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1 Reason for Change

Following is the background description of CR458 and CR458R01:

“Assume that User A of Operator A sends an instant message to a chat room hosted by Operator B. The instant message is distributed to a number of users connected to the chat room. At the moment, with current protocols, Operator A is not aware of how many users connected to the chat room have received the instant message. Therefore, the operator is not able to apply a tariff per recipient of the instant message.”
According to Oct17’s IM Athens meeting discussion based on CR458, We find that when solving the charging problem of calculating the successful delivery responses from a IM conference, we should considering the controlling IM server’s handling about the conversation history function participants,;since within a IM conference, the receivers may request to save conversation history and thus the conversation history function also become a MSRP SEND recipient, just like the normal recipient IM participant users.
In this case, as for the sender, he shouldnot be charged for the receiver’s conversation history function participants.  Explained as below:
· User A of Operator A sends an instant message to a chat room hosted by Operator B;

· The instant message is distributed to 5 users successfully; 

· 2 of the 5 users have requested to save his conversation history;

· The chat room server in Operator B actually send 7 MSRP SEND messages, but actual number of person recipient participants is 5
· The chat room server in Operator B should response MSRP REPORT to UserA’s participating IM Server in Operator A with 5 as the number of successful delivery responses received from the IM conference participants, not 7.
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

To discuss and adopt the changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

7.2.3.3 Receiving and Sending messages in an IM conference Server
· When the IM Server acting as a MSRP Switch receives a MSRP request or response, the IM Server SHALL function according to the following rules and procedures: The IM Server SHALL check the “From” header field of the message/CPIM of the MSRP request. If the “From” header field does not contain a valid value based on expected information described for the “From” header in 7.1.3.2.1 Generating MSPR requests in an IM Conference, the IM Server SHALL reject the request with MSRP 403 response. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;

· The IM Server SHALL check the “To” header field(s) of the Message/CPIM of a MSRP request. If the “To” header field(s) contains  the IM Session Identity or IM Group Identity, the IM Server SHALL consider the request as a  message to be distributed to all Participants of the IM Conference Session. In that case, the IM Server:

· SHALL send the MSRP request to IM Address of each Participant of the IM Session except the sender user’s IM Address as follows:

· The IM Server SHALL copy the originally received SEND request and SHALL not modify the body included in the original MSRP SEND request.The IM Server should start distributing the MSRP request once received the message/CPIM wrapper information.

· When an IM Server receives an MSRP SEND request  that includes;
·  MSRP Success-Report with a value “yes”, the IM conference SHALL proceed according to rules and procedures in  [MSRP]
· MSRP Success-Report with a value “yes” and an additional parameter “Include-Sent-Count”, the IM Conference SHALL proceed as follows:
· SHALL include Success-Report with a value “yes” in each copy of the MSRP SEND request fan out  to the participants of the chat room
· SHALL wait for a suitable time (implementation dependent) to receive the Report Request from the participants of the IM conference and aggregates the number of successful delivery response

· SHALL send MSRP REPORT request as a response to the received MSRP SEND request, that has the Success-Report with a value “yes” as defined in [MSRP] and the parameter “Include-Sent-count”, with the following clarification
· Include a new header “Distribution-Count” and insert as a value to this new header , the number of successful delivery responses received from the IM conference participants as described in [Appendix M]
[Notes for editor:


Above blue parts come from agreed CR0458R01, but they have not been existed in TS 20061002. So remind that when editor incorporating the agreed contribution into new TS, this contribution’s below CHANGE1 should follow just after the change in CR0458R01.]
CHANGE1 BEGIN
NOTE: When calculating the number of successful delivery received from the IM conference participants, the IM Server SHOULD NOT include the conversation history function participants.
CHANGE1 END
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