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Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	                                                001
	2005.02.02
	2
	Many “Draft” versions are referenced  all RD references should be updated [Kevin]
	Open
Youngae will update the references
See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0023

	002
	2005.02.02
	2
	Add Privacy RD since there are privacy requirements [Lucent]
	Open
Should also update section 7.1.6 to refer to the Privacy RD

	003
	2005.02.02
	3.2
	Remove the Editor’s notes, e.g. from the definitions section and resolve the action items mentioned [Kevin]
	Open
Youngea to update the “messaging server” definition to reflect the editor’s note and then remove the note.

Christian to provide text for the Introduction section and satisfy the Editor’s note.

See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0024 for first part,
See IC OMA-MWG-2005-0015 for second part

	004
	2005.02.02
	5.1
	Use case specifies that the delivery is done by a notification, even though it might have been directly delivered (steps 6 & 7) – present an Alternative Flow that describes direct delivery! [LogicaCMG]
	Open
Gertjan to produce CR to have Alternate Flows in 5.1 & 5.2 with message being pushed rather than notify & pull.
See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0021

	005
	2005.02.02
	
	Add requirement that presence should be taken into account when selecting the target messaging service [LogicaCMG]
	Open
Gertjan to produce CR to address how Presence should be taken into account in the use-cases 5.1 & 5.2
See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0028

	006
	2005.02.02
	5.2
	Same comments as in section 5.1 (see items 4 & 5) [LogicaCMG]
	Open
See items 4 & 5.
See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0021 and 

CR OMA-MWG-2005-0028

	007
	2005.02.02
	6
	Should have a definition of what a “common function” is in the definition section. [IBM]
	Open
Jerry will produce a CR to define this in definitions section
See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0020

	008
	2005.02.02
	6 
	Clarification of the purpose of the common functionalities should appear in the introduction to the section. [IBM, Orange]
	Open
Jerry will produce a CR clarifying what the purpose of the section is.
See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0020

	009
	2005.02.02
	7.1
	[R104] “Messaging service” unclear what this refers to - 
	Open
Yaacov to clarify the “messaging service” in [R104]
See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0020

	010
	2005.02.02
	7
	Unclear from the document what the “Address Book” and “User Profile” refer to.  There are no current enablers in OMA for these.  In addition, there is a need for clarification of distinction between “AB” and “UP” [IBM]
	Open
Produce a new section in the document that points to dependencies on new enablers that will be needed.
See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0022

	011
	2005.02.02
	
	[R102] is unclear  since the common functionalities needs more clarification [IBM, Siemens]
	Open
Moh to produce CR to clarify requirements [R100], [R101], [R102]
See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0027

	012
	2005.02.02
	7.1
	[R103] May be better in Security section [Lucent]
	Open


	013
	2005.02.02
	7.1.1
	Should include integrity, confidentiatlity should be included in the Security section [IBM]
	Open
Question was raised whether there is real requirement for these – neither is currently required for different messaging services, e.g. email.
Messaging servers SHOULD allow preserving the integrity and confidentiality of the message content when transferring across different messaging domains.

	014
	2005.02.02
	
	[R110] why is this “SHOULD” better as “MUST have the capability” [Orange]
	Open
Change [R110] to state:
Messaging service SHOULD support authentication and authorization of messaging clients during the registration phase as well as messaging service attempts.

	015
	2005.02.02
	
	[R110] Unclear whether such an “external enabler” exists. [IBM, O2]
	Open
Christian to produce new language for new requirement that addresses the “external enabler” statement in 7.1.1
See Input Contribution OMA-MWG-2005-0016

	016
	2005.02.02
	
	Should the client authenticate the server? [IBM?]
	Open
This would mean that we are changing existing services, that is out of scope.

	017
	2005.02.02
	7.1.3
	Is there a difference between [R110] & [R130] [Siemens?]
	Open


	018
	2005.02.02
	7.1.3
	[R130] seems to be a security requirement [Lucent, IBM?]
	Open
Venson to produce a change to [R130] and move it to section 7.1.1 Security

	019
	2005.02.02
	7.1.3
	[R131] sounds like it should be in Usability [O2]
	Open


	020
	2005.02.02
	7.1.3
	Entire section should be deleted and reqs should be placed in proper sections. [O2]
	Open
Reworked [R130] should be moved to Security.  [R131] should be moved to Usability.  [R132] should be removed

	021
	2005.02.02
	7.1.4
	[R141] Unclear what the first two sentences of the requirement are intended for as normative or informative. [Siemens]
	Open
Venson & Christian to produce clarification for [R141]

	022
	2005.02.02
	7.2
	Why is this section specific to the interworking of Voicemail & MMS [IBM, Orange]
	Open
Youngae to move the requirements from 7.2.1 & 7.2.2 to a new section 7.1.4.1 titled “Special Considerations for Voicemail Interworking”
After clarification of the comments from Orange and IBM, there was a request to Qualcomm to agree to delete these requirements from the RD.  Waiting for clarification.

	023
	2005.02.02
	7.3
	Do all of the target enablers exist?  Not sure if they exist and possibly should be done in AD – Interfaces should not be included – not RD material

Change the sections to address – “Address Resolution”, “User Profile”, etc. [IBM, O2, Cingular]
	Open
Yaacov to rework section 7.3 along lines of comments from REQ
See CR OMA-MWG-2005-0020


Editorial Comments

	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	20041223
	3.1
	Remove the text after the “Or” – text from the template [Orange]
	Open


	
	5.3
	Relabel to be use-case C and fix all subsequent [Orange]
	Open
Youngae to renumber the use-cases starting in section 5.3

	
	6 & 7
	Should use plural throughout the requirements for Server and Client – so that there is no confusion of whether there may be more than a single one. [Orange]
	Open
Use “one or more messaging server/client …”

	
	6 & 7
	Requirements should be in a table – first column is label and second [Kevin]
	Open
Youngae to reformat sections 6 & 7 into tables.

	
	7.1
	[R102] spelling of “interoperability” [Kevin]
	Open


	
	7.1
	[R102] switch “facilitate” for “guarantee” [IBM]
	Open


	
	7.1
	[R110] Sentence below “may” should be upper-case [Siemens]
	Open


	
	7.1
	[R160] Space missing between support & message [Kevin]
	Open
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