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Executive Summary

The Joint ad-hoc meeting was held in Cork, Ireland on 2-5 April 2002. The meeting was kindly hosted by Motorola.

As it was the last meeting of the Joint GUP ad-hoc, the group concentrated their efforts on developing output for SA2 and other Working Groups that summarised the GUP concept and what the Joint ad-hoc had achieved to date. 

On the 3rd (10.45-17.30) there was a joint session with SA5 SWG-A on Subscription Management (in the Joint GUP Ad-hoc room). As a result of the meeting, it was agreed that a “pilot” project to test the GUP concept and DDF would be developed and implemented jointly by T2GUP and SA5.
See agenda item 17 for output documents.

The group thanked the chairman for all her hard work and the ad-hoc was disbanded at the end of the meeting. All outputs were to be sent to SA2. 

1 Opening of the meeting and call for IPRs
The Chairman, Dr Gunilla Bratt (Ericsson) opened the meeting and made a call for IPR.

2 Approval of the agenda
	UP-020033
	Agenda, draft2
	Chairman
	AGREED


The Chairman explained the comments on the top of the agenda regarding the Joint meetings with SA5. The intention of holding the Joint GUP ad-hoc meeting in Cork was to proceed with the Stage 2 work and the data modelling work, partly in conjunction with SA5. 

The agenda was approved without change. 

3 Identification of the meeting secretary
Nicola McGregor (NTT DoCoMo) acted as secretary for the meeting. 

4 Introduction of participants
The participants introduced themselves. Representatives included delegates from  T2, S1, S3, and T3.

5 Registration of input documents

Dave Milham commented that the Subscription Management Stage 2 document had not yet been stabilised. SA5 had not received any new contributions yet this meeting. The plan was to develop a requirements document for Release 5 and develop Stage 2 for Release 6. Hence there had been no pressure to develop the Stage 2 as of yet. 

6 Objectives of the meeting
The objectives of the meeting were to continue with some of the architectural issues that were initiated at the last meeting and, further, to discuss how to proceed with data modelling and common objects work in conjunction with SA5.

SA5 was considered a key group by the Joint GUP ad-hoc, as it was perhaps the only other group that has done data modelling within 3GPP. The support for Subscription Management (SuM) and User Equipment Management (UEM) were identified as some of the urgent issues for the GUP.

Inputs from Ericsson and Alcatel that continued on discussions initiated at the last meeting were to be examined. The issue of GUP version handling was raised, but it was suggested to be deferred to SA2.

The Chairman stated that in accordance with decisions taken at SA#15 Plenary, this would be the last GUP Joint Ad Hoc meeting. Accordingly, the outputs of this meeting will be transferred to SA2 for their review and continuation of the GUP work.
7 Reports and Letters from other groups
Nigel Barnes (Motorola) gave a brief presentation of the Draft SA#15 report (Draft_report_SA#15_v003, SA area of the 3GPP server). Nigel explained that SP-020191 (Ericsson, Siemens) on the progress of the GUP work was presented at SA#15. An outline of the decisions made at the SA Plenary was also given.  
	UP-020036
	GUP Task List, TSGS#15(02)0191
	Chairman
	NOTED


This document was presented at the SA plenary to explain the need for a cross group to initially handle the GUP work before distributing the tasks to the relevant working groups. It also drafts a list of relevant tasks.

The technical coordination was within the scope of SA2. SA2 will take responsibility for all the GUP work, which means an initial expansion of the scope of their work. SA2 will decide who will chair the group and they may create a GUP drafting group, or they may combine it with the VHE/OSA group. This group could have extra drafting sessions outside of the SA2 plenaries. 

The work would have to be moved out to the other relevant groups at some point. 

While the work was being progressed at SA2, the experts from the Joint GUP are encouraged to attend the SA2 meetings. Information would be sent out on the 3GPP-GUP list  (3GPP_GUP@LIST.ETSI.FR). TSG-TT had been asked not to approve any new versions of the GUP specifications until SA2 had had a chance to review the GUP work. Rolf (Telia AB) requested to have clarification from SA2 that the GUP work was expected to continue at SA2 for the short term.

There was concern from Ericsson and AT&T Wireless about losing momentum on the work and the SA2 Chairman had made it clear via email that GUP experts could attend the SA2 meetings on GUP. 

It was reported that the S1 chairman had stated that the Stage 1 was currently stable enough to be distributed to other groups but not to be upgraded to version 1. 

	UP-020042
	32.802, v104, UEM FS, SP-020011
	
	NOTED


This document was provided for reference only. 

	UP-020050
	(T2-020116 LS to SA5 on response to UEM Feasibility Study)
	
	NOTED


This document was an LS  sent from T2 to SA5 regarding the UEM Feasibility Study. It was to be discussed at the Joint T2SWG2 and SA5 meeting. 

This document was noted. 

8 Approval of the minutes from the previous meeting
Review of the outputs
	UP-020034
	Minutes of UP-09, Sophia Antipolis, February-02
	NTT DoCoMo
	AGREED


The document was presented briefly by the Chairman. The document was agreed with no changes.

	UP-020035
	Minutes of T2GUP#1
	NTT DoCoMo
	AGREED


The document was presented briefly by the Chairman. The document was agreed with no changes. It was agreed that the latest version of the documents should be sent to CN4 as they have adopted the GUP DDF for the Cx User Profile.

9 Subscription Management, Stage1 (32.140)


Joint with SA5 SWG-A
See also UP-020061 (Minutes from the Joint meeting) for tdocs 28, 29, 39, 40, 43, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49 (in addition to 17, 18, 41 below). 

	UP-020041
	32.140, v100, SuM Stage1, SP-020012
	
	NOTED


**NOTES TAKEN FROM JOINT GUP/SA5 MEETING***

This document was presented for information by Dave Milham (BT). The document outlined service requirements for Subscription Management. The document suggests a modified definition for "subscriber". This definition is being proposed to SA1 for addition to 21.905.   It was noted that no alternative definition for "user" was being proposed, although this had been discussed at length in SA5.

The idea behind the document was to provide standardised interfaces to the HSS to allow VASP/Customer Care access.  It was suggested that as these interfaces become more open, it would prove difficult to avoid standardization. The use of profile components was adopted from the GUP work, since that way of structuring was felt to fit the SuM approach. 

It was identified that some of the User Profile components may overlap with the SA5 Subscription Components, although the intended users of the components would differ. 

Accordingly, the views on access control and security may differ. The feasibility that the operator may not have complete access to all the data was discussed. In some cases there may only be limited number of people with access rights. Many of the security requirements for TS32.140 were taken from the GUP specification Stage 1 TS 22.240. The decision had been to simplify the requirements for Subscription management. 

There was general consensus that the 3GPP system was too narrow in scope for certain situations to identify all the data involved, particularly in the case of wireless LANs. 

There was discussion over the lack of business models to facilitate the modelling of complex supply chains. In conclusion, Dave stated that the real issue is to provide support mechanisms to deliver complex services. The document was noted. 
	UP-020017
	Comments on UP-010141 and relationship of GUP to Subscription Management  (T2-020243)
	SA5
	NOTED

	UP-020018
	LS to S5 on Comments on UP-010141 and relationship of GUP to Subscription Management  
	Ad-hoc
	Output
Response to 0017


UP-020018 was the response to UP-020017. The document was intended for distribution at SA5 Miami meeting but was not distributed there, so was made available to the co-located SA5 meeting being held at the same time as this meeting. 
The documents were presented by Bo (Ericsson). 
10 Subscription Management, Stage2



Joint with SA5 SWG-A

(Initial identification of common objects)
No input. 

11 22.240, Stage 1, implementation aspects
	UP-020037
	22.240, v050, Stage1, S1-020186
	
	Input for information

	UP-020044
	22.240, v060, Stage1, S1-020661
	Chairman
	NOTED

	UP-020052
	22.240, v060, Stage1, S1-020661 with changes
	Chairman
	NOTED


UP-020037 was presented by Nigel (Motorola), who observed that it was surprising that this document had not been updated and made available after the SA1 Saalfelden meeting. Later in the meeting the chairman found a later version of this document: UP-020044 (22.240 v060 no change bars), and derived UP 020052, from comparing UP-020044 and UP-020037, adding change bars.  

Comments from Brendan (Jinny Software) included that there was far too much information and that the project was possibly too ambitious. The administration would be hard and it might be dangerous from a privacy point of view. 
Bo (Ericsson) responded that the intention was not to store the data in one place but to handle the data in a uniform way. 
Alcatel mentioned that there were words that had not yet been defined and needed to be addressed at some point.
Bo (Ericsson) stated that we should start with particular usages of GUP and build up from there. (This suggestion was brought up again at the joint SA5/GUP meeting and led to the proposal of a GUP “pilot” project).
The documents were noted.

	UP-020032
	GUP Stage 1
	Alcatel
	NOTED


This document was presented for information. It was suggested that Alcatel submit it to the SA1 SWG GUP meeting (April 8-12). Comments included that the definition of ownership of the data was unclear. The owner could sometimes be the supplier, and sometimes the customer. In the GUP work “owner” of an object has been assumed to be the entity that has the control over the access rights for that particular object. Bo clarified that there is a need to distinguish User preferences and Service preferences. He was also concerned that the discussion didn’t always distinguish properly between the storage, the usage, and the “production” of data, i.e., the content of the components.

The document was noted.
12 23.240, SA2 Stage 2 matters
	UP-020021
	Work in Progress for the Joint GUP Ad-hoc
	Ad-hoc
	Ongoing work


This document was presented by Bo (Ericsson). 
The document was a collection of diagrams and information that had been added to the Stage 1 and Stage 2 specifications but later removed (with the exception of the GUP logical architecture diagram). Figure 4.1.2 was felt to be similar to UP-020028 (Alcatel). 
It was indicated that the GUP logical architecture gave a pictorial representation of where the GUP information could be found. 
The document was noted. 
	UP-020023
	GUP Information Model
	Ericsson
	NOTED

Updated in UP-020043

	UP-020043
	GUP Information Model, Rev. 2
	GUP Ad Hoc Group
	NOTED – to be revisited


UP-020023 was presented by Bo (Ericsson). 
There was confusion over the terms “fixed connected” and “temporary connected” profiles. Ericsson and NTT DoCoMo worked on a new version of the document, where the terms "Permanent Profile" and "Associated Profile" were used instead, and this brought greater understanding of the issue to the group. The new version was included in document UP-020043.
Ericsson suggested that these documents be added to one of the specifications, but it was not clear which specification or where in the specification. Brendan expressed concern that unless a practical application was evident, there may be some reluctance to implement the GUP, as it might be regarded as being too late and complex.  It was agreed that a "pilot" example using a real situation might illustrate the effectiveness of the GUP. Brendan commented that all a VASP really needed to know was the model number of the terminal. The model number could be cross-referenced with the VASP’s database to determine the capabilities of the terminal. The VASP did not need to obtain this information from the device directly. The chairman replied that this was an old suggestion that had been over the years repeatedly rejected due to a number of inadequacies. Alcatel did not support Brendan’s view either.

It was also agreed that the information presented in the document would not convey the practical need for GUP to other WGs. Unless the information model was simplified, people would not understand it.

The general conclusion was that a practical application should be identified in order to prove the commercial viability of the concept. Bo pointed out that ease of implementation is one of the basic requirements of the GUP work.

There was general agreement that there was a need to select particular implementations (pilot projects) for GUP to test the concept. There was a need for a simple solution that it is easy to implement.  Dave underlined that “component” was the key concept and its definition crucial.

After some debate, it was agreed that the group should stop discussions on the document and concentrate on developing a presentation that explained the GUP concept in non-technical terms to SA2 and other WGs.

UP-020023 was NOTED and UP-020043 was to be submitted as an input to SA2, as the document was not fully examined at this meeting. 

	UP-020024
	References in GUP
	Ericsson
	NOTED


This document was presented by Ericsson. 
Ericsson explained that the main aim of this work was to be able to describe a terminal in a standardized way. There were discussions over the meaning of the WAP Gateway in the diagram. It was explained that the model must allow for the fact that the MMS Service may not use the same WAP address as the WAP browser. The MMS and WAP services may share data but may not necessary have the same data. 
The proposal was to introduce a datatype that would reference another field, component or instance. The links could be within profile components, or between profile components (either to the whole profile instance, the profile component or a field within the component instance). By using components, the internal data structure could be described once, and then utilised in different ways. 
There was discussion over the definition of profile “instance” as the profile instance cannot be a full instance of the Generic User Profile. Some believed that a profile instance would always be a subset of the Generic User Profile and hence should not be named “instance”. 
As part of the discussion it was clarified that there are several levels of abstraction: the logical level the component definition, the logical level of component content, and the physical level, where both content and storage place of a component is given.

It was explained further that the model had been abstracted so that it could cover any profile, whether in an entity or as a service. The aim of the document was to come up with a simple model that could be used to describe GUP data in the 3GPP system. 

The general conclusion of the group was that the reasons and objectives of the model should be explained to SA2, without explaining the technical details of the model itself. The group also concluded that there was a need for such a telecom management system as was being suggested here. There was a need to add an explanation about the data description framework in Stage 1. This was to be proposed at the SA1 SWG GUP (8 April 2002, ETSI).  

	UP-0200xx
	Example User Profile Scenario
	Hutchinson 3G UK LTD
	NOTED

Added to UP-020060


This document was drafted by Hutchinson 3G UK in order to present a practical example of a GUP Scenario. The document was added to UP-020060 as an example annex. 

	UP-020028
	GUP Terminology and Architecture
	Alcatel
	NOTED


This document was presented by Arto (Alcatel). 
There were concerns over the use of the term “subscriber” vs. "user", as these are already defined in 21.905, and the "user" is "not part" of the 3GPP system. The definition used in UP-020028 was not considered to be the same as the definition in 21.905.
The general consensus was that the terms in the GUP work should be used as defined in 21.905 and any new terms (terms that have not yet been defined) should be proposed for addition to 21.905. There was discussion about creating a new 'entity', "company" or similar.

A question was raised on whether different charges can be incurred for different profiles but it was agreed that this was a question for SA5. 
The document was noted. It was also briefly presented in the Joint GUP Ad Hoc/SA5 meeting. 

	UP-020029
	GUP Management Model
	Alcatel
	NOTED


This document presented a high level model for the Generic User Profile. 
There were comments that any management should only be given to the subscriber (as opposed to the user). It was agreed that the issue of how the subscriber then proportions the bill was outside of the 3GPP system. 
It was added that the “subscriber” makes sense for a commercial solution but that “user” has no commercial relevance. It was suggested that the model was simplified to only three levels: "company", subscriber and user. 
The document was noted. It was also briefly presented in the Joint GUP Ad Hoc/SA5 meeting. 

	UP-020030
	GUP Data Components Model
	Alcatel
	NOTED


This document was presented by Alcatel. 
There were comments that it was not obvious what the commercial gain was from the model. The model did not provide the ability to provide any new functionality. 
Alcatel explained that there is a need to have a systematic way to describe the present 3GPP network. There were comments that there was no merit to remodel what was already there. 

There was general agreement that it was not possible to identify all the data in the network. It would take too long and is beyond the scope and expertise of the Joint GUP ad hoc. 
There were extensive discussions on the diagram. The general conclusions were that rather than trying to attempt to model all the data in the 3GPP system, there was a need to focus on proving the validity of the GUP concept, to identify real problems and to test the GUP concept as a mechanism for providing the solution to these problems. 
The document was noted. 

	UP-020031
	GUP Data Storage
	Alcatel
	NOTED


This document was presented by Alcatel. 
The general conclusions were that the documents (UP-020030 and UP-020031) were of more relevance to SA2. The models could be of benefit to the proposed pilot project. 
The document was noted. 

	UP-020038
	23.240, v040, S2 Stage2, S2-020705
	
	NOTED


This document was presented for information. It was commented that although the most important parts, the diagram(s) now found in Section 5, had been retained, it was noted with some concern that substantial amounts of the text has been removed since presentation at the S2 meeting. It was suggested that SA2 should be asked why Section 7 had been deleted and to possibly reconsider.
13 23.241, T2 Stage2, matters

	UP-020025
	23.241, Updated Annex B
	Ericsson
	Postponed

	UP-020026
	23.241, Updated v0.3.0
	Ericsson
	Postponed

	UP-020027
	DDF files and examples
	Ericsson
	Postponed


These documents were not presented due to time constraints. There were to be resubmitted to the next T2 meeting. 
	UP-020039
	23.241, v030, T2 DDF Stage2, T2GUP-020013
	Chairman
	


 This document was presented for information at the SA5 joint meeting.

14 24.241, Stage3, matters

	UP-020040
	24.241, v030, T2 Stage3, T2GUP-020014
	Chairman
	


This document was presented for information at the SA5 joint meeting. 


15 Outgoing Letters
	UP-020053
	LS to SA2
	Joint GUP Ad hoc
	AGREED


An LS to S2 was prepared and approved in UP-020053 including attachments, in order to increase awareness in S2 of the extent of the work that has already been accomplished in the GUP Joint Ad Hoc. The LS was to be sent to SA2 once the chairman’s report (meeting minutes) had been approved and attached. 

	UP-020057
	GUP Presentation
	Joint GUP AD-hoc
	NOTED

	UP-020060
	Updated GUP Presentation
	Joint GUP Ad-hoc
	AGREED


This was a presentation that was drafted by the ad-hoc group to capture the discussions that had occurred during the week. This presentation was to be used to explain the need for and the objective of the GUP work to SA2 and SA1.
The group agreed to submit the presentation to the SA1 SWG GUP meeting (8th April 2002, Sophia Antipolis) as a Joint GUP Ad-hoc contribution.

The presentation was agreed as UP-020060. Either this version or an updated version was to be input to the next T2 meeting (11-15 May). The presentation was to be discussed and possibly updated via GUP mailing list before submitting to SA2 as a company contribution (as the Joint GUP ad-hoc will no longer exist) if updated.

	UP-020059
	Diagram on UE Management Roles and relationships
	
	NOTED


This diagram was drafted to give an example of the management roles and relationships in GUP from a non-technical perspective.
The document was noted. 
16 Plan of continued work
As a result of the Joint meeting between SA5 and Joint GUP ad-hoc, SA5 invited T2GUP to continue the discussions on GUP that had been initiated with the Joint GUP ad-hoc, particularly in relation to UEM and SuM management.  SA5 was to distribute the older version of the Subscription Management Stage 2 specification, complete with requirements, to the T2 list.

It was agreed at the Joint GUP Ad-hoc/SA5 meeting that a “pilot” project was needed to test the data description framework and the data description model. GPRS data was selected for the pilot project, which was to be implemented jointly by T2 and SA5.

It was agreed that where possible, Joint ad-hoc delegates would try and attend the SA2 meetings, in order to provide feedback on the work that had been achieved by the Joint GUP ad-hoc so far.
	UP-020051
	(S2-020xxx draft agenda for SA2#24)
	
	NOTED


The draft agenda of the next SA2#24 meeting was briefly presented for information. It was noted that there was be a SA2 GUP related session on 24/25th April in Madrid. 

Discussion was held on how to handle the GUP work and how to hand over to SA2. 

There were extensive discussions on the value of the GUP work and how this could be presented to SA2. These discussions were captured in UP-020060.

The document was noted.

17 Review of output and action items
OUTPUT

	UP-020053
	LS to SA2
	Joint GUP Ad hoc
	AGREED

To be sent to SA2 once the meeting report and complete document list was agreed and attached

	UP-020060
	Updated GUP Presentation
	Joint GUP Ad-hoc
	AGREED

To be input to SA1 SWG GUP initially and then to SA2, possibly after being discussed further on email reflector


	UP-020054
	3GPP GUP document list
	
	NOTED & attached to UP-020053


This was a complete list of all the documents related to GUP so far.  
Postponed Documents

There were three postponed documents and two documents to be revisited. The further treatment of these would be up to SA2.  

	UP-020024
	References in GUP
	Ericsson
	To be revisited

	UP-020025
	23.241, Updated Annex B
	Ericsson
	Postponed

	UP-020026
	23.241, Updated v0.3.0
	Ericsson
	Postponed

	UP-020027
	DDF files and examples
	Ericsson
	Postponed

	UP-020043
	GUP Information Model, Rev. 2
	GUP Ad Hoc Group
	To be revisited at SA2


ACTION ITEMS
· Gunilla to call Karen Hughes to check whether “archive” was optional or not for the 3GPP_GUP@LIST.ETSI.FR mailing list. 

· Explanation on DDF to be added to Stage 1 (SA1 SWG GUP). (CLOSED) 
· Outputs were to be sent to CN4 for their reference as they have adopted the GUP DDF for the Cx User Profile.

18 Any other business
None identified.

19 Thanks to the host
The Chairman thanked the host, Motorola, for their kind hospitality throughout the duration of the meeting.

20 Closing of the meeting

The Chairman closed the meeting at 15:00 on Friday 5th April.
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Further, note that on the 3rd (15.45-) to the 4th (-10.30/12.30) there will be a T2 SWG2 joint session with SA5 SWG-A on UE Management. If the Joint GUP delegates so request the Ad-hoc can recess for the duration of this joint session to allow attendance.

1 Opening of the meeting and call for IPRs

2 Approval of the agenda

3 Identification of the meeting secretary

4 Introduction of participants

5 Registration of input documents

6 Objectives of the meeting

7 Reports and Letters from other groups

8 Approval of the minutes from the previous meeting
Review of the outputs

9 Subscription Management, Stage1 (32.140)

Joint with SA5 SWG-A
10 Subscription Management, Stage2


Joint with SA5 SWG-A
 
(Initial identification of common objects)
11 22.240, Stage 1, implementation aspects

12 23.240, SA2 Stage 2, matters

13 23.241, T2 Stage2, matters

14 24.241, Stage3, matters


15 Outgoing Letters

16 Plan of continued work

17 Review of output and action items

18 Any other business

19 Thanks to the host

20 Closing of the meeting

ANNEX B: PARTICIPANTS LIST 
	NAME
	COMPANY REPRESENTED

	Tim
	Ambrose
	Hutchison 3G (from 3rd)

	Nigel
	Barnes
	Motorola

	Marc
	Bojarzin
	Materna

	Gunilla
	Bratt
	Ericsson LM

	Alan
	Chau
	Nokia UK 

	Rolf
	Gustavsson
	Telia AB

	Kevin
	Holoubek
	Motorola Inc.

	Bo
	Johansson
	Ericsson LM

	Dave
	Milham
	BT  (parts only)

	Nicola
	McGregor
	NTT DoCoMo Inc.

	Brendan
	McKenna
	Jinny Software Limited

	Michael 
	Rogers
	Logica Aldiscon

	Venson
	Shaw
	AT&T Wireless Inc.

	Arto 
	Vaaraniemi
	Alcatel SEL AG

	Paul
	Voskar
	Nokia UK


ANNEX C: DOCUMENT LIST
For a complete list of UP-documents, see UP-020054
	
	UP-10, CORK, IRELAND, APRIL, 2002
	
	

	UP-020022
	Draft agenda
	Chairman
	Withdrawn

	UP-020023
	GUP Information Model
	Ericsson
	Revised to 43

	UP-020024
	References in GUP
	Ericsson
	

	UP-020025
	23.241, Updated Annex B
	Ericsson
	

	UP-020026
	23.241, Updated v0.3.0
	Ericsson
	

	UP-020027
	DDF files and examples
	Ericsson
	

	UP-020028
	GUP Terminology and Architecture
	Alcatel
	

	UP-020029
	GUP Management Model
	Alcatel
	

	UP-020030
	GUP Data Components Model
	Alcatel
	

	UP-020031
	GUP Data Storage
	Alcatel
	

	UP-020032
	GUP Stage 1
	Alcatel
	

	UP-020033
	Agenda, draft2
	Chairman
	

	UP-020034
	Minutes of UP-09, Sophia Antipolis, February-02
	NTT DoCoMo
	

	UP-020035
	Minutes of T2GUP#1
	NTT DoCoMo
	

	UP-020036
	GUP Task List, TSGS#15(02)0191
	Chairman
	

	UP-020037
	22.240, v050, Stage1, S1-020186
	Chairman
	

	UP-020038
	23.240, v040, Stage2, S2-020705
	Chairman
	

	UP-020039
	23.241, v030, T2 DDF Stage2, T2GUP-020013
	Chairman
	

	UP-020040
	24.241, v030, T2 Stage3, T2GUP-020014
	Chairman
	

	UP-020041
	32.140, v100, SuM Stage1, SP-020012
	Chairman
	

	UP-020042
	32.802, v104, UEM FS, SP-020011
	Chairman
	

	UP-020043
	GUP Information Model, Rev. 2
	Ad-hoc
	

	UP-020044
	22.240, v060, Stage1, S1-020661
	Chairman
	

	UP-020045
	Reply LS on support for subscriber certificates (S5-020008 response S5-020313 S3-020163_LS_to S1)
	SA5 SWGA
	Withdrawn

SA5 draft version

	UP-020046
	Relationship of GUP to Subscription Management from SA5 (S5-020009 response to S5-020145)
	SA5 SWGA
	SA5 draft version

	UP-020047
	Liaison Statement on co-ordination of data definitions, identified in GUP development (S5-020010 response to S5-020126)
	SA5 SWGA
	SA5 draft version

	UP-020048
	Liaison Statement on VASP MMS Connectivity (S5-022007 response  to T2-020038)
	SA5 SWGA
	SA5 draft version

	UP-020049
	23.008, v410 (Organisation of subscriber data)
	BT
	

	UP-020050
	LS from T2 to SA5 on UEM (T2-020116)
	Chairman
	

	UP-020051
	Draft Agenda SA2 #24
	Chairman/SA2 Chairman
	

	UP-020052
	Comparison of 37 and 44 (22.240 v050, v060)
	Ad-hoc
	

	UP-020053
	LS to SA2 handing over the GUP work
	Ad-hoc
	Output

	UP-020054
	Document list; Final GUP list
	Ad-hoc
	(Output, see 53)

THIS LIST!
See also T2GUP adhoc

	UP-020055
	
	
	Withdrawn

	UP-020056
	
	Ad-hoc
	Withdrawn

	UP-020057
	Draft Presentation to SA1 and SA2
	Ad-hoc
	Replaced by 60

	UP-020058
	Minutes of UP-10
	DoCoMo
	(Output, see 53)

	UP-020059
	UEM roles and relationships
	AT&TW, Ericsson
	

	UP-020060
	Presentation to SA1 and SA2
	Ad-hoc
	(Output, see 53)

	UP-020061
	Minutes Joint Meeting with SA5 
	DoCoMo, Ericsson
	Output


