details of this command. Rather it has been considered as a demand to terminal manufacturers to meet this requirement.

2. Global Phonebook Indication (based on #486)

The splinter group reviewed the discussion paper. During the discussion of introducing an indication (new bit/service) in the UST two things have been pointed out:

· there are already implementations of USIM/UICC and terminals using the global phonebook based on existing specifications

· in case of a multi-application card, when there are several USIMs on a UICC sharing a global phonebook, the deletion of the phonebook would require that every UST in each USIM would have to be updated.

The splinter group agreed to add a note to the USIM specification (TS 31.102) to make the reader aware of the situation that there is no explicit indication of the presence of a global phonebook and that a terminal has to scan for the presence of 

This note goes into section 4.4.2 of TS 31.102 and is included in the revised version of the General Corretions CR to 31.102 (Tdoc T3-010563 for the REL-4 CR).

3. General Corrections to 31.102 (based on #507)

During the review of the proposed CR the following topics have been agreed:

· replacement of ‘XX’ by ‘YY’ as proposed

· change of the update activity as proposed

· introduction of a note on the detection of a global phonebook (as described above)

A more extensive discussion took place when reviewing section 6.4. ‘User verification and file access conditions’. The following changes have been agreed for a REL-4 CR:

· The first paragraph has been modified to clarify that only the Universal PIN has mandatorily to be associated with a usage qualifier. All other key references may have an associated usage qualifier.

· The first bullet point has been modified to not explicitly state the values ’01’ and ‘81’ as key reference values. As multiple USIMs can use different key references the text has been changed to generically specify that a global and a local pin reference shall be used.

· The proposed change in the second bullet point has been reworded to make the statement more cleare.

· Section 7.4 shall be deleted as the explicit statement of key references ‘01’ and ‘81’ introduces restrictions to REL-4.

A revised version of document T3-010507 comprising the above changes as a CR to 31.102 REL-4 can be found in document T3-010563.

If a R99 CR can be identical or requires some changes concerning the modifications on section 6.4 (PIN issues) is depending on the outcome of the discussion requested below.

The splinter group agreed to raise the following issue in the plenary: 

What are exactly the features and properties of a R99 UICC/USIM and a R99 terminal, respectively, with regard to PIN issues? The same question applies to REL-4 devices (UICC/USIM, terminal).

Obviously there is some uncertainty at several delegates which features are to be supported, so that in any case backwards compatibility between R99 and REL-4 can be achieved. This is also related to the question what release specifies a ‘single verification capable UICC’ and ‘multi verification capable UICC’ (e.g. support of different global key reference values).

The splinter group assumes that all these issues are well defined but spread over several documents. Thus it is proposed to elaborate a compilation of all this issues to clearly state which features have to be supported by the respective devices (UICC/USIM, terminal) of different releases.

4. Identity for IP Multimedia Subsystem (based on #492)

The presented  CR introduces the changes into the USIM. This has been based on requirements in TS 22.228 and TS 24.2228. It has been pointed out that in several documents being presented in plenary also the ISIM as a own application has been mentioned.

As this is a REL-5 feature, the splinter group agreed to postpone this CR to the next T3 meeting #21. The meantime shall be utilised to gather more information on the issue of IMS identifiers and ISIM in order to introduce changes which might have to be corrected shortly afterwards.

Thus T3-010565 contains a draft LS to S1, S3, T2, S2 asking for more information on IMS identifiers and ISIM, also proposing a joint meeting on this matter.

5. Clarification of EF_EXT1 (based on #488 and #537)

Document T3-010537 is a CR to 51.011, being a revised version of the original CR in T3-010488 reflecting the previous discussion in the plenary.

The splinter group proposes that an identical CR to TS 31.102 REL-5 shall be approved.

Note for the author of the CR:

There is a typo in summary of change ‘length’.

6. Definition of FDN, BDN sharing between a USIM and GSM application (based on #533)

During the discussion of the conditions and the resulting requirements, it has been questioned if this CR is needed at all.

The argument has been that the mechanisms for FDN and BDN are well-defined in the respective GSM and 3G specifications. It is dependant on the configuration of a combined SIM-USIM card, if changes on the status of the service in one application shall take effect in the other application.

Thus the recommendation of the splinter group is to in 31.900 a statement that enabling/disabling of services can be shared, i.e. if the status of a service is changed in one application it becomes effective also in the linked application. An example, e.g. FDN / BDN, can be added.

7. EF_OCT / ICT (not part of the splinter group discussion !!)

Concerns have been risen by a delegate about the CR on EF_ICT, EF_OCT from the last T3 meeting. The following sentence has been added to the EF definitions by the CR: 

‘This file should have only one entry’.

Now as this is a cyclic EF the concern was related to the question if there can be difficulties of applying the INCREASE command to a cyclic EF containing only one record.

Editor’s Note:

From my point of view, this does not cause a problem. The INCREASE always works on the last increased/updated record and stores the result in the oldest record. If only one record is available the storage of the result will always be performed in this record

Any comment for clarification welcome.

