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1. Review Comments

1.1 OMA-TS-SIMPLE_IM-V1_0-20061129-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2007/01/11
	T
	6.1.1.1

	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc
Comment: History Function is not explained properly in TS and may lead to confusion 

Proposed Change: See CR OMA-IM-2007-0002-CR_History_Clarification on MWG IM Portal
	Status: OPEN

	A002
	2007/01/11
	T
	General
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc
Comment: Some parameters from an old version of an IETF draft need to be removed and clarification about how clients can differentiate between session types needs to be added
Proposed Change: see CR 541R01 on MWG IM Portal
	Status: OPEN

	A003
	2007/01/11
	T
	9.4.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc
Comment: To ensure MSRP sessions for large Message mode are not misused, the IM client must tear down the session after sending the last chunk of the message

Proposed Change: Modify the last sentence of section 9.4.2 as follows:
When the IM Client has received the corresponding response for the last chunk of the MSRP SEND request, e.g. 200 OK or Success-Report, the IM Client SHALL close the MSRP session by sending a BYE request.  


	Status: OPEN

	A004
	2007/01/11
	T
	8.3.1.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc
Comment: The Conference server should have a and should enforce a local policy about the number of participants allowed in an ad-hoc conference

Proposed Change: Add the following step after step 5

· 6. If the conference is for an ad-hoc group, SHALL check if the number of participants exceeds the maximum allowed by local policy and if it does, then it SHALL return a SIP 486 “Busy Here” response with the warning header set to “too many participants”. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;

	Status: OPEN

	A005
	2007/01/11
	T
	12.1.5
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc
Comment: Section 12.1.5 is the same as section 12.1.2.2.

Also an expiry time = 0 will not allow the Notify messages to be delivered to the subscriber when changes occur, since the dialog will be closed.

Proposed Change: Remove section 12.1.5


	Status: OPEN

	A006
	2007/01/11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The IM enabler is using the new Shared Policy XDM.

Proposed Change: Add a reference to Shared Policy XDM specification OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_Policy-V2.
	Status: OPEN

	A007
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.1.2.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  It is stated that IM XDMS contains user settings for history and that Appendix E contains the details. This is not true as IM XDMS specification does not contain such settings.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A008
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Section not updated to handle a user access policy stored in Shared Policy XDMS.

Proposed Change: Rewrite section to reference “Shared Policy XDMS”. Define how the <media> element and <allow-invite> element shall be used. ( Both “pass” and “accept” shall allow IM to be sent, “reject” shall bar IM to be sent to the client.
	Status: OPEN 



	A009
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.2.1 bullet 6.
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment: The “willingness” status is not used correctly. This status should only be used as part of the presence information displayed to other users to indicate if the recipient is willing/not willing at this time to receive messages. 

How does this check relate to “IM Service Setting for deferred messaging”
Proposed Change: Skip the check for willingness and check the IM service settings such as ISB instead.

Determine whether the setting for deferred messages should also be checked.
	Status: OPEN 



	A010
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.2.6
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The user access policy needs to be checked as it is possible to block group advertisements.

Proposed Change:  Add text to the section stating that shared policy in Shared Policy XDM shall be check before sing the GA to the IM client.
	Status: OPEN 



	A011
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.3
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Text about how child <list-service> elements like <media>, <qoe>, <supported-services> defined in shared Group XDM shall be used is needed to be added. A Pre-Defined Group is not owned by an IM server it is owned by Shared Group XDMS. Text is missing to define when a Pre-Defined Group in Shared Group XDMS shall be regarded as an IM Pre-Defined Group.

Proposed Change: Add text defining how the IM server finds out if a Pre-Defined Group in Shared Group XDMS is a IM Pre-Defined Group that shall be regarded as “owned” by the IM server. Add text defining which elements that are used by the IM server and how.
	Status: OPEN 



	A012
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Shall the IM server add “Subject” and “Display name” for the Group from the group document in the SIP INVITE sent to a invited user? 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A013
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.7
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Is the “age” controlling function missing? When a new user is added shall it be checked if this user has the allowed age? 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A014
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.2.9
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The Shared Group TS and the Shared profile TS needed to be referenced and not [XDM 2.0]

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A015
	2007.01.11
	E/T
	8.2.1 bullet 4
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  How can a client found out that it is a system message when the content type is “message/external-body”?

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 



	A016
	2007.01.11
	T
	8.3.1.1 bullet 2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The group id for a predefined group is not owned by the IM server, it is owned by the Shared group XDMS. The IM server needs to check if the group id exists in the shared XDMS and that the group id can be used for IM page mode by checking certain <list-services> child elements like <media>,<supported services> and <list-member> etc.

Proposed Change: Add text specifying how a Group Identity shall be regarded as “owned” by the IM server. Add text to define which elements that are relevant for IM pager mode and how they are used.
	Status: OPEN 



	A017
	2007.01.11
	T
	8.3.2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Shall “Display name” and “Subject” taken from the Group document be included in the message sent to the users in case if a Pre-Defined Group and not received from the sending user? See above

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A018
	2007.01.11
	E
	12.2.2.8
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The <deferred> element is called <history> element in IM XDMS

Proposed Change: Use the same element name in both documents.
	Status: OPEN 



	A019
	2007.01.11
	E
	13.3.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The <Conv> element in is called <history> element in IM XDMS

Proposed Change: Use the same element name in both documents.
	Status: OPEN 



	A020
	2007.01.11
	E
	E2/E.3/E4
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment: The target namespace for “service settings”is not according to OMNA rule. “urn:oma:xml:……” 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A021
	2007.01.11
	E
	H.4
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This section needs to be normative? OMNA is used as a place to store the information and to reserve a value.

Proposed Change: 
	

	A022
	2007.01.11
	E
	I.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The new parameter “PRES-SRV-CAP needs to be added to the example as it is a mandatory parameter?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A023
	2007.01.11
	T
	H.2.1.2
	Source:  Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:   Shall also the ISB setting influence the “availability for IM” the same ways is it is done for PoC
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A024
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.3.5
	Source:  Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:   The system message is being sent using an MSRP SEND message and not a MESSAGE message. How will the client recognize that this is a system message ?
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 



	A025
	2007.01.11
	
	1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  The scope describes the scope of the working group and not the scope of the document.

Proposed Change: Change the text to describe what the reader can expect to be described in the document. 
	Status: OPEN 



	A026
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  "SCR Rules and Procedures”, V1.0, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-ORG-SCR_Rules_and_Procedures-V1_0, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ is missing
Proposed Change: 

Replace reference [IOPPROC] with the above reference
	Status: OPEN 



	A027
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  Inconsistent use of user, User, IM user all trough the document. (IM user not defined but used sometimes anyway)

Proposed Change:  Use IM User all through the document and add a definition in 3.2.
	Status: OPEN 



	A028
	2007.01.11
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP
Comment:  Inconsistent use of client, IM Client all trough the document.

Proposed Change:  Use IM Client all through the document.
	Status: OPEN 



	A029
	2007.01.11
	T
	5.3
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment: In this subclause MUST is used instead of SHALL, why? 

Proposed Change: Update to SHALL instead of MUST all through the document in order not to confuse the reader.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	
	
	
	
	

	A031
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.1.2.3
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  In paragraph 1: "Upon a request from an IM User to add …". The human user can not request something directly.

Proposed Change: IM User ( IM Client
	Status: OPEN 



	A032
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.1.2.3
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  It would be nice if the note could contain a reference where upgrading to a conference is described.

Proposed Change: Add reference in the Note
	Status: OPEN 



	
	
	
	
	
	

	A034
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.2.2.1 bullet 2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  According to my understanding the IM User is the human user. If then what is the address to put in the request URI, street number and city (
Proposed Change: IM User ( IM Client
	Status: OPEN 



	A035
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  In many places the procedure requires the IM Server to include a Warning header with a text. What warning code is used? 399 is a general warning code that allows free text.

Proposed Change: Add the warning code 399 in all places where a warning header is included.
	Status: OPEN 



	A036
	2007.01.11
	E/T
	7.2.2.2 bullet 2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  In the case of a IM Group Session the Authenticated Originator's IM Address is the IM Group Identity. Why is the IM User's Nick name added to that identity. Shouldn't it be the display name of the group.

Proposed Change: Reconsider what nick name to use.
	Status: OPEN 



	A037
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  It appears as it is not possible for an Invited IM Client to add a Nick Name in 200 OK, why.

Proposed Change: Reconsider the possibility for a IM User to decide what nick name to use.
	Status: OPEN 



	A038
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.3.2
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment: Since this subclause is about the MSRP switch it is important to be clear about protocols. The subclause contains a number of 200 OK responses without indicating protocol.  

Proposed Change: 200 OK ( SIP 200 OK
	Status: OPEN 



	A039
	2007.01.11
	E/T
	7.2.3.3
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment:  The subclause is not clear about protocols please indicate in all requests and responses SIP or MSRP.

Proposed Change: 200 OK ( SIP 200 OK, invite ( SIP INVITE request, etc
	Status: OPEN 



	A040
	2007.01.11
	E/T
	7.2.3.4
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP

Comment: Since IM has chosen to use IM User for the human User the subclause contains inconsistent use of IM User. In the 1:st paragraph the following text "…If the “To” header field(s) contains IM Address of  the recipient IM User(s) instead of the IM Session Identity…" is confusing. Is the IM Address of the recipient IM User a street name and a city or something? 

Proposed Change: IM User(s) ( IM Client(s)
	Status: OPEN 



	A041
	2007.01.11
	T
	B
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com 

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The Introduction of Appendix B refers to the IOP Process, but the SCR Items are defined in the OMA ORG SCR Rules document and IM TS should refer to this document.

Proposed Change: Remove the IOPPROC reference and add OMA ORG SCR Rules document reference.
	Status: OPEN

	A042
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.1.1.11
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The section states that the IM Client SHOULD subscribe to the Conference State Event Package, but in the next sentence there is: IM Client SHALL send SUBSCRIBE message. The SUBSCRIBE message is mandatory only if subscription is invoked.

Proposed Change: The second sentence should be changed to If the IM Client is subscribing to the Conference State Event Package it SHALL send subscribe, etc.
	Status: OPEN

	A043
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.1 (IMSpec-SMM-C-003)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Reference to subscription should be removed, since subscription has its separate SCR Item.

Proposed Change: Remove 7.1.1.11 reference for this SCR Item.
	Status: OPEN

	A044
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.2 (IMSpec-SMM-C-020)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This SCR Item is marked optional for the terminating client, but TS, section 7.1.3.5 has this requirement as mandatory: Client SHALL….

Proposed Change: Update the SCR Item to mandatory, or update the TS and change SHALL to MAY.
	Status: OPEN

	A045
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.2 (IMSpec-SMM-C-021)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This SCR Item is marked optional for the terminating client, but TS, section 7.1.3.5 has only server procedures. What makes it optional, or mandatory?

Proposed Change: Update the reference for the SCR to point to the terminating client procedures, or remove SCR Item, if the TS does not specify reception of a private message.
	Status: OPEN

	A046
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.3 (IMSpec-SMM-S-004)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This SCR Item is marked optional for the server, but TS, section 7.2.1.2 has it mandatory for the server.

Proposed Change: Update the SCR Item
	Status: OPEN

	A047
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.3 (IMSpec-SMM-S-009, IMSpec-SMM-S-011)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This SCR Items are marked optional for the server, but TS, the sections 7.2.1.6 and 7.2.1.7 have these requirements as mandatory for the server. There is not text that states that session modification or adding users to an ongoing session is optional for the server.

Proposed Change: Update the SCR Items to Mandatory.
	Status: OPEN

	A048
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.6
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Text of the format: "This subclause describes the optional procedures for modifying Media Parameters for one SIP Session in an ongoing IM Session. The IM Server

1. SHALL generate a SIP re-INVITE request.; […]" is confusing, since it starts with optional description and then it states that the Server SHALL. 
Proposed Change: Change the text to something like: "If modifying Media Parameters for one SIP Session in an ongoing IM Session is supported, the IM Server:

1. SHAL […]"

This way it will be clear that this is optional.
	Status: OPEN

	A049
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.3 (IMSpec-SMM-S-009 and IMSpec-SMM-S-015)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Both of these SCRs cover session modification. It is clear that 9 takes care of session modification of the UAS portion of the server and 15 takes care of the UAC portion of the server, but the way they are formulated at this time is confusing.

Proposed Change: Combine the SCR Items into one: Session modification.
	Status: OPEN

	A050
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.3 (IMSpec-SMM-S-014)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This SCR is marked as optional, but the TS, section 7.2.1.11 seems to mandate the server to perform the requirement.

Proposed Change: Change the SCR Item to mandatory, or change the TS appropriately.
	Status: OPEN

	A051
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.3 (IMSpec-SMM-S-017)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This SCR states: "IM Server terminating subscriptions" and  is marked as optional. The TS states that this is optional only when the IM Client leaves the session. It is not optional when the session is terminated.

Proposed Change: Clarify the SCR Item to state appropriate optional requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A052
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.4.1 (IMSpec-SMM-S-021)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This SCR is marked as optional, but section 6.1.1.2.4 has the requirement to be mandatory. Even if the media parameters are not supported by the server and the server sends 488 response, the feature itself is supported, but these particular media parameters are not. The feature is currently stated as mandatory in the TS.

Proposed Change: Change the SCR to mandatory.
	Status: OPEN

	A053
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.4.2 (IMSpec-SMM-S-024)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This SCR is marked as optional, but section 6.1.1.5 has the requirement to be mandatory.

Proposed Change: Change the SCR to mandatory.
	Status: OPEN

	A054
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.1.4.2 (IMSpec-SMM-S-026)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This SCR is marked as optional, but section 6.1.2.2.2 has the requirement to be mandatory.

Proposed Change: Change the SCR to mandatory.
	Status: OPEN

	A055
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.3.1 (IMSpec-PMM-C-003 to IMSpec-PMM-C-005)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  All 3 SCR Items are mandatory according to the section 8.1.1. 

Proposed Change: Change the SCR to mandatory to be consistent with the TS.
	Status: OPEN

	A056
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.3.1 (IMSpec-PMM-C-001)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Requirement is not needed. All other message requirements are mandatory. There is no need for a generic message SCR Item (see above).

Proposed Change: Remove SCR Item.
	Status: OPEN

	A057
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.3.5 (IMSpec-PMM-S-004 to IMSpec-PMM-S-007)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  There is misunderstanding about what the TS attempts to do. Section 8.3.2.1 states that the MESSAGE SHALL be sent to one of the three scenarios based on the session type (ad-hoc, pre-defined group, or ongoing session. It does not mean that the server needs to support only one of these. The server supports all three and uses the appropriate functionality for appropriate session.

Proposed Change: Remove SCR Item IMSpec-PMM-S-004 and make IMSpec-PMM-S-005 to IMSpec-PMM-S-007 mandatory. Then there is not need for IMSpec-PMM-S-004.
	Status: OPEN

	A058
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.3.4 (IMSpec-PMM-C-003)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Requirement is mandatory in the section 8.3.2.1 (which references section 7.2.1.3), but the SCR is marked as optional.

Proposed Change: change the SCR to mandatory.
	Status: OPEN

	A059
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.2.1 (IMSpec-LMM-C-003 and IMSpec-LMM-C-004)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The 2 SCR Items are mandatory according to the section 9.1.1.2. 

Proposed Change: Change the SCR to mandatory to be consistent with the TS.
	Status: OPEN

	A060
	2007.01.11
	T
	B.2.1 (IMSpec-LMM-C-001)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Requirement is not needed. All other message requirements are mandatory. There is no need for a generic message SCR Item (see above).

Proposed Change: Remove SCR Item.
	Status: OPEN

	A061
	2007.01.11
	T
	10
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Change informative shall to normative SHALL.

Proposed Change: Update.
	Status: OPEN

	A062
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  [draft-garcia-mmusic-file-transfer-mech-01] reference link does not exits, since there is a new version of the draft.

Proposed Change: Update the reference and technical detail with draft changes.
	Status: OPEN

	A063
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  [MSRP] reference link does not exit. There is a new draft version 18. Also, since IM TS references are divided into RFCs and drafts, why is this draft not part of the draft portion?

Proposed Change: Update the reference and technical detail with draft changes.
	Status: OPEN

	A064
	2007.01.11
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  [MSRP] and all draft references are an IETF drafts and a NOTE should be added that this is work in progress.

Proposed Change: Update the reference.
	Status: OPEN

	A065
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  [draft-conference-state] reference link does not exist, since draft became an RFC.

Proposed Change: Update the reference and technical detail with draft changes.
	Status: OPEN

	A066
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  [draft-multiple-refer] reference link does not exist, since there is a new version of the draft.

Proposed Change: Update the reference and technical detail with draft changes.
	Status: OPEN

	A067
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  [draft-URI-list] reference link does not exist. Reason unknown.

Proposed Change: Find out the reason for inexistent link.
	Status: OPEN

	A068
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  [draft-uri-list-message] reference link does not exist, since the draft was replaced by another draft. See IETF note at: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-sipping-uri-list-message-09.txt
Proposed Change: Update the reference and technical detail with draft changes
	Status: OPEN

	A069
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  [IMDN] reference link does not exist, since there is a new version of the draft available.

Proposed Change: Update the reference and technical detail with draft changes
	Status: OPEN


1.2 OMA-RD_IM-V1_0-20060606-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2007.01.11
	T
	
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: 
Comment: Friendly Name is still being used in the RD. It should be replaced with Display Name
Proposed Change: See CR 571 on MWG IM Portal
	Status: 


1.3 OMA-AD-SIMPLE_IM-V1_0-20061129-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	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: 

	C002
	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: 

	C003
	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

	

	C004
	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 

	


1.4 OMA-TS-IM-XDM-V1_0-20061107-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2007.01.11
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The reference to [XCAP] is too old.

Proposed Change:  Change reference to the same version used by XDM2 specs.
	Status: OPEN



	D002
	2007.01.12
	E
	3.2, 4, 5.3 appendix B and appendix C 2.
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  User Access Policy is according to MoM from Washington moved to a new Shared Policy XDMS

Proposed Change: Include the approved CR for this matter.
	Status: OPEN 



	D003
	2007.01.13
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The <conv-hist-set> element does not exist in section 5.1.1. I

Proposed Change:  Change the element name to <entry>.
	Status: OPEN 



	D004
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The “history-reference attribute shall conform to a syntax defined in [OMA-IM-TS]. A more detailed reference is needed in order to find the definition.

Proposed Change:  Add in which section of the [OMA-IM-TS] the syntax is defined.
	Status: OPEN



	D005
	2007.01.11
	E
	C.1.1
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The examples of a “history-reference” attribute looks a bit strange 

Proposed Change: Change “sip:soccer@example.com” and “ sip:friends@example.com to  sip:123456@historyserver1.example.com and sip:123457@historyserver1.example.com
	Status: OPEN 




1.5 OMA-ETR-SIMPLE_IM-V1_0-20061211-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2007.01.10
	E
	5
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  In Feature Description portion, for each referenced section of the same TS document, the "OMA IM TS" string is added. This makes it hard to read.

Proposed Change: Change (for example):

"(OMA IM TS 7.1.1.3, OMA IM TS 7.2.1.2)" to

"[OMA IM TS] 7.1.1.3, 7.2.1.2"
	Status: OPEN

	E002
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.1.1.1 (SMM-003)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  "Verify that Subscription to the conference participants information is possible." portion of the requirement is optional and should not be specified in this requirement.

Proposed Change: Remove the above sentence from the requirement. Remove 7.1.1.11 reference 
	Status: OPEN

	E003
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.1.1.1 (SMM-003)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  The requirement should not be called "join", but establish the IM Predefined Conference.

Proposed Change: Update text to be consistent with TS.
	Status: OPEN

	E004
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.1.1.1 (SMM-004 and SMM-005)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  There is no need for SMM-005, since the SMM-004 already covers it.

Proposed Change: Remove item SMM-005 and add reference 7.2.3.2 to item SMM-004.
	Status: OPEN

	E005
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.1.1.1 (SMM-006)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Private message is optional for the Client and the Server, so this item should be moved to the optional portion. 

Proposed Change: Move SMM-006 to optional requirements and add a reference to the section 7.1.1.1.
	Status: OPEN

	E006
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.1.1.1 (SMM-013)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  This is conformance requirement. In the interoperability we do not test what messages were sent between the Client and the Server. Additionally, it is optional requirement for the originating client.

Proposed Change: Remove this requirement, since it is conformance and an SCR Items already exists for it.
	Status: OPEN

	E008
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.1.1.2 (PMM-001 and PMM-004)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Why is PMM-004 requirement stating to "online user"? The section 8.1.1 in the TS does not talk about online and offline users. According to the TS, section 8.1.1 there should be one requirement: " Sending a Page mode message to a user"

Proposed Change: Revise PMM-001 and remove PMM-004.
	Status: OPEN

	E009
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.1.1.2 (PMM-005)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Sending and receiving of messages is tested in one test session. There is no need to have a separate requirement for receiving pager mode.
Proposed Change: Remove requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	E010
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.1.1.3 (LMM-004)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Sending and receiving of messages is tested in one test session. There is no need to have a separate requirement for receiving pager mode.
Proposed Change: Remove requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	E011
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.1.1.3 (LMM-006)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Why is the requirement stating to "offline user"? The section 9.1.1.2 in the TS does not talk about online and offline users. There is already a requirement for sending a large message to the user, so LMM-006 is not needed.
Proposed Change: Remove LMM-006 (or update the reference appropriately to where this requirement is described.).
	Status: OPEN

	E012
	2007.01.10
	T
	5.1.1.4 (DM-003)
	Source: Nadia Bishai, Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment:  Some inconsistency with SCR Items in the TS and with the TS itself. Is retrieving selected messages optional? If so, this requirement should state that all messages should be retrieved. If selective retrieval is mandatory, the IMSpec-DM-C-002 SCR Item needs to be updated.
Proposed Change: Check for consistency.
	Status: OPEN
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