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1 Reason for Contribution

Nokia created a CR to for full following requirements:
	Ref
	Use Case Title(s)
	Requirements

	GEN-5
	
	The server MAY limit the maximum size of text messages and rich content messages separately.

	GEN-6
	
	The server SHALL inform the client about message size limitations and about oversize message handling policies, such as:

· No policy

· Reject message

· Deliver with extra charge.

	GEN-7
	
	The sender SHOULD be aware of the message size limitations and handling policies specified by the Service Provider(s) when sending a message. The Service Provider(s) SHOULD ensure that the system also takes account of the maximum size of the message, which can be supported by the recipient(s).

	GEN-8
	
	The server MAY restrict the content types that it accepts for delivery. Possible content types are those defined in the MMS Conformance Document [MMSCONF].

	GEN-9
	
	The server SHALL inform the client about the allowed content types.

	GEN-10
	
	The sender SHOULD be aware of the supported content types specified by the Service Provider when sending a message. The Service Provider(s) SHOULD ensure that the system also takes account of the content types, which are supported by the recipient(s).


Siemens mostly agree with this CR but would like to propose some simplifications.  There is a dual motivation for this simplification:

· the solution reveals sensitive information without any means for the user to prevent this.

· It brings extra complexity to cover unrealistic scenarios.
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution is to start a discussion and provide an overview of the pros and cons of the simplification which is described later in this document
3 Detailed Proposal

Nokia proposal (0079 and 0080) creates a new presence attribute which require specific treatment.  The introduction of this new presence attribute is accepted by Siemens but we would like to discuss the need for this special behaviour.  The proposed treatment is: 

  - the presence authorization rules do not apply to this PA meaning that this new PA is available to everyone

  - the value of the presence attribute may need to be filtered/altered before reaching the watchers.

Siemens propose to remove this special behaviour and threat it as any other presence attribute.  This proposal describes the pros of cons of this simplification.

-  The presence attribute SHALL be subject to presence authorization.  

   Pros:


- no special treatment for this attribute

            - the user can choose who is allowed to see this PA.  This is needed because even it looks like this information is not really sensitive, it may indirect reveal sensitive information.

   Cons: 

 
- users who are not authorized will not see the client capabilities of the receiving party and may send IM not supported by the receiving party

-  No filtering/altering of presence attributes

   pros:

        - no special treatment for this attribute

        - the watcher receives the unfiltered presence attribute and is aware of the watched users capabilities independent from the network capabilities and his own capabilities.  This is an advantage because the user might switch device or choose another operator if his current configuration does not cover the needs.
   cons:

        - if there is a service element in between, limiting the IM capabilities, the user is not aware of this and may send IM not supported by this intermediate server and therefor not received.

          Note that this is very unlikely to happen and the the sending user already knows the limitation of his own providing server by clientcapability negotiation.

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 the proposal and participate the discussion and the group to come to a conclusion.  Note that background knowledge of CR 0079 and CR 0080 is required. 
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