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	Title:
	IM CONRR-R55-R58-R63-R70
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	OMA MWG-IM

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-RD-IM-V1_0-20060606-C

	Submission Date:
	02.02.2007

	Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 0: New Functionality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1: Major Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2: Bug Fix
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 3: Clerical

	Source:
	Adamu Haruna, Nokia, adamu.haruna@nokia.com

	Replaces:
	 n/a


1 Reason for Change

This CR resolves the action items: R55, R58, R63 and R70
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 accept the proposed changes
6 Detailed Change Proposal

.


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	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 

AI: Adamu to review section 6.1.19 and suggests change.

	Label
	Description
	Enabler Release

	UPROF-1
	User Profile SHALL contain, at least, user’s IM service related information  to assure interoperation with other mobile IM-Services as well as Internet IM.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-2
	The IM-Service SHALL have a User Profile holding, at least, the following information:

· User ID – Public, unique identifier. By default set by Service Provider

· Display-name – Public.

· Mobile E.164 Telephone number – Private, unique identifier, always set by Service Provider

· Age – Private, may be set and locked by Service Provider. 

· Age - Public

· Gender – Public, Set by the user. By default empty

· e-mail – Private, Set by user. By default empty

· Groups – Private, List of Groups which the user belongs to.

· Block List – Private, List of filtered/blocked users that are not allowed to communicate with user. Set by user or operator. By default empty

· Contact List – Private, List of users. Set by the user.. By default empty 

· Privacy Information/ Permissions (flags) – Private information. Profile should include different permissions that will affect information provided by IM-Service to other users. By default these parameters will be set to most restricted state.

1) To be found in searches (in order to be added to others’ Contact Lists) by E.164 number. By default set to no.

2) To show his IM Status. By default No

3) To be located. By default set to no

4) Add Contact Authorization. By default set to Yes (User can be added to others’ Contact List with authorization)
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-3
	IM Service SHALL allow Service Provider to change or to set profile parameters’ default values according to its preferences
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-4
	The IM system SHALL provide functionality to the user to Retrieve, Update and Clear entirely his own Public Profile.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-5
	Clearing the Public Profile SHALL NOT clear the User ID or the Friendly name fields.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-6
	The IM system SHOULD provide functionality to Search for users based on their Public Profile.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-7
	The IM system SHOULD NOT allow searching based on Public Profile if the requesting user did not fill out a set of mandatory fields in his/her own profile.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-8
	The IM server SHALL send a system message to IM users who did not fill in the mandatory part of their Public Profile – explaining the consequences to privacy of filling the Public Profile.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-9
	The IM system SHALL NOT include, in a Public Profile-based search, IM users who did not fill out the mandatory fields in their own profiles.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-10
	The IM server SHALL allow group administrators to specify an age range requirement for joining chat groups.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-11
	The IM server SHALL NOT allow those users that are outside the age range specified in the group properties to join the chat room.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-12
	If an IM server has age restriction for searching based on the age field in the user profile, then the restricting server SHALL exclude those users - who are under the restricted age according to their user profile - from the search results.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-13
	If Friendly Name exists in the Public Profile of the user then the IM server SHALL include the Friendly Name with the User-IDs in the search results.
	IM 1.0

	UPROF-14
	The IM server SHALL accept only full strings (NOT sub-strings) in any searches that use Public Profile fields as search criteria.
	Deleted

	UPROF-15
	The IM system SHALL provide functionality to Retrieve information from the Public Profile of another user.
	IM1.0


Proposal:

User profile information as written in the requirements above is not IM service specific but rather specific to a user who happen to be using an IM service. Therefore the use of “ User” instead of “IM User” is appropriate. However, there are two requirements which relate specifically to IM service/system responding to IM users, “User” has been replaced with “IM User” in these two requirements.  
Change 1:  Another change

<insert change info here>

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	T
	6.1.20
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: LOC requirements need to be updated, they are not fulfilled.

Proposed Change: move to next release
	Status: OPEN 

AI: Nicolas and Adamu to provide a proposal. 

	Label
	Description
	Enabler Release

	LOC-1
	The IM user SHALL be able to control if his/her location information is to be provided or not.
In IM architecture, this is achieved by XDM Clients handling presence authorization rules at Presence XDMS. (This is not IM specific as such; rather generic functionality.)
	IM 1.0

	LOC-2
	Only contacts in the user’s Location List SHALL be allowed to request the user’s location information.
If there is a list of users (stored at shared List XDMS), and authorization rules refer to that list (or alternatively the XDM Client setting authorization rules can list those users to the condition part of the authorization rules), this is fulfilled. This is generic, not IM specific.
	IM 1.0

	LOC-3
	Information (I guess that location information?) SHALL be provided in contextual or graphical form(basically up to UI of UE; of course mapping of location information to some context needs that context information to be available), according to the preference of the user that requests it 

· this could be seen as UE implementation issue (since I’m not aware of any GIS system standardization efforts in OMA or efforts linking GIS information to Presence so far); in other words there should be an external entity providing that kind of contextual information if expected to get this information from network, e.g. from IMS

· another matter is to think that the user may provide “user-defined location” information which can be thought to be understandable for the human (and thus contextual), but I know that this requirement does not mean that
	IM 1.0

	LOC-4
	IM users MAY request the IM service to provide them with their own location.
It’d be good to know to which purpose the IM user uses that information. Otherwise this is just a generic function to e.g. show own location to the user.
Anyway, Presence watcher entity in IM architecture is able to make a subscription to own presence information. The Presence information may or may not contain location depending if it’s published/ available.
	IM 1.0

	LOC-5
	The IM user MAY have the capability to request IM Service to send his/her information to his/her communication partner (Peer or Group). It could be done, for example:

· The user IM service sends a service message with the user location directly to partner.

· The location provided by IM service to the user is attached (by the user) to a personal IM message.
Ok, this is a proper IM requirement! To be postponed future releases. I think that not so important to implement in IM1.0 since if location information is available via Presence, other users are able to subscribe that information.
	IM 1.0
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Change 2:  etc

<insert change info here>

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	T
	6.1.22
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: CHAT-8 requirement “A Chat Room SHALL be erased (no longer be available at users´ Contact List) after some time that no user is participating in it. The Service Provider SHALL have the possibility to set that amount of time.” can not be fulfilled by actual shared group XDMS

Proposed Change: update shared group XDMS
	Status: OPEN 

AI: Adamu, Nicolas, Nadia to check this requirements with their PAG colleagues and we will re-discuss this requirement again in SFO.


	CHAT-8
	A Chat Room SHALL be erased (no longer be available at users´ Contact List) after some time that no user is participating in it. The Service Provider SHALL have the possibility to set that amount of time.
	Deleted


Proposal:

Closed this “Comment” because CHAT-8 has already been deleted from the IM RD so there is no need to meet this requirement in the IM TS 
Change 3:  etc

<insert change info here>

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.24
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

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

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

AI: Adamu to check when “client” is appropriate and when “IM user” is appropriate and will bring a CR with a proposal.



	Label
	Description
	Enabler Release

	SMSG-1
	The IM system SHALL support sending a System Message to the IM client.
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-2
	The IM system SHOULD be able to identify unsupported client releases (e.g. old client versions) and MAY block access to the service to those unsupported clients.

The IM system SHOULD support a way to notify unsupported clients about the reason for denying access to the IM service.
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-3
	System Messages SHALL support an answer mode that requires a response from the IM client.

System Messages SHALL support the following answer options:

· No answer required (i.e. information message)

· Two options (e.g. accept/refuse)

· More than two options
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-4
	The IM system SHALL be able to block access to the IM service until the client has responded to a System Message if requested.
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-5
	The IM system SHALL be able to send the System Message to the IM client before the client is logged into the IM service.
	Deleted

	SMSG-6
	The IM system SHALL be able to send a System Message containing at least 128 characters displayed.

The IM system SHOULD be able to send a System Message containing at least 512 characters displayed.
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-7
	The IM client SHALL be able to prompt to the IM user with a System Message containing at least 128 characters displayed.

The IM client SHOULD be able to prompt to the end user with a System Message containing at least 512 characters displayed.
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-8
	The IM client SHALL prompt the answer options to the IM user  for selection when the client receives the System Message.
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-9
	The IM system SHALL be able to use the answer option from the IM client to decide which level of service is granted.

The IM user SHALL NOT be visible as online until the level of service has been negotiated.
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-10
	The IM system SHALL be able to send the System Message at anytime.(e.g. system shutdown)
	IM 1.0

	SSMG-11
	The IM client SHALL be able to receive the System Message at any time.
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-12
	The IM system SHALL be able to deny access to the service if no response is received to a System Message within a specific period of time (e.g. timeout).

The timeout period is implementation specific (i.e. selectable by Service Provider).
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-13
	The IM service SHOULD support a way to make sure that the end-user has read and responded to the system notification accordingly.
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-14
	The IM system should not send un-necessary system messages 
	IM 1.0

	SMSG-15
	System Messages SHALL NOT include any sensitive information (e.g. E.164 numbers, names, etc.)
	IM 1.0


Proposal

“Client” and “end User” have been appropriately in the above requirements. The recommendation is to close this comments with replace “end user” with “IM User” for consistency in the IM RD
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Re: IM location-related requirements and the presence enabler

		From

		ext Thanos Diacakis

		To

		OMA-PAG@MAIL.OPENMOBILEALLIANCE.ORG

		Recipients

		OMA-PAG@MAIL.OPENMOBILEALLIANCE.ORG



My thoughts inline in blue

Thanos


On 31/08/06 10:51 AM, "Claude Kawa" <claude.kawa@OZ.COM> wrote:





Dear PAGers,
 
We have the following location-related requirements in the IM RD http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/MWG/IM/Permanent_documents/OMA-RD-IM-V1_0-20060606-C.zip. At the meeting in Beijing we discussed removing them from the current version of the IM draft enabler because we were not sure how to fulfil them in time to meet our WISPR milestones. Before proceeding, we would appreciate if you can tell us whether they can be fulfilled by the presence enabler or not.


6.1.20   IM Location
 
LOC-1   
The IM user SHALL be able to control if his/her location information is to be provided or not.  

[TD] Presence Server could meet this, only if there was a presence source providing location information to the presence server.

LOC-2   
Only contacts in the user’s Location List SHALL be allowed to request the user’s location information.         

[TD] As above, and in addition: the presence server could provide the access control mechanism, but it would be up to IM clients to use it and set those permissions. 

LOC-3   
Information SHALL be provided in contextual or graphical form, according to the preference of the user that requests it.

[TD] I don’t know what “contextual form” means, but I suspect this is a UI requirement, and therefore not relevant and should be deleted.

LOC-4   
IM users MAY request the IM service to provide them with their own location

[TD] I suspect they should be requesting this from the presence service, and therefore see LOC-1.

LOC-5   
The IM user MAY have the capability to request IM Service to send his/her information to his/her communication partner (Peer or Group). It could be done, for example:
 
     - The user IM service sends a service message with the user location directly to    partner.
     - The location provided by IM service to the user is attached (by the user) to a personal IM message.

[TD] This looks like an IM requirement, where the content just happens to be location related.  Definitely not a presence issue. 

Thanks and best regards, 
 
Claude Kawa
MWG IM chair
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