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1 Reason for Change

To resolve following CONR comments:
	B084
	2012.04.13
	T
	6
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The VVM 1.3 specification does not include any architecture; it is merely an interface definition. Therefore, the first sentence is incorrect.

Having the cross-reference at the first occurrence would also be nice.

Uppercase naming seems to be wrong.

Proposed Change: “The EVVM Enabler is realized using a client-server architecture based on the OMTP VVM 1.3 specifications [OMTP VVM]. The OMA EVVM Enabler leverages the OMTP VVM 1.3 specifications by improving the existing voicemail service with market driven requirements and extending it with several new features and functions.”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B085
	2012.04.13
	T
	6
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: There are a lot of nouns in the previous sentence; it is not known what ‘It’ refers to.

It is unclear what is meant by network elements.

The concepts and technologies are irrelevant at this point (will be detailed later in the spec). The important point is the fact that these resources exist and EVVM can’t exist without them.

Considering that the one and only Standard-based non-OMA VM Service we identified was VVM 1.3, the second part of the sentence makes no sense.

Proposed Change: “The enhanced features of the EVVM Enabler rely heavily on the resources provided by other OMA Enablers.”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B107
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.2
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The first paragraph below figure 2 is not correct; there are no interactions on the drawing.

Proposed Change: “Figure 2 presents the EVVM logical architecture model, depicting the EVVM Enabler’s functional components and their interfaces exposed to each other, and to external entities such as the Supporting Enablers and the Remote EVVM Server.”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B130
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.3.1.1
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The examples are mailboxes, not lists of voicemails.

Proposed Change: “Obtaining a list of voicemail(s).”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B154
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.3.1.2
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The storage is an implementation issue; its details bear no relevance to this bullet.

Proposed Change: “Providing storage for voicemails, greetings and voice signatures”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B155
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.3.1.2
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The storage is an implementation issue; its details bear no relevance to this bullet.

Proposed Change: “Interacting with storage for voicemails, greetings and voice signatures.”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B159
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.3.1.2
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: This applies to voicemails only that are going out. (The references are kept until the message is sent forth.)

Proposed Change: “Replacing media references with the appropriate content fetched from the Voice Mail Storage Server in outgoing voicemails.”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B163
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.3.1.2
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The EVVM Server does not record anything; this is a TUI feature, should be removed from the EVVM Server.

Proposed Change: Delete this bullet: “Recording an incoming voicemail”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B164
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.3.1.2
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The EVVM Server does not record anything; this is a TUI feature, should be removed from the EVVM Server.

Proposed Change: Delete this bullet: “Storing the recorded voicemail to the Voice Mail Storage Server”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B166
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.3.1.2
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The black and white lists “kick in” during deposit only – never during forwarding; the sender does not have access to the recipient’s white/blacklist.

Proposed Change: “Forwarding an already stored voicemail to the recipient(s)”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B223
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.3.1.9.4
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The specification does not detail how received messages are archived.

Proposed Change: “Message archiving (sent voicemails)”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B237
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.3.1.9.5
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Correct English and add reference.

Proposed Change: “The OMA STI Enabler [OMA STI] defines reference points between an application platform and a server to support transcoding various media types.”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B238
	2012.04.13
	T
	6.3.1.9.5
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: OMA STI does not limit transcoding procedures to changing the media type only. Various characteristics of media (dimensions, etc) can be adjusted without changing the media type. Why does EVVM impose this limitation? Is it intentional or a bad choice of words?

Proposed Change: ?
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B309
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.1
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: We don’t want to talk about scope in this section anymore. We want to tell how backwards compatibility is provided.

Proposed Change: “While EVVM supports all VVM 1.3 features for backward compatibility, it is not possible or practical to provide it on all deployment scenarios. As such, EVVM’s backward compatibility is limited to:” Remove the first sentence in the editor’s note.
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B334
	2012.04.12
	T
	7.2.2 SMTP
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0062

Comment: Ports are defined in RFCs or by other standards, and should not be specified here other than to refer to those standards. In any case they would be configurable.

Proposed Change: Remove specific port numbers, or at least change to refer solely to the relevant RFCs/standards.
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B337
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.1.1
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: We do not define the concept of VM box. Reword.

Proposed Change: “An OMA EVVM user’s EVVM voicemail mailbox  MUST be identified by a user identifier. Each user identifier MUST be globally unique. Each EVVM user identifier MUST belong to a unique EVVM voicemail mailbox. An EVVM user MAY have multiple user identifiers associated with his/her EVVM voicemail mailbox, but user identifiers MUST NOT be associtated with multiple EVVM voicemail mailboxes.”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B338
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.1.1
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Add missing sentence following the existing text.

Proposed Change: “An EVVM user MAY have multiple user identifiers associated with his/her EVVM VM box. Association of identifiers is performed by the service provider and as such, it is out of the scope of this specification. However, the EVVM Server MUST expose the user identifiers associated with the EVVM voicemail subscription in the subscription-specific service preferences (serviceprefs-subscription/prefs/associations).”
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B339
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.1.1
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The specification does not describe how Tel URIs and SIP URIs can be used – or how address resolution is performed.

Proposed Change: Remove Tel URIs and SIP URIs.
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B345
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Clients that are offline do not benefit from the preferences notifications – though it might be dangerous if they connect a moment later and miss both the updated XML document and the notification. It could save thousands of notifications per XML document update.

Proposed Change: Allow a server to avoid notifying all clients; notify only those clients that are connected within a certain time window from the moment an XML document is updated.
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B347
	2012.03.30
	T
	7.3.2
	Source: China Unicom

Form: doc #0050

Comment: There are two comments on the last two sentences in the forth paragraph of section 7.3.2.  Firstly, When new user preferences are available, the EVVM Client and the EVVM Server will accept relevant notification(s) at once, there is not any necessity to require the EVVM Server notifies the EVVM Client again for the same thing. Secondly, There is not any definition for PREF notification.

Proposed Change: Drop the last two sentences in the forth paragraph of the section 7.3.2.
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B350
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2
	Source: ZTE

Form: doc #0064

Comment: What is a “PREF notification”?

Proposed Change: Provide definitions or references.
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B354
	
	T
	7.3.2
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: DOC #0063

Comment: Where is the PREF notification defined?

The use of PREF notification is missing from the Client Server notification procedure.

Proposed Change: 

Should the PREF notification be defined?

Add new section 7.6.5.3 “Preference Update Notification” to cover the use of the PREF notification. A CR is needed for this new section.


	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B360
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2.1.1.1.3
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Was not specified; the ones for notifications are specified elsewhere.

Proposed Change: Remove blank section.
	Status: CLOSED by this CR


	B364
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2.1.1.1.9
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Was not specified.

Proposed Change: Remove blank section.
	Status: CLOSED no action (another CR already fixed that)


	B366
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2.1.1.1.10
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Was not specified.

Proposed Change: Remove blank section.
	Status: CLOSED no action (another CR already fixed that)


	B371
	04.01.12
	T
	7.3.2.1.1.2.5
	Source: Comverse

Form: DOC #0066
Comment: the name maxgreetinglength does not imply the data units of seconds

Proposed Change: rename parameter to maxgreetingseconds (or something similar that denotes that the duration is measured by seconds)
	Status: CLOSED by this CR 


	B372
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2.1.1.2.6
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Was not specified.

Proposed Change: Remove blank section.
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B375
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2.1.1.2.8
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Add missing sentences.

Proposed Change: “… a Boolean flag indicating whether the user is allowed to control the TUI status (turn it on/off). When the Boolean flag is ‘true’, the service provider permits the user to turn the TUI on/off via user preferences. When the Boolean flag is ‘false’, the service provider does not permit the user to turn the TUI on/off irrespective of the current setting in the user preferences.”
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B379
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Use the same document – preferences can be changed.

Proposed Change: “The EVVM Client MUST use the same client preferences document throughout its lifetime.”
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B385
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2.2.5
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Was not specified.

Proposed Change: Remove blank section.
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B392
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2.2.7
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Copy this sentence from 7.3.2.2.3: “The EVVM Server uses this information to determine the capabilities of the EVVM Client (see section 7.6.6.1 “Capability agreement.”).”

Proposed Change: Remove blank section.
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B412
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.2.3.5
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Was not specified.

Proposed Change: Remove section.
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B435
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.3
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The title of this section is very misleading. Change it.

Proposed Change: “Voicemail Container Formats”
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B439
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.3.1.1
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: We proposed replacing the Message Storage Server with a concept earlier. Check previous decision on this topic before removing.

Proposed Change: “For example, from: VVM 1.3 client, TUI, Voicemail Storage, Standard Non-OMA VM service.”
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B461
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.5
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The use of Draftbox is not defined anywhere.

Proposed Change: “Draftbox, used as a sandbox to allow storing draft voicemails, greetings and/or signatures.”
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B463
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.5
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Trashbox was not specified.

Proposed Change: Remove Trashbox and clean it up from the specification.
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B464
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.5
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Correction.

Proposed Change: “OMTP VVM clients have no knowledge of the special purpose of the mailboxes introduced the EVVM Enabler.”
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B465
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.3.5
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Improve clarity.

Proposed Change: “Therefore, the EVVM Server MUST refuse any requests other than deletion from OMTP VVM clients that may result in changes in Sentbox or Spambox.”
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B516
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.5.2.1
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: There is no reason to require OpenPGP as the one and only mandatory encryption mechanism. In corporate environments S/MIME (RFC5751) is the de-facto standard; one would expect EVVM to support corporate use better. Also, the door should be left open for the future, without limitation.

Furthermore, RFC4880 does not support individual media encryption (it defines a message format rather than a mechanism to encrypt media), so its use is not appropriate in this context.

Proposed Change: “the EVVM Client MUST encrypt each selected media items using any suitable encryption mechanism and encapsulate them in the voicemail according to the procedures specified in [RFC1847]. Considering that the level of support at the endpoints cannot be determined and the end-to-end encryption has no impact on the interoperability, the EVVM Enabler leaves the choice of the encryption mechanism out of scope; OpenPGP [RFC3156], S/MIME [RFC5751], or any other suitable mechanism can be used. Implementers should take into account various characteristics of the intended service deployment, such as geographical region, applicable laws and regulations, business use vs. private use, etc.” [remember to add RFC5751 to normative references as well]
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B547
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.5.2.3
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Add clarification.

Proposed Change: “If the voicemail fetched from the EVVM Server contains “EVVM-EmotionIndication” header and the EVVM Client supports emotion indication then the EVVM Client MUST present the message’s emotion contained in the header value. The EVVM Enabler does not specify how the emotion is presented to the user; it may be any visual or auditory element, haptic feedback or any combination of these.”
	Status: OPEN



	B548
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.5.2.3
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: The text in this section should be neutral; it does not matter what mechanism was used to encrypt the content. Also, some text is missing.

Proposed Change: “If the voicemail fetched from the EVVM Server contains any encrypted data, the EVVM Client MUST decrypt the encrypted data before presenting the voicemail to the recipient. Warning the recipient that some or all of the encrypted content could not be decrypted is an implementation issue.

If the voicemail fetched from the EVVM Server contains any digital signature(s), the EVVM Client MUST verify the digital signature(s) before presenting the voicemail to the recipient. Warning the recipient in various scenarios - that the digital signature is missing (while it is required, for example, by a corporate policy), a digital signature is not valid, a digital signature cannot be verified, or that contents have been altered - is an implementation issue.”
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B576
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.5.5.1

7.6.6.1
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Clarification; make it more precise.

Proposed Change: “The capability agreement MUST remain valid throughout the IMAP session - even if the server capabilities in the service preferences are updated  until the EVVM Client disconnects from the EVVM Server. This restriction does not apply to other any other service preferences than server capabilities.” Make sure that the changes are applied in both sections.
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B578
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.5.5.2
	Source: Research In Motion Ltd.

Form: Doc #0067

Comment: Clarification to refer to other sections.

Proposed Change: “The EVVM Client MAY employ various techniques to maintain an uninterrupted EVVM-based service in an intermittent-connectivity situation. The following sub-sections provide standardized procedures that client and server implementations can consider.”
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B630
	04.01.12
	T
	7.6.5.2
	Source: Comverse

Form: DOC #0066
Comment: how does the server know the roaming status ? what if the status is unknown ? whose responsibility is it and how is it done ?

Proposed Change: clarify the answers. If there are no normative ways to determine the roaming status – change MUST to SHOULD.
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR 



	B651
	2012.04.13
	T
	7.6.9


	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc #0060

Comment: 
Proposed Change:. 

The EVVM Server MUST SHOULD authenticate and manage the external storage on behalf of the user. For any other purposes, the EVVM Server MUST SHOULD authenticate and manage the external storage on behalf of an administrative entity.
	Status: CLOSED BY THIS CR


	B653
	04.01.12
	T
	7.7
	Source: Comverse

Form: DOC #0066
Comment: it is not clear why there are guidelines (‘SHOULD’) for OpenPGP and only for OpenPGP

Proposed Change: justify the paragraph on OpenPGP, or remove it, or add similar information for all other encryption mechanisms.
	Status: OPEN 




2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None.
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

Review and agree the proposed changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  See attachment 
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