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OMA-BCAST asked CT6 in several LS to add functionality to TS 31.102 in order for the OMA-BCAST smart card profile to be implemented in the USIM application. CT6 discussed this topic in CT#43 in Osaka as well as a CT6#45 in Vancouver and replied with LS to OMA-BCAST. The discussion also resulted in CRs to TS 31.102.

At CT6 in Osaka it was decided to specify/reserve a DF in the USIM ADF to allow OMA-BCAST to store BCAST related data and to perform BCAST related operations. Furthermore a specific tag was reserved related to the AUTHENTICATE command etc.. T3/CT6 has in the past defined DFs for functionality not related to 3GPP, e.g. WLAN, in order ensure that the impact of this functionality which is not under CT6 control does not affect the USIM, ISIM or SIM. The purpose of and intention with this is that the third party that has asked for additional functionality to be added/supported implements this functionality within this DF and in such a way that it doesn't affect the USIM application and thus having an impact on 3G terminal operation. A 3G terminal supporting the only the functionality specified by CT6 is not assumed to select these DFs or perform any operations in the reserved DFs. Any changes to either the UICC or the terminal that can impact the operation of either the terminal or the UICC applications under CT6 responsibility is to be decided by CT6.
At CT6#45 in Vancouver a CR was agreed in C6-070584 which in addition to reserving DF '5F80' for OMA-BCAST introduces dependencies between the OMA BCAST specification and TS 31.102. Notes have been introduced in order to draw the attention to CT6 that there are values reserved for OMA-BCAST that needs to be taken into account by CT6 in further development of TS 31.102. 
If there are modifications or additions made by other organizations to applications under CT6 control it will be difficult to prevent interoperability problems in the field. Furthermore it is normal practice between different specification bodies that the responsibility of other parties is respected. CT6 would only be made aware of these problems through field feedback. From a specification point of view CT6 must make it perfectly clear that a third party is not allowed to specify functionality outside the given borders.

It has been brought to our intention that the discussion in OMA-BCAST is going in a direction where OMA-BCAST is defining the smart card profile in such a way that this impacts the USIM application. Our concern is that this may cause severe interoperability problems with existing terminals in the field. Therefore we would like to that CT6 sends an LS to OMA-BCAST clarifying what OMA-BCAST can specify with respect to the USIM application.
