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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A74
	2007.01.08
	T
	Various sections of the AD
	Source: Christopher.David@SUN.COM 

Form: OMA-IM-2006-0524-CR_AD_CR

Comment: - Adding conditional text when an IMS infrastructure is use

- Focus on the components defined by the IM Enabler

- Change to IM to XDM reference points

- Text in section 5.3.1 about internet connected devices

- Text in section 5.3.1

Proposed Changes: Included in above CR.
	Status: OPEN

AI: The chair will ask the contributors to bring a CR as per the discussion in Washington. 

	A75
	2007.01.10
	E
	General
	Source: Siemens AG

Form:  

Comment: Descriptions of conversation history (meta-data) seem to state that there is one XML-document per conversation history, in reality there is only one XML-document for all conversation histories.

Proposed Change: provide a clearer description.
	Status: OPEN

AI: Brigitte to check the AD and will provide a proposal. 

	A76
	2007.01.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Out of date IETF references:

MSRP

MSRP CHAT 

Proposed Change: Replace with latest internet draft version”


	Status: OPEN 

AI: Claude to provide a CR with up-to-date IETF references.

	A77
	2007.01.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :Old DM version of DM 1.12 

Proposed Change: Replace with reference to latest DM Enabler DM 1.2 ” "OMA Device Management Protocol", V1.2.”

	Status: OPEN 

AI: Claude to check and provide a CR.

	A77
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1 and 5.1 and 5.3.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: 

Comment: References to the following IETF draft should be removed as the draft has expired:

Proposed Change: 

Delete the following reference

[MSRP-CHAT] 

Multi-party Instant Message (IM) Sessions using MSRP ”, A. Niemi, July 2005, 
URL: http://tools.ietf.org/wg/simple/draft-niemi-simple-chat-04.txt  

And delete the following sentence from 5.1

Finally, the IM Service is dependent on some specifications developed in the Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF). 

· The base protocol for session based IM is based on [MSRP]. This enabler builds on procedures in [MSRP-CHAT] to create public and private group chats.

And delete the reference from section 5.3.2 

· In the case of session based messaging, act as conference focus and maintain public and private chat rooms 


	Status: OPEN

AI: Claude to provide a CR.

	A79
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1 and 2.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: 

Comment: Items in the reference section should be deleted if the reference does not exist in the document

Proposed Change: 

Delete the following three references:

[RFC2779] “Instant Messaging / Presence Protocol Requirements”, M. Day et al, February 2000, 
URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2779.txt
[RFC3428] "Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) Extension for Instant Messaging", December 2002,  
URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc3428.txt
[OMA-Charging] “Charging Architecture”, Version 1.0, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-AD-Charging-V1_0,
URL: http://www.openmobilealliance.org/
	Status: OPEN

AI: Claude to provide a CR.

	A80
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: 

Comment: Replace IETF drafts with RFC numbers

Proposed Change:

[CONF-Framework] should be changed from 

“A Framework for Conferencing with the Session Initiation Protocol”, Internet Draft,
URL: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-sipping-conferencing-framework-04.txt
To

“A Framework for Conferencing with the Session Initiation Protocol (SIP)”

URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4353.txt

	Status: OPEN

AI: Claude to provide a CR.


	A81
	2007.01.11
	T
	
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: 

Comment: Replace IETF drafts with new name

Proposed Change:

[EXPLODER] should be changed from 

"Multiple-Recipient MESSAGE Requests in SIP", Internet draft, October 2005, 
URL: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-sipping-uri-list-message-04.txt
To

“Multiple-Recipient MESSAGE Requests in the Session Initiation Protocol (SIP)”, September 2006.

URL: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-sip-uri-list-message-00.txt 


	Status: OPEN

Agree

AI editor to make the change

	A82
	2006-01-08
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-XXXX

Comment: It is unclear if there are any difference between "IM Conference", "Conference" and "IM Session".
Proposed Change: Use only one term if possible.
	Status: CLOSED

AI Brigitte has an action item to investigate this issue and to provide a solution.

Addressed by CR 61R01

	A83
	2007.01.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: Definition Text doesn’t consistently use the Definitions and doesn’t align with RD definitions:

User

Participants

IM Conference

Proposed Change: Modify

User to IM User

Participants to IM Participants

Align IM Conference with what is decided to be used in RD
	Status: OPEN 

1) In the definition section for “User”. 

Add the following: “in this document the terms “User” and “IM user” are equivalent.

2) “Participants” No change. Used as commonly understood and there is no specific IM meaning.

3) Delete “Also called a chat session in SIMPLE IM.” From the conference definition. 

4) In the beginning of definition of IM conference add the following:  A conference corresponding to an instantiation of an IM Session

AI Claude to bring a CR with the above 4 changes.

	A84
	2007.01.10
	T
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: Missing Definitions:

IM Client

IM System 

Session based Messaging

Proposed Change: Add definitions. Some can be based on those in the SIMPLE-AD
	Status: OPEN 

1) IM client is defined.

2) IM system to be defined = IM client  and IM server…. There is already a definition of system

AI Claude to provide a CR with a proposed definition
3) Session based Messaging: Change “session based” to “session mode” in the body of the AD and session mode is already defined.
AI Claude to provide a CR as suggested above.



	A85
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Cingular

Form: OMA-IM-2007-001

Comment: The IM Client SHALL: (additional function)

Support user to manage IM related policies and rules (such as block lists)
	Status: CLOSED

No change. It is not a function of the IM client but of an XDM client.

	A86
	2007.01.10
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN

Same as A83.

	A87
	2007.01.10
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :“Clients” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Clients”


	Status: OPEN 

Agree

AI Claude to bring a CR with the change

	A88
	2007.01.10
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as A83.

	A89
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: There is no RD requirement to make Deferred Messaging support mandatory. Deferred Messaging should be optional both on the server and the client. Most IM services do not store IMs sent when the recipient is not available (Yahoo is the main one that does). Also 3GPP IMS Messaging defines Immediate Messaging. If IM messages always end up as deferred messaging when the recipient is not available then OMA SIMPLE IM cannot be used for Immediate Messaging functions and systems. Converting to Deferred Messaging should be a service provider and implementation option 

Proposed Change: Rephrase to indicate that conversion to Deferred Messaging is optional”


	Status: CLOSED

Deferred messaging is mandatory according to RCV-5 and RCV-6.

No action.

	A90
	2007.01.10
	E
	5.3.2.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “This means that an IM server MAY play the role of either Participating IM Function or Controlling IM Function or both at the same time”

Proposed Change: Replace with “This means that an IM server MAY perform the role of either Participating IM Function or Controlling IM Function or both “”


	Status: OPEN 

Editorial. Editor to make the change.

	A91
	2007.01.10
	E
	5.3.2.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same A83

	A92
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.3.2.1.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :There is no RD requirement to make Deferred Messaging support mandatory. Deferred Messaging should be optional both on the server and the client. Most IM services do not store IMs sent when the recipient is not available (Yahoo is the main one that does). Also 3GPP IMS Messaging defines Immediate Messaging. If IM messages always end up as deferred messaging when the recipient is not available then OMA SIMPLE IM cannot be used for Immediate Messaging functions and systems. Converting to Deferred Messaging should be a service provider and implementation option 

Proposed Change: indicate that Deferred Messaging is optional” for IM Server and indicate optional in the figure 
	Status: CLOSED

Same as A89

	A93
	2007.01.10
	E
	5.3.2.1.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same A83

	A94
	2007.01.10
	E
	5.3.2.1.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same A83

	A95
	2007.01.10
	E
	5.3.2.1.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: figure 7 and figure 8 are not viewable in normal mode in word

Proposed Change: Reformat figures”


	Status: CLOSED

In print layout view  all the figures are viewable.

	A96
	2006-01-08
	T
	5.3.2.3.1, 5.3.2.3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-XXXX

Comment: NOTE "When the IM Session is established, the IM Server performing the Participating IM Function SHOULD include itself into the transport path to forward the MSRP packets, but based on operator’s policy Participating IM Functions may decide not to stay in the media path." contains a normative statement, which is not allowed.

Proposed Change: Make a normal text out of the note
	Status: OPEN

Agree 

Editorial. Editor will change as proposed.

	A97
	2006-01-08
	T
	5.3.2.4.1, 5.3.2.4.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-XXXX

Comment: There is no mandatory normative statement in the 1st bullet list

Proposed Change: Make the mandatory statements normative by SHALL
	Status: CLOSED
AI Brigitte to investigate and to propose a solution.

Addressed by CR 62

	A98
	2006-01-08
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-XXXX

Comment: IM User Access Policy storage does not follow the XDMv2.0 

Proposed Change: The IM User Access Policy should be stored in the Shared Policy XDMS
	Status: CLOSED

Addressed by CR 545.

Editor will incorporate the change

	A99
	2007.01.10
	E
	5.4.3
	Source: Siemens AG

Form:  

Comment: This should be chapter 5.4.2.4 (and the following chapters should also be renumbered).

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Ai editor to check and make the appropriate change

	A100
	2007.01.10
	T
	6.1.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: This whole section mandates use of 3GPP IMS security. Since SIMPLE IM needs to work on Non IMS SIP/IP cores this is not acceptable. 

Proposed Change: Rewrite section indicating that security needs to be used. Indicate that when 3GPP IMS is used then 3GPP IMS security mechanisms are used. Other Non IMS mechanisms need to be possible when IMS is not used
	Status: OPEN 

We addressed a similar comment during the discussion about OMA-IM-2006-0524-CR_AD_CR. 

AI As a first step to resolve this issue, the chair will provide the revised text proposed during the discussion of 524.


	A101
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “Such protection is not provided by the SIP/IP Core according to IMS for 3GPP(2).”

Proposed Change: Rewrite to indicate that such protection is not provided when 3GPP IMS is used.
	Status: OPEN 

Similar A100

	A102
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.5.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: undefined acronym DoS

Proposed Change: Replace with “denial of service”


	Status: OPEN 

Agree 

Editorial. The editor will make the change

	A103
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

A83


	A 104
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :“Service” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service”


	Status: OPEN 

Agree

Editorial. Editor to make the change


	A105
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :“Participants” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Participants”


	Status: OPEN 

Agree

Editorial. Editor to make the change


	A106
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.4.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment When the SIP/IP Core corresponds with 3GPP IMS, the LI-1 reference point SHALL conform to the HI1, HI2 and HI3 reference points in [3GPP TS 33.107].  The administration of LI information is also outside the scope of this specification. Note that the LI-1 reference point is not shown in Error! Reference source not found., because it is transparent to the IM enabler.

Proposed Change: Split this up:

When the SIP/IP Core corresponds with 3GPP IMS, the LI-1 reference point SHALL conform to the HI1, HI2 and HI3 reference points in [3GPP TS 33.107].  

The administration of LI information is also outside the scope of this specification. 

Note that the LI-1 reference point is not shown in Error! Reference source not found., because it is transparent to the IM enabler.


	Status: OPEN 

Agree

Editorial. Editor to make the change




