3GPP TSG-CT WG1 Meeting #59


C1-093158
Los Angeles (USA), 22-26 June 2009.

Title:
LS on Indicating supported IMS Communication Services in OMA presence documents
Response to:
LS (OMA-LS_803-PAG_LS_to_3GPP_CT1_on_IMS_Communication_Sevice_Identifiers-20090506-A) on Indicating supported IMS Communication Services in OMA presence documents from OMA PAG
Source:
3GPP TSG CT WG1
To:
OMA PAG
Cc:
---
Contact Person:
Name:
Keith Drage
Tel. Number:
+44 1793 776249
E-mail Address:
drage@alcatel-lucent.com
1. Overall Description:

3GPP WG CT1 thanks OMA PAG for their response on this issue, and for resolving the immediate issue of an MMTEL service identifier value. 
3GPP WG CT1 considers that there are a number of remaining issues that require discussion:
1) 3GPP WG CT1 would like to have some assurance that the text strings for service identifiers continue to remain the same as those used for <service-id> values within OMA PAG WG specifications.
2) 3GPP WG CT1 would like to draw the attention of OMA PAG to the fact that 3GPP, IETF and any other organisation, potentially including non standards organisations (e,g vendors or service providers) that takes a root value can define service identifier values, and other organisations can define and register their own values below this. It seems very restrictive if all these values need to be separately registered with OMNA to obtain the equivalent OMA values. Could you clarify what criteria OMA will be using in assessing registration requests, and what process should be followed for organisations other than 3GPP itself. The process currently appears to be inflexible.
3) Please also remember that for existing registered values, the root values can be extended with additional values making variants. In particular xxx.yyy and xxx.yyy.zzz are sufficiently related in such a way that it would be expected that xxx.yyy can be used where xxx.yyy.zzz is not available. It is unclear what will occur in these cases.
4) Can OMA PAG consider the possibility of future extensions to the presence information to allow service identifiers to be represented in presence information transparently as strings without requiring registration of values with OMNA?

2. Actions:

To OMA PAG group.

ACTION: 
Please consider the issues identified above and respond to CT1 with the view of OMA PAG.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG1 Meetings:

TSG-CT WG1 Meeting #60
24-28 August 2009
Sevilla, Spain.

TSG-CT WG1 Meeting #61
12-16 October 2009
TBD, USA.
