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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-REL-2006-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

· Submitters are encouraged, but not required, to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible

· Marked up versions of the document can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.

RC doc are internal docs and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.
2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-RD-IM-V1_0-20060606-C.
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A000
	2006.01.10
	E
	2.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “Specific Versions of 3GPP and 3GPP specifications are used. This is a bad idea because these specifications will need to change to fix issues
Proposed Change: Proposed to replace with version agnostic reference

	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2006.01.10
	T
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com
Form: 
Comment: Missing Definitions:
Chat Group (see 6.1.11 PRI-15)
Cellular Network

Deferred Messaging
IM Accounts

IM User

IM Participant
IM Interaction

IM Communication
IM Session

IM Service
IM Service Interactions

IM Service Provider
IM Messaging Server

IM Service Entity

IM System (What is the difference between IM System and IM Service and IM Messaging Server and IM Service Entity?)
IM Subscription

IM Subscriber (To be consistent with PoC definition of PoC Subscriber an IM Subscribe should be someone who subscribes (pays for) IM Service An IM Subscriber may or may not be (e.g parent or corporation) an IM User. You need to make sure that you don’t use IM Subscriber and IM User inappropriately. The IM User is the user using the terminal to send messages.

IM Traffic

IM User Agents (How does this differ from an IM Client?)

Mobile Operator

Public Chat Room

Private Chat Room

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

	A002
	2006.01.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: Definition Text doesn’t consistently use the Definitions:

User

Session
Chat
Proposed Change: Modify

User to IM User
Session to IM Session
Chat to IM Chat
	Status: OPEN 

	A003
	2006.01.10
	T
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: Definition  “Chat Room” may cause confusion with PoC “Chat  Session”. In PoC a “Chat Session” is a conference where each user must request to join the (dial in) conference however “chat room” is used here for both group invitation conferences and conferences where users invite themselves to join (dial in)
Proposed Change: Proposed to separate the definition so that chat only applies to the self invitation(dial in) type conference

	Status: OPEN 

	A004
	2006.01.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “Emoticon or smiley”  using “UTF-8 Glyph” in a requirements document is inappropriate
Proposed Change: Proposed to replace “UTF-8 Glyph” with “graphic or animation”

	Status: OPEN 

	A005
	2006.01.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “User-ID”. Having a “Shall” in a definition is inappropriate
Proposed Change: Proposed to delete “shall””

	Status: OPEN 

	A006
	2006.01.10
	E
	3.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “UTF-8” in a requirements document is inappropriate
Proposed Change: Proposed to remove “UTF-8” Abbreviation”

	Status: OPEN 

	A007
	2006.01.10
	E
	3.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: Missing Abbreviations:

SMS, EMS, MMS, RFC, SMTP, SIMPLE
Proposed Change Add Abbreviations

	Status: OPEN 

	A008
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: SND-5: “IMS Service”
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service”

	Status: OPEN 

	A009
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.5
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: RCV-5 and RCV-6: “Immediate Messaging” no definition and this seems a paste error from 3GPP TS 22.340
Proposed Change: Replace “Immediate Messaging” with “IM Service” or provide definition for Immediate Messaging

	Status: OPEN 

	A010
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.7
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “user” is used many places
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A011
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.8
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: HIST-3: “Service Provider”
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider”

	Status: OPEN 

	A012
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.10
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: GM-15 – GM-10: “user” is used many places
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A013
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.11
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment “Service Provider”
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider”

	Status: OPEN 

	A014
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.11
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “user” is used many places
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A015
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.11.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:”IM Subscriber” is used when “IM User” is appropriate
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A016
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.11
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “user” is used many places
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A017
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.11.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:”Subscriber”  and “IM Service Subcribe”r is used when “IM Subscriber” is appropriate
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Subscriber”

	Status: OPEN 

	A018
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.13
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: CRG-1:“user” is used many places
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A019
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.13
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: CRG-2:“session” is used Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Session”

	Status: OPEN 

	A020
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.13
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: CRG-9:“operators and service providers” is used

 Proposed Change: Replace with “Cellular Operators and IM Service Providers”

	Status: OPEN 

	A021
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.14
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“operators and service providers” is used

 Proposed Change: Replace with “Cellular Operators and IM Service Providers”

	Status: OPEN 

	A022
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.14
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: ADM-1:“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A023
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.14
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: ADM-8:“Clients is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Clients”

	Status: OPEN 

	A024
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.15
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A025
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.15
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: USE-3:“Service Provider” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider”

	Status: OPEN 

	A026
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.15
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“Instant Messaging Client”  “Im Application”, “IM Terminal” and “IM Capable Client” are used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Client”

	Status: OPEN 

	A027
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.15
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: USE-5:“ The UTF-8 text representation for” 

Proposed Change: Delete these words”

	Status: OPEN 

	A028
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user”  and IMS Messaging Subscriber s used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A029
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“Service Provider” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider””

	Status: OPEN 

	A030
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-8: “IMS Services”  OMA Services are not tied to IMS. I>E OMA Enablers may be deployed on other SIP/IP Cores other than IMS. Therefore this note is not appropriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase to remove reference to IMS Services

	Status: OPEN 

	A031
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-5: IM SHALL interoperate with other OMA specifications
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Enabler SHALL interoperate with other OMA Enablers”

	Status: OPEN 

	A032
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-2 “domain” is used. What is the difference between IM Service Provider and domain? 

Proposed Change: Needs to be clarified somehow

	Status: OPEN 

	A032
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-3 “Internet based Service Provider” is used. What is the difference between IM Service Provider and Internet based Service Provider? 

Proposed Change: Needs to be clarified somehow

	Status: OPEN 

	A033
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-6  IOP-7: “(not a new work for the IM group.)” This is not needed and is confusing to the reader. IM Group is ambiguous
Proposed Change: delete the bracketed text

	Status: OPEN 

	A034
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-6  This requirement cannot be met by 3GPP until release 8. Proposed Change: Therefore this needs to be moved to future

	Status: OPEN 

	A035
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.18
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:”IM Subscriber” is used when “IM User” is appropriate
Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A036
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.19
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used  Also it seems that IM User is not appropriate in all cases here and sometimes IM Subscriber should be used

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User” or “IM Subscriber”

	Status: OPEN 

	A037
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.19
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“Service Provider” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider””

	Status: OPEN 

	A038
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.19
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:UPROF-2: “operator” is used  

Proposed Change: Replace with  “IM Service Provider”

	Status: OPEN 

	A039
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.20
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A040
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.20
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::LOC-5: What is a personal IM Message? Is this different from any other IM Message

Proposed Change: Remove “personal”

	Status: OPEN 

	A040
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.20
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::LOC-5: What is a user IM Service? Is this different from IM Service

Proposed Change: Remove “user”

	Status: OPEN 

	A041
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.21
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A041
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.21
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::MMD-4: “Chat” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with new one to many definitons

	Status: OPEN 

	A042
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “Chat” is used along with “Group Conversation”  and “IM Group Session”. Consistency please
Proposed Change: Replace with new one to many definitions

	Status: OPEN 

	A043
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A044
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::CHAT-2 “There SHALL exist Public and Private Chat rooms” What does this mean. This requirement needs rewriting

Proposed Change: Replace with “It SHALL be possible to establish Public and Private Chat rooms”

	Status: OPEN 

	A045
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::CHAT-15 “Mobile Device”

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Client”

	Status: OPEN 

	A046
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::CHAT-2o What is the “owner” of a Private Chat Room?

Proposed Change: Clarify

	Status: OPEN 

	A047
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.23
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“rogue user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “other IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A048
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.24
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::”client” and “end user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	A049
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.24
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“Service Provider” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider””

	Status: OPEN 

	A050
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::SYS-1: “UTF-8” is used 

Proposed Change: Delete “UTF-8”

	Status: OPEN 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	



2.2 OMA-AD-SIMPLE_IM-V1_0-20061129-D
For RD and AD review – remove section 2.2 and its table (presumably just single doc to review).  For the files in Enabler ERP – duplicate this section accordingly.
<<DELETE THIS COMMENT >>
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2006.01.10
	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 

	B002
	2006.01.10
	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 

	B003
	2006.01.10
	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 

	B004
	2006.01.10
	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 

	B005
	2006.01.10
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	B006
	2006.01.10
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“Clients” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Clients”

	Status: OPEN 

	B007
	2006.01.10
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	B008
	2006.01.10
	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: OPEN 

	B009
	2006.01.10
	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 

	B010
	2006.01.10
	E
	5.3.2.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	B011
	2006.01.10
	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: OPEN 

	B012
	2006.01.10
	E
	5.3.2.1.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	B013
	2006.01.10
	E
	5.3.2.1.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	B014
	2006.01.10
	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: OPEN 

	B015
	2006.01.10
	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 

	B016
	2006.01.10
	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 

	B017
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.5.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::undefined acronym DoS

Proposed Change: Replace with “denial of service”

	Status: OPEN 

	B018
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	B019
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“Service” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service”

	Status: OPEN 

	B020
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“Participants” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Participants”

	Status: OPEN 

	B021
	2006.01.10
	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 Figure 1, 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 Figure 1, because it is transparent to the IM enabler.

	Status: OPEN 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.3 OMA-TS-SIMPLE_IM-V1_0-20061129-D
For RD and AD review – remove section 2.2 and its table (presumably just single doc to review).  For the files in Enabler ERP – duplicate this section accordingly.
<<DELETE THIS COMMENT >>
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2006.01.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Out of date IETF references:

MSRP

Draft-conference-state

draft-garcia-mmusic-file-transfer-mech (also reference text shouldn’t be specific version)
Draft-uri-list

Draft-uri-list-message

IMDN 

Proposed Change: Replace with latest internet draft version”

	Status: OPEN 

	C002
	2006.01.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: ::Mix of 3GPP release 6 and release 7 references

Proposed Change: Align with 3GPP release 7 versions”

	Status: OPEN 

	C003
	2006.01.10
	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

Adhoc Group Session
Predefined Group

Missing IM Address
Proposed Change: Modify

User to IM User
Adhoc Group Session to Adhoc IM Session 

Predefined IM Group

Add Im Address
	Status: OPEN 

	C004
	2006.01.10
	T
	3.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: Instant/Immediate Messaging:

Proposed Change: Delete Immediate
	Status: OPEN 

	C005
	2006.01.10
	E
	4.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	C006
	2006.01.10
	T
	4.3.1
	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: Modify to indicate that conversion to Deferred Messaging is optional”

	Status: OPEN 

	C007
	2006.01.10
	E
	4.3.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	C008
	2006.01.10
	E
	4.3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“parties” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	C009
	2006.01.10
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“misformatted 

Proposed Change: clean”

	Status: OPEN 

	C010
	2006.01.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: The third party registration procedure is an IMS specific mechanism based upon the IMS Architecture. It may not be supported by other SIP/IP Core Architectures.  Optionality of IMS is already specified in 4.1

Proposed Change: Rewrite this text to be more generic to refer to receiving an indication of registration of the IM Client. Then the IMS specific  third party registration can be referred to within  “When the SIP/IP conforms to 3GPP IMS …..”

	Status: OPEN 

	C011
	2006.01.10
	E
	5.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”

	Status: OPEN 

	C012
	2006.01.10
	T
	5.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::bullet 2 and bullet 3 are in conflict

Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN 

	C013
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Bullet 2

 If a required response to system message is not found and the timer has expired, the IM Server serving the originating IM Client SHALL respond with a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response to the IM Client. 

Proposed Change:  If a required response to system message is not received and the timer has expired, the IM Server serving the originating IM Client SHALL respond with a SIP 408 Request Timeout Response to the IM Client. 


	Status: OPEN 

	C014
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::bullet 2 and bullet 4: Why use Error-Info. It would be consistent with PoC to use Warning Header

Proposed Change:  Use Warning Header

	Status: OPEN 

	C015
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

· Comment::bullet 5a In case of pager mode message:  SHALL check the message size and content against the Operator policies specified for the service and for the user as defined  by originating  network operator . If the size or content do not conform to the policies, the IM Server SHALL respond with a SIP 403 “Forbidden” response to the originating network. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps; 

· Proposed Change:  change to 

· In case of pager mode message:  SHALL check the message size and content against the Operator policies specified for the service and for the user as defined  by originating  network operator . If the size does not conform to the policies  the IM Server SHALL respond with a SIP413 “Request Entity Too Large” to the originating network. If the content does not conform to the policies, the IM Server SHALL respond with a 415 Unsupported Media Type to the originating network. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps; 


	Status: OPEN 

	C016
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

· Comment::bullet 5b in case of large mode message, IM Conference session or file transfer: shall check the SIP INVITE SDP attributes against operator policies specified for the service and for the user as defined  by originating  network operator. If the size or content do not conform to the policies, the IM Server SHALL respond with the size and contents supported by operator policy. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps

How does the IM Server respond with the size and contetents?

· Proposed Change:  Specify

	Status: OPEN 

	C017
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.1.2.1

And 6.1.1.2.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

· Comment::This text is mixed up because it contains text about generating an Invite and processing a received Invite or Refer. This suvclause is referred to from 6.1.1.2.2 and as a result this does not work.
Upon receiving from the served IM Client an initial SIP INVITE request or SIP REFER request that requires an initial SIP INVITE request to be sent, the Participating IM Function:

· 1. SHALL generate an initial SIP INVITE request according to rules and procedures of [RFC3261];

· 2. SHALL store the allowed SIP methods if received in the Allow header;

· 3. SHOULD include an Allow header with all supported SIP methods;
· 4. SHALL verify the SDP direction attribute
· a. If the SDP attribute for direction a is set to a=sendrecv the Participating Function MUST proceed according to 6.1.1.2.2 “Reception of an initial SIP INVITE request”, or

· b. If the SDP attribute for direction a is set to to a=sendonly the Participating Function MUST proceed according to 6.1.1.4.1 “Receiving SIP Session request for Large Message Mode” 

· Proposed Change:  Restructure text between subclauses

	Status: OPEN 

	C018
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.1.2.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::bullet 2: history@mydomain
This is a normative section and example style specification is ambiguous and inapprorpriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase and Restructure. Have a separate in subclause in clause 4 or in an Appendix to define this format and refer ton it in the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C019
	2006.01.10
	E
	6.1.1.3.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::bullet 3: SHALL check if the message is still valid, if the “Expires” header is included. If not valid, the message is handled as specified in [RFC3428], otherwise continue with the rest of the steps
Proposed Change: Modify to:

 If the “Expires” header is included, it SHALL check if the message is still valid. If not valid, the message is handled as specified in [RFC3428], otherwise continue with the rest of the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C020
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.1.4.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::How does the IM Server differentiate between a Large Message and a Message Session.
Proposed Change: This needs to be stated here

	Status: OPEN 

	C021
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.1.5
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 1: There is no need to check the Accept-Contact header.

Proposed Change: Remove the check

	Status: OPEN 

	C022
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 5a: 

SIMILAR Comment as against 6.1.1.1

Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN 

	C023
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 5b: 

SIMILAR Comment as against 6.1.1.1

Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN 

	C024
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 5 and Bullet 6: 

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: Modify to make Deferred Messaging processing optional”

	Status: OPEN 

	C025
	2006.01.10
	T
	6.1.2.6
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Need to specify how to identify the Group Advertisement. Poc Specifies the content of the Accept-Contact header

Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN 

	C026
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.1.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Bullet 3 What about specifying the massage/cpim in the Accept-Types
Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN 

	C027
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.1.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 2 SHALL interact with the User Plane
Proposed Change:  Need to Specify User Plane Interactions by referencing 7.1.3

	Status: OPEN 

	C028
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.1.1.12
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 2 SHALL interact with the User Plane
Proposed Change:  Need to Specify User Plane Interactions by referencing 7.1.3

	Status: OPEN 

	C029
	2006.01.10
	E
	7.1.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Bullet 1 MAY reject the SIP INVITE request with an appropriate reject code as specified in [RFC3261]
 Proposed Change:  Replace reject code with response code

	Status: OPEN 

	C030
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.1.2.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 2 SHALL interact with the User Plane as specified in [MSRP].
Proposed Change:  Need to Specify User Plane Interactions by referencing 7.1.3

	Status: OPEN 

	C031
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.1.3.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

· Comment:: Allowed Media Parameters to be used in a near real-time communication are specified in [3GPP TS 26.141].
This  3GPP spec mandates 3GPP types such as AMR. OMA should not do this.
Proposed Change: Remove mandating of 3GPP media types. 

	Status: OPEN 

	C032
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment NOTE:
How the multiple invited members are conveyed in the SIP INVITE request is specified in [draft-URI-list].
Proposed Change:  This needs to be normative not a Note

	Status: OPEN 

	C033
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 4 SHALL interact with the User Plane as specified in [MSRP].
Proposed Change:  Need to Specify User Plane Interactions by referencing 7.2.3

	Status: OPEN 

	C034
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Bullet 2 SHALL reject the request with a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response including "isfocus already assigned" text in the Warning header.
PoC is now using draft-hautakorpi-sipping-uri-list-handling-refused-00 to explode nested lists. Since SIMPLE IM and PoC 2 will be used together shouldn’t IM also use the same mechanism for consistent user experience rather the 403 responce

Proposed Change:  Align with draft-hautakorpi-sipping-uri-list-handling-refused-00

	Status: OPEN 

	C035
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 7b and 8d and 4

 SHALL interact with the User Plane as specified in [MSRP].
Proposed Change:  Need to Specify User Plane Interactions by referencing 7.2.3

	Status: OPEN 

	C036
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Bullet 2 SHALL reject the request with a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response including "isfocus already assigned" text in the Warning header.
PoC is now using draft-hautakorpi-sipping-uri-list-handling-refused-00 to explode nested lists. Since SIMPLE IM and PoC 2 will be used together shouldn’t IM also use the same mechanism for consistent user experience rather the 403 responce

Proposed Change:  Align with draft-hautakorpi-sipping-uri-list-handling-refused-00

	Status: OPEN 

	C037
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 6b 

 SHALL interact with the User Plane as specified in [MSRP].
Proposed Change:  Need to Specify User Plane Interactions by referencing 7.2.3

	Status: OPEN 

	C038
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.5
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 1 

 If it does not exist, the IM Server performing the Controlling IM Function SHALL respond with a SIP 403 ”Forbidden” response to the originating network
Proposed Change:  

If it does not exist, the IM Server performing the Controlling IM Function SHALL respond with a SIP 410 Gone response to the originating network

	Status: OPEN 

	C039
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.5
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 9 

 SHALL interact with the User Plane as specified in [MSRP].
Proposed Change:  Need to Specify User Plane Interactions by referencing 7.2.3

	Status: OPEN 

	C040
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.6
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 2 

 SHALL interact with the User Plane as specified in [MSRP].
Proposed Change:  Need to Specify User Plane Interactions by referencing 7.2.3

	Status: OPEN 

	C041
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.7
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Upon receiving a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response with the text "isfocus already assigned" in the Warning header, the IM Server SHALL if the Refer-Sub header is not present or is set to “true” in the SIP REFER request, generate and send to the IM Client a SIP NOTIFY request as specified in the subclause 7.2.2.10 “Generating a SIP NOTIFY request to the SIP REFER request”.
.
PoC is now using draft-hautakorpi-sipping-uri-list-handling-refused-00 to explode nested lists. Since SIMPLE IM and PoC 2 will be used together shouldn’t IM also use the same mechanism for consistent user experience rather the 403 responce

Proposed Change:  Align with draft-hautakorpi-sipping-uri-list-handling-refused-00

	Status: OPEN 

	C042
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.8
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: . SHALL return a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response
 Proposed Change:  

. SHALL return a SIP  410 Gone Response

	Status: OPEN 

	C043
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.1.9
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Bullet 1

by interacting with the MSRP Switch
Proposed Change:  Need to Specify User Plane Interactions by referencing 7.2.3

	Status: OPEN 

	C044
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Bullet 4
SHALL include an option tag '100rel' in a Supported header according to rules and procedures of [RFC3262];
There is no need to to support reliable provisional responses these were used in PoC because of unconfirmed indication. This is not needed in IM
Proposed Change:  Delete Bullet 4

	Status: OPEN 

	C045
	2006.01.10
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 4 

 SHALL interact with the User Plane as specified in [MSRP].
Proposed Change:  Need to Specify User Plane Interactions by referencing 7.2.3

	Status: OPEN 

	C046
	2006.01.10
	T
	8.3.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::Bullet 1 

 SHALL reject the SIP MESSAGE request with a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response, if the SIP MESSAGE request contains a  URI-list and the IM Server does not support the “MESSAGE URI-list service” as defined in [draft-uri-list-message];
This doesn’t align with dradt-URI-list-message which specifies use of Require with an option tag. Correct behaviour is to respond with 420 Bad Extension response 
Proposed Change:  Use  420 Bad Extension response 

	Status: OPEN 

	C047
	2006.01.10
	T
	8.3.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: . Bullet 4:

SHALL check if the received Session Identity is that of an on-going Session known by the Server If the SIP MESSAGE received is destined for an on-going SIP Session. If not, then it will return a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response;
 Proposed Change:  

. SHALL check if the received Session Identity is that of an on-going Session known by the Server If the SIP MESSAGE received is destined for an on-going SIP Session. If not, then it will return a SIP 410 Gone Response;

	Status: OPEN 

	C048
	2006.01.10
	T
	8.3.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Bullet 2
P-Asserted-Identity is IMS related. Authenticated IM Address may be in the From header or Identity Header or Identity bodt

Proposed Change:  Rewrite without P-Asserted-Identity header

	Status: OPEN 

	C049
	2006.01.10
	T
	9.4.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Recommended media parameters to be used in near real-time communication are specified in [3GPP TS 26.141]
This  3GPP spec recomends 3GPP types such as AMR. OMA should not do this.
Proposed Change: Remove recomendation of 3GPP media types. 

	Status: OPEN 

	C050
	2006.01.10
	T
	12.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Deferred@hostname
This is a normative section and example style specification is ambiguous and inapprorpriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase and Restructure. Have a separate in subclause in clause 4 or in an Appendix to define this format and refer ton it in the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C051
	2006.01.10
	T
	12.1.3.1

12.1.3.2

12.1.3.3

12.1.3.4


	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: DELETE@hostname
This is a normative section and example style specification is ambiguous and inapprorpriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase and Restructure. Have a separate in subclause in clause 4 or in an Appendix to define this format and refer ton it in the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C052
	2006.01.10
	T
	12.1.3.2

12.1.3.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: SHALL set the REFER method to INVITE 
This seems to be a misuse of REFER since it is not intended that the IM Server send a Invite. Deleting messages is not a SIP Function
Proposed Change:  

	Status: OPEN 

	C053
	2006.01.10
	T
	12.1.3.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Deferred@hostname
This is a normative section and example style specification is ambiguous and inapprorpriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase and Restructure. Have a separate in subclause in clause 4 or in an Appendix to define this format and refer ton it in the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C054
	2006.01.10
	T
	12.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: . Bullet 4:

then the IM server SHALL respond with 403 “Forbidden;
 Proposed Change:  

. then the IM server SHALL respond with SIP 488 Not Acceptable Here response;

	Status: OPEN 

	C055
	2006.01.10
	T
	12.2.1.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: Deferred@hostname
This is a normative section and example style specification is ambiguous and inapprorpriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase and Restructure. Have a separate in subclause in clause 4 or in an Appendix to define this format and refer ton it in the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C056
	2006.01.10
	T
	12.2.2.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: string@hostname
This is a normative section and example style specification is ambiguous and inapprorpriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase and Restructure. Have a separate in subclause in clause 4 or in an Appendix to define this format and refer ton it in the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C057
	2006.01.10
	T
	12.2.2.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: P-Asserted-Identity is IMS related. Authenticated IM Address may be in the From header or Identity Header or Identity bodt

Proposed Change:  Rewrite without  P-Asserted-Identity header. Use Authenticated IM Address instead

	Status: OPEN 

	C058
	2006.01.10
	T
	12.2.2.5
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: P-Asserted-Identity is IMS related. Authenticated IM Address may be in the From header or Identity Header or Identity bodt

Proposed Change:  Rewrite without  P-Asserted-Identity header. Use Authenticated IM Address instead

	Status: OPEN 

	C059
	2006.01.10
	T
	13.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: history@domain, history@hostname, Historyfilename =user_provided_file_name
This is a normative section and example style specification is ambiguous and inapprorpriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase and Restructure. Have a separate in subclause in clause 4 or in an Appendix to define this format and refer ton it in the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C060
	2006.01.10
	T
	13.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: history@hostname, 

This is a normative section and example style specification is ambiguous and inapprorpriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase and Restructure. Have a separate in subclause in clause 4 or in an Appendix to define this format and refer ton it in the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C061
	2006.01.10
	T
	13.1.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: history@domain, This is a normative section and example style specification is ambiguous and inapprorpriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase and Restructure. Have a separate in subclause in clause 4 or in an Appendix to define this format and refer ton it in the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C062
	2006.01.10
	T
	13.2.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: P-Asserted-Identity is IMS related. Authenticated IM Address may be in the From header or Identity Header or Identity bodt

Proposed Change:  Rewrite without  P-Asserted-Identity header. Use Authenticated IM Address instead

	Status: OPEN 

	C063
	2006.01.10
	T
	13.2.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: . Bullet 3:

SHALL verify that the SDP body has the media direction attribute set to a=recvonly; and if it does not the IM Server SHALL return a SIP 403 “Forbidden” response;
 Proposed Change:  

SHALL verify that the SDP body has the media direction attribute set to a=recvonly; and if it does not the IM Server SHALL return a SIP 488 Not Acceptable Here response;

	Status: OPEN 

	C064
	2006.01.10
	T
	13.2.2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: P-Asserted-Identity is IMS related. Authenticated IM Address may be in the From header or Identity Header or Identity bodt

Proposed Change:  Rewrite without  P-Asserted-Identity header. Use Authenticated IM Address instead

	Status: OPEN 

	C065
	2006.01.10
	T
	13.2.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: P-Asserted-Identity is IMS related. Authenticated IM Address may be in the From header or Identity Header or Identity bodt

Proposed Change:  Rewrite without  P-Asserted-Identity header. Use Authenticated IM Address instead

	Status: OPEN 

	C066
	2006.01.10
	T
	13.2.5.1

13.2.52

13.2.5.3

13.2.5.4


	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: DELETE@hostname
This is a normative section and example style specification is ambiguous and inapprorpriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase and Restructure. Have a separate in subclause in clause 4 or in an Appendix to define this format and refer ton it in the steps

	Status: OPEN 

	C067
	2006.01.10
	T
	13.2.5.2

13.2.5.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: SHALL set the REFER method to INVITE 
This seems to be a misuse of REFER since it is not intended that the IM Server send a Invite. Deleting messages is not a SIP Function
Proposed Change:  

	Status: OPEN 

	C068
	2006.01.10
	T
	13.2.6
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: . Bullet 2bii:

SHALL return a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response;
 Proposed Change:  

SHALL return a SIP 410 Gone response;

	Status: OPEN 

	C069
	2006.01.10
	T
	14.1.3

14.1.3.1

14.1.3.2

14.1.3.3
	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 and not requiring P-Asserted-Identity header usage
	Status: OPEN 

	C070
	2006.01.10
	T
	14.3


	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: The IM Client SHALL use mechanisms defined in [3GPP TS 24.229] to request privacy. 
This mandates use of 3GPP IMS. Since SIMPLE IM needs to work on Non IMS SIP/IP cores this is not acceptable. 

Proposed Change: Rewrite indicating that privacy 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 and not requiring P-Asserted-Identity header usage
	Status: OPEN 
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