	
	Opening of the meeting : 09:05
	

	
	Introduction by Enric of behalf of EF3.
	

	
	
	

	
	Roll call of delegates. Apologies of absence received from Sebastian Hans, Sun Microsystems.
	

	C6-090202
	No comments
	Noted

	C6-090201
	---------->
	Revised into C6-090279

	C6-090279
	---------->
	Revised into C6-090297

	C6-090297
	---------->
	Approved

	
	
	

	
	Organizational matters
	

	
	
	

	
	Status report
	

	C6-090295
	This is the report of the ad-hoc on LTE testing. The outcome change request has container for two test cases that will be contributed separately at CT6#52 as company contributions. The outcome is found in C6-090205 (revised in C6-090234) and C6-090206
	Noted

	
	
	

	
	Liaison statements
	

	C6-090281
	This LS results from a discussion in CT1 confirming the need for storage of eCall-related data in the USIM. CT1 requests CT6 to perform the necessary changes.
Qualcomm reminds the delegates that the eCall feature enables locking a terminal for emergency calls only. Qualcomm have a related contribution in C6-090292 and Infineon Technologies add that they also have a contribution on the topic in C6-090277. Nokia wonder about the need to store this information in two places in the end as pre-Rel-8 cards will not provide this information. T-Mobile state that this information is operator-specific and therefore belongs in the UICC. Gemalto believe that there are security issues at stake here and that storage in the USIM is needed and justified.
A reply will be prepared in C6-090298
	OPEN

	C6-090285
	This document from SA1 clarifies that the H(e)NB equipment belongs to the MNO. No action required from CT6.
	Noted

	C6-090286
	T-Mobile ask if a standard USIM is to be used or any smartcard application. The smart card manufacturers believe a standard USIM would be used. T-Mobile wonder if a new specification will be needed at CT6 level. It is too early to determine this.
	Noted

	C6-090287
	This is the reply to the LS about the CT6 concerns about security. It is confirmed that one single list in Rel-8 and and additional operator list is introduced in Rel-9. Sagem Orga have a contribution in C6-090225 about introduction of the operator CSG list. Gemalto point out that the mechanism in place for Rel-8 is weak and that the information stored in the file cannot be trusted due to loose permissions (for example, billing information could be modified by the user). A LS will be prepared if the action is fulfilled by CT6.
	Noted

	C6-090289
	Nokia believe that there will be issues resulting from this situation.
	Noted

	C6-090288
	This is for information only and this is a Rel-10 topic. The acting Chairman invites the delegates to look into the document in case some of the aspects impact the USIM
T-Mobile wonder about the reasons why SA1 carefully avoid using the acronym "M2M"

	Noted

	C6-090280
	3GPP2 request a DF to be allocated for them in DF_TELECOM. Nokia wonder if this is really 3GPP2-specific or if the USIM will use those files as well. The files would be PIN protected and therefore accessible from the USIM in a multimode terminal. Qualcomm believe that it could occur in the future. Nokia are worried about the structure of those files and the fact that this structure may require additional software to be developed in 3GPP terminals for this. Qualcomm have a related contribution in C6-090291.
	OPEN

	C6-090284
	OMA BCAST provides the approved SPCP specification for information. There are no comments
	Noted

	C6-090282
	-------> discussed with C6-090283
	Noted

	C6-090283
	There are no comments on the LS itself. The Chairman notes that there are two approaches to deal with the CT requirements. Nokia note that the approach with a CR against each specification's reference section is now proposed with the latest version of the SCP specifications targeted. Nokia are worried that some versions may systematically be impacted by addition of features not related with 3GPP.
The Chairman would like to enter the discussions

Vodafone mention that though CT is requesting a version-based referencing, they still disagree with the principle. Orange share this position, as well as TIM, Comprion, Sagem Orga. Comprion add that this requests introduces more problems than it could solve.
Sagem Orga present the alternate proposal which is to use a another spec as a container for all references to external specifications. Nokia believe that it would be as easy to work on the core specifications directly. 

France Telecom believe that cleaner drafting of TS 102 221 changes would make it clear that additional features are optional and therefore not automatically imported.

Gemalto wonder if Nokia could accept referencing the latest version of TS 102 221 provided the necessary exclusion would be indicated in TS 31.101.

Telecom Italia believe the approach of a separate TS would be confusing for a reader. T-Mobile believe that this approach is simpler and so do Qualcomm. Nokia have a concern with listing all the exceptions. The acting Chairman states that CT6 should make sure that references are used to include features and that it should not be needed to write exclusions.
The Chairman enquires about any objection against the principle of an external TS. There are no objections and the principle of this solution (a TS listing references only) is chosen.
	OPEN

	
	Elections:
- Mr. Heiko Kruse only candidate for the position of Vice-Chair. Elected by acclamation.

- Mr. Paul Jolivet and Mr. Davide Pratone only candidates for the position of vice-chair.
As a result, the documents containing the application letters for the newly elected officials are noted
	

	C6-090212
	---------->
	Noted

	C6-090272
	---------->
	Noted

	C6-090294
	---------->
	Noted

	
	Day 1
	

	C6-090213
	Nokia mention that if the paragraph had been restricted to the reference to TS 24.301, there would be no text to correct. Nokia warn against duplication of text leading to that kind of misalignment. Sagem Orga agree to revise the text and follow the Nokia-promoted approach.
The document is edited online.

T-Mobile believe that the expression inserted is unnecessary.
	Revised into C6-090301

	C6-090301
	---------->
	Agreed

	C6-090224
	Sagem Orga do not see the problem in the original document as the length can already be coded on one or three bytes. T-Mobile believe that the change is needed.
Qualcomm notes that this kind of confusion would note occur with the use of ASN.1
	OPEN

	C6-090225
	This is the introduction of the operator-controlled CSG list. Qualcomm comment that the name should be "Operator CSG list" instead of "Operator-controlled CSG list". Infineon comment that the UST is PIN protected and that in this respect, the READ access condition set to always is a bit strange.
	Revised into C6-090302

	C6-090302
	on hold (see below)
	OPEN

	C6-090228
	Nokia wonder why there is a need to define this here. Nokia believe that the reference should be removed. Giesecke & Devrient clarify that the aim is to reserve the file ID. Sagem Orga point out that the table of files should be updated as well.
	Revised into C6-090303

	C6-090229
	---------->
	Withdrawn

	C6-090277
	Qualcomm suggest to postpone the discussion on this change request so that they have the opportunity to combine and merge this document and their contribution in C6-090292.
	Revised into C6-090305

	C6-090290
	----------->
	Superseded in C6-090292

	C6-090292
	Nokia state that if eCall only is supported, then FDN is to be used. A mixed mode terminal has to use SDN.
	Revised into C6-090305

	
	Day 2
	

	C6-090224
	----------->
	Revised into C6-090306

	C6-090278
	----------->
	Superseded in C6-090291

	C6-090291
	This document is related to the 3GPP2 liaison statement received in C6-090280. Giesecke & Devrient believe that there should also be an addition in section 4.6. It is pointed out that the change request is not based on the latest version of the specification. Nokia have concerns about XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX.
	Revised into C6-090307

	C6-090293
	The Chairman wonders if this correction should be rolled back to earlier releases (back to R99) as well. Nokia wonder why this is needed only for Rel-8 as well but also point out that the industry has been living with this for 10 years. France Telecom wonder if this should really be a Cat. F change request. Gemalto propose to have this as Rel-9 in a note but consider that TS 31.102 is . Nokia believe that the text as it is should be fine.
	Withdrawn

	C6-090276
	Nokia does not see the reason why this feature is proposed as this is supposed to be the default case that when a subscriber is under coverage of a HomeNB cell, it would get access. Gemalto reply that the CSG can only be accessed if the CSG ID is part of of the allowed CSG list. Gemalto expects the list of available CSG to come in descending priority order. ST Ericsson point out that there is no requirement for priority order and that SA1 should be the location where this should be discussed if really requested. Nokia add that having the list, whatever the order, is what matters. After further checks, Gemalto acknowledge that there is no notion of priority defined and agree to remove this part from the change request. Nokia believe that this feature should be allocated a letter class as they believe that it will not be needed to support this in all terminals (Nokia mentioned that if this is not a letter class, it will be automatically part of the conformance testing). Nokia will object against this change request if it is not made a letter class. They alternatively propose to postpone the document in order to have more time to study the proposal technical approach 
	Revised into C6-090308

	C6-090308
	-----------> (see below)
	Postponed

	C6-090209
	There are concerns that a note in the source code is actually not solving the problem. Giesecke & Devrient explain that this is a Rel-6 change request and that they took the decision to have only a note in order to preserve the existing implementations. The Chairman expresses worries about having a change request that does not bring a guarantee that the problem is solved for future implementations. The decision is made to consult the TS 31.130 rapporteur on the topic.
	Revised into C6-090328

	C6-090210
	----------->
	Revised into C6-090329

	C6-090211
	----------->
	Revised into C6-090330

	C6-090302
	The document is presented as draft and has been updated in line with the comments collected. Further changes are performed during an online editing session, with a view to have a proper alignment with the SA1 terms.  (see below)
	OPEN

	C6-090303
	Giesecke & Devrient confirm that the files could be used by 3GPP. The Chairman notes that this change request is presented as an editorial correction which cannot be accepted against Rel-7 anymore. Giesecke & Devrient clarify that the aim is to prevent allocation of a file with a similar file ID. Since this cannot be done in frozen releases, it is considered that this change request could be applied to Rel-9 only and solve the issue.
	Revised into C6-090304

	C6-090306
	updated with comments received. Wrong WI code
	Revised into C6-090309

	C6-090166
	----------->
	Superseded in C6-090207

	C6-090208
	There is a coding issue in sequence B which is fixed. No comments on the change request.
	Agreed

	C6-090236
	In section 5.1.8.4.2, Nokia ask if the change of the IMSI means that the GUTI is changed by the Terminal. This is confirmed by Comprion. No other comments are raised.
	Agreed

	C6-090166
	----------->
	Superseded in C6-090235

	C6-090235
	Gemalto agree with Nokia that the icon support could be made on a per-command basis but disagree with the approach to have modifications in the test specification without having a clarification in the core specification first. Comprion have the feeling that the interpretation that support of icons could be on a per-command basis is already possible with the core specification. The question is then about which release of the core specification should be targeted. The decision is made to have the clarification in Rel-9 in TS 31.111 with icon support being seen as on a per-command basis in the test specifications. Nokia point out that section 6.5.4 has been missing in the core specification since the split defining USAT and CAT. Telecom Italia reply that the text made its way into ETSI TS 102 223 which is referenced from section 6.5. The decision is to have a modification in the core specification from Rel-4 onwards in documents C6-090311 to C6-090315
	Revised into C6-090310

	C6-090223
	----------->
	Revised into C6-090316

	C6-090232
	No comments
	Agreed

	C6-090207
	The cover sheet has updated in order to remove references to TS 102 223 and have only mentions to TS 31.111. No other comments.
	Revised into C6-090317

	C6-090317
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090227
	Not presented as the issue of icon applicability had already been addressed
	Noted

	C6-090230
	A small editorial is spotted in test sequence 1.9
	Revised into C6-090318

	C6-090318
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090231
	There are no objections against this change request
	Agreed

	C6-090233
	Is the companion CR to C6-090232. No comments
	Agreed

	C6-090205
	----------->
	Superseded in C6-090234

	C6-090234
	Nokia do no understand why all the combinations have to be tested. Gemalto and Comprion believe that all tests are useful.
	Agreed

	C6-090206
	An editorial needs to be fixed on the cover sheet
	Revised into C6-090320

	C6-090320
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090226
	RIM : question about 2 minutes timer
Nokia point out that a terminal straight out of the factory will not have any CSG list stored in non volatile memory. Comprion point out that the manual CSG selection has to be used to populate the terminal-stored CSG list in a learning phase. According to Comprion a terminal in automatic mode will resort to using the manual CSG selection and clarify that this will not impact the network attachment on a normal, non-CSG cell.
An editorial is found and will need to be fixed.
	Revised into C6-090321

	C6-090321
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090237
	Nokia believe that there are assumptions in this document that should not be there.
	Revised into C6-090322

	
	PTCRB feedback!!
*

Comprion point out that with the change requests agreed at this meeting, the request by PTCRB and PVG to address testability of USAT features in reduced-capability terminals. Comprion then suggest to send a liaison statement is sent to notify PTCRB and PVG

A liaison statement will be drafted in C6-090319.
	

	C6-090319
	the document is presented as draft and there are no comments
	Agreed

	C6-090304
	No further comments
	Agreed

	C6-090309
	No further comments
	Agreed

	C6-090307
	This is presented as draft. The document is finalized online.
	Agreed

	
	Discussion about references:
the decision is to report to CT about the principle chosen, which is to have a single specification referencing external specifications used in CT6.

Comprion are worried that the situation might be complex for the test specifications.
It is agreed that the latest version of ETSI specifications will be used for the creation of the document and that CRs will be created to indicate any exceptions needed if any. This report to CT would be made in the CT6 Chairman's report to CT.

The decision is to postpone
	

	C6-090296
	Action 51/03: no feedback received. A CR against TS 31.121 will be contributed in C6-090323
	Revised into C6-090324

	C6-090324
	----------->
	Noted

	
	Day 3
	

	C6-090325
	This is the updated LTE testing WID, presented as draft. New features in the core specification are listed as a justification for the update of scope and time schedule. The document was updated online and the support of companies reconfirmed with the companies represented at the meeting (NTT DOCOMO and NEC mention removed due to absence). The document is finalized
	Agreed

	C6-090302
	Access condition is changed from ALWAYS to PIN for consistency. Nokia are worried that the file format is not appropriate (TLV objects encapsulated in transparent file). Nokia have a concern with the READ access condition to be changed to PIN as this basically prevents the Terminal to try and optimize network selection before the PIN is entered by the user. However T-Mobile believe that other PIN-protected files are anyway needed to perform network selection according to standard procedures. Nokia mention that a lot of effort is put on speeding up the network attachment on power-up of the Terminal and that it is not a good idea to have such decisions that do not enable such mechanisms, even if non-standardized.
It is pointed out that th
	Postponed

	C6-090308
	The document has been updated according to comments collected. Nokia insist on having this change request as a letter class and would like the document to be postponed. Gemalto and Research in Motion point out that even if the feature is not made a letter class, it can still be optional as the support is mentioned in section 6.4.15 as required only if indicated in the Terminal Profile. France Telecom mention that letter classes have been defined for features requiring additional hardware in the terminal and this is not the case here. The decision is made to postpone the document and to report about the issue in the Chairman's report to CT.
	Postponed

	C6-090300
	The document is presented as draft. The structure of the TERMINAL PROFILE is corrected and the document is finalized online with the addition of the "consequences if not approved" on the cover sheet. No further comments
	Agreed

	C6-090311
	Editorials to the cover sheet are corrected. No additional comments
	Revised into C6-090327

	C6-090327
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090322
	This document has been updated according to comments in order to only reference to TS 22.011 and not specify Terminal behaviour in the test spec. No further comments
	Agreed

	C6-090323
	Research in Motion believe that the robustness of the test case needs to be enhanced. Nokia believe that there are other locations where IMSI paging is tested. The feeling of the delegates is that the issue is complex and the proposal of the Chairman is to postpone the document.
	Postponed

	C6-090331
	This is presented as draft. Nokia do not want the option to be able to udate or load a new USIM application on the UICC to be ruled out in the liaison statement, warning that it would otherwise be understood in SA3 that other options than the UICC have to be studied for the use-cases where subscription details have to be updated in the field.
The document is edited online and finalized.
	Agreed

	C6-090328
	Work item code missing
	Revised into C6-090332

	C6-090329
	Work item code missing
	Revised into C6-090333

	C6-090330
	Work item code missing
	Revised into C6-090334

	C6-090332
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090333
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090334
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090310
	There are no objections.
	Agreed

	C6-090316
	Companion to C6-090310.
	Agreed

	C6-090312
	error on cover sheet, missing clauses in the "clauses affected" box
	Revised into C6-090335

	C6-090335
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090313
	error on cover sheet, missing clauses in the "clauses affected" box
	Revised into C6-090336

	C6-090336
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090314
	error on cover sheet, missing clauses in the "clauses affected" box
	Revised into C6-090337

	C6-090337
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090315
	----------->
	Agreed

	C6-090326
	Gemalto wonder why the existing files are deleted. Sagem Orga clarify that the files are actually re-used but located under a DF. Sagem Orga confirm that the file format is not changed. There are inconsistent interpretations of the requirements and Gemalto feel that the requirements need to be clarified.
	Postponed

	C6-090305
	This is presented as draft.There is a concern about using the EST only. T-Mobile believe that there is at least an alternative approach to be investigated before coming to an agreement on the technical solution. T-Mobile would therefore propose to postpone the change request to the next meeting. The document is finalized online.
	Agreed.

	C6-090298
	is presented as draft and finalized. It is noted that CT1 will not meet again before the upcoming CT Plenary and the decision is then made to for
	Agreed

	C6-090299
	presented as draft and edited online
	Agreed

	
	
	

	C6-090338
	Meetings schedule
	Noted

	
	
	

	
	Review of WI progress
LTE raised to 90%

No progress on most of the other work items. The Chairman invites companies to contribute on the topics that are stalled.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	End of the meeting –
	


