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Change Request

	Title:
	Open CONRR RD comments
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	MWG IM

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-RD_IM-V1_0-20060606-C

	Submission Date:
	14 June 2007

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

	Source:
	Claude Kawa, OZ Communications, claude.kawa@oz.com 

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Change

This CR addresses the following remaining open CONRR RD comments:  R8 R9 R10 R11 R15 R19 R21 R26 R27 R29 R30 R31 R35 R37 R38 R39 R40 R41 R43 R52 R59 R62 R65. 
Note on the presentation: The following table is from the latest CONRR. It includes all the RD comments. The open comments have a white background and the closed comments have a grey background
7.1 OMA-RD_IM-V1_0-20060606-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	R AUTONUM 
	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: CLOSED
Addressed in CR 2006-571.

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	E
	2.2
	Source: Orange S.A (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: 3GPP informative references are not used throughout the document

Proposed Change: Add a paragraph using  these references
	Status:  CLOSED
Editor will remove the references

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	E
	2.2
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: informative references 2778, 2779, WAPARCH, WAPWAE are not used throughout the document

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

.Editor will remove the references

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	E
	2.2
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: RFC 3261, RFC 3986, RFC 3966 are used in definition of  “display-name” and “user-id” and are not  in the reference chapter

Proposed Change: add RFC 3261, RFC 3986, RFC 3966 in the list of normative references
	Status: CLOSED

Editorial, editor will add the RFC in the normative section

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	2.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “Specific Versions of 3GPP and 3GPP specifications are used. This is a bad idea because these specifications will need to change to fix issues

Proposed Change: Proposed to replace with version agnostic reference


	Status: CLOSED

3G references will be removed as per comment 2.

AI:  Editor.

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: “Accounting” “Auto login” definitions are not used in the document

Proposed Change: remove these definitions
	Status: CLOSED

Editorial, editor will add remove the 2 definitions.

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: References should use [ ] in definitions of “Chat Room”, “Display-name”, “User-ID”

Proposed Change: do the typo change
	Status: CLOSED

Editorial, editor will make the change.

Addressed in CR 32

 

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	T
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: Missing Definitions:

Chat Group (see 6.1.11 PRI-15)

Cellular Network

Deferred Messaging

IM Accounts

IM User

IM Participant

IM Interaction

IM Communication

IM Session

IM Service

IM Service Interactions

IM Service Provider

IM Messaging Server

IM Service Entity

IM System (What is the difference between IM System and IM Service and IM Messaging Server and IM Service Entity?)

IM Subscription

IM Subscriber (To be consistent with PoC definition of PoC Subscriber an IM Subscribe should be someone who subscribes (pays for) IM Service An IM Subscriber may or may not be (e.g parent or corporation) an IM User. You need to make sure that you don’t use IM Subscriber and IM User inappropriately. The IM User is the user using the terminal to send messages.

IM Traffic

IM User Agents (How does this differ from an IM Client?)

Mobile Operator

Public Chat Room

Private Chat Room

Proposed Change: Add definitions. Some can be based on those in the SIMPLE-AD
	Status: OPEN 

-Need to check whether all these terms are in the RD.

-Some terms are obvious and do not need a definition (need to agree what is obvious).

-AI: Claude will come with a proposal.

See Change 1


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: Definition Text doesn’t consistently use the Definitions:

User

Session

Chat

Proposed Change: Modify

User to IM User

Session to IM Session

Chat to IM Chat
	Status: OPEN 

Is there any confusion? If we use User instead of IM user. 

Claude:  to check the need to change as proposed. 

See Change 2


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	T
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: Definition  “Chat Room” may cause confusion with PoC “Chat  Session”. In PoC a “Chat Session” is a conference where each user must request to join the (dial in) conference however “chat room” is used here for both group invitation conferences and conferences where users invite themselves to join (dial in)

Proposed Change: Proposed to separate the definition so that chat only applies to the self invitation(dial in) type conference


	Status: OPEN 

- Agree that there is a difference with PoC. 

- PoC uses chat room in a specific way and IM use chat room in a general way.

Need to change without too much disruption to the IM enabler

Need further investigation about how to address this comment.

AI: to everybody to come with a proposal.

See Change 3


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “Emoticon or smiley”  using “UTF-8 Glyph” in a requirements document is inappropriate

Proposed Change: Proposed to replace “UTF-8 Glyph” with “graphic or animation”


	Status: OPEN 

UTF-8 glyph should be mentioned in the RD because the glyph triggers the graphic or animation.   

We do not want to mention UTF-8 in the RD. We need to provide an alternative to graphic or animation since they are the result not the mean to convey emoticons.

AI Claude: To propose an alternative to “UTF-8 glyph”.

See Change 4


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “User-ID”. Having a “Shall” in a definition is inappropriate

Proposed Change: Proposed to delete “shall””


	Status: CLOSED

Change as follows: “It shall take the form of a SIP URI” .to : “It takes the form of a SIP URI”.

Editorial: Editor will provide the change.

Addressed in CR 32



	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	E
	3.3
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: Following abbreviations are used in the text and missing in abbreviations section : “EMS”, “IMS”, “IOP”, “MMS”, “PoC”,  SIP, “URL”, SMS”, “SIMPLE” , “SMTP”, “WG”

Proposed Change: add these abbreviations 
	Status: CLOSED

Editorial: Editor will provide the change.

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	E
	3.3
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: Following abbreviations are not used in the text of the RD  : “ITU-T”, WSI”

Proposed Change: delete these abbreviations
	Status: CLOSED 

Editorial: Editor will provide the change.

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	3.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “UTF-8” in a requirements document is inappropriate

Proposed Change: Proposed to remove “UTF-8” Abbreviation”


	Status: OPEN 

See R11.

See change 5

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	3.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: Missing Abbreviations:

SMS, EMS, MMS, RFC, SMTP, SIMPLE

Proposed Change Add Abbreviations


	Status: CLOSED

See also comment 13.

Editor will provide the change.

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: SND-5: “IMS Service”

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service”


	Status: CLOSED

Need to investigate whether it is IMS or IM

AI: Nicolas and Nadia

Addressed by CR 17



	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	T
	6.1.5
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: Requirement RCV-2 says “The IM service MAY provide content adaptation or alternative ways to retrieve multimedia content. “ Do we provide any alternative way to retrieve multimedia content if the client is unable to retrieve or display the multimedia content?

Proposed Change: This is a question.
	Status: CLOSED

IM TS supports content indirection which allows the user to retrieve the contents from another device.

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	T
	6.1.5
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: RCV-5 and RCV-6: “Immediate Messaging” no definition and this seems a paste error from 3GPP TS 22.340

Proposed Change: Replace “Immediate Messaging” with “IM Service” or provide definition for Immediate Messaging


	Status: OPEN 

Use the definitions from the AD in the RD: “IM service” and “Instant message”.

We will change “Immediate Messaging” with ”IM service” and agree with the comment.

AI: Claude to provide a CR.

See change 6


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	T
	6.1.6
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: Requirement DLV-2 says “The IM system SHALL have the ability to maintain message sequencing and synchronization to preserve the order of a conversation or message flow.“ Is it built in MSRP ?

Proposed Change: This is a question.
	Status: CLOSED 

The answer is Yes. 

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.7
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “user” is used many places

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

AI: Claude to check whether it is OK to make this change. Related comment R09.

See change 7

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	T
	6.1.8
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: Requirement HST-2 says : “Where conversation histories are provided, the IM subscriber SHALL be able to manage (e.g. save/delete/rename/move into folders) them.” Our actual specification does not allow “move into folders”

Proposed Change: update requirement
	Status: CLOSED 

AI: Nicolas to bring a proposal in a CR.

Addressed by CR 48R01

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	T
	6.1.8
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: Requirement HST-3 says “The Service Provider MAY define a maximum storage limit of conversations.” is there something in the TS like return codes… for dealing with over quota

Proposed Change: add return codes in the TS ??
	Status: CLOSED

Section 13.2.2.1 addresses this requirement partially. 

AI: Nadia to bring a proposal in a CR to enhance the TS.

Addressed by CR 25R03. and CR 163R02

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.8
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: HIST-3: “Service Provider”

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider”


	Status: CLOSED

Agreed.

AI: Editorial. Editor to make the change. 

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.8
	Source: Huawei 

HST-2: “rename and move into folders” should move to next release. Refer to OMA-IM-2006-0492-INP_Comments_To_445.doc
	Status: CLOSED

See R22. 

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	T
	6.1.10
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: GM-3 “The IM Service SHALL be able to provide advance search functionality with basic logical relationships (AND, OR, NOT) as well as any level of nesting in the search criteria” should be clarified (search for what?) however it can be considered equal to GM-17 : “It SHALL be possible for a user to search for a contact in the user's own Contact List”

Proposed Change: clarify
	Status: OPEN 

AI: Nicolas to clarify whether XDM 2 can use logical operators in the search.

According to Nicolas (cf CR32): "Chapter missing on searc in IM XDM"

AI: TBD

See change 8

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.10
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: GM-15 – GM-10: “user” is used many places

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as R09.

See Change 9


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.11
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment “Service Provider”

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider”


	Status: CLOSED

Same as R24

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.11
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “user” is used many places

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as R09

See change 10

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	T
	6.1.11.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: ”IM Subscriber” is used when “IM User” is appropriate

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

AI: ALL to check the requirements vs the comment.

See change 11


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.11
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: “user” is used many places

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as R09

See change 12

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	T
	6.1.11.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: ”Subscriber”  and “IM Service Subscriber” is used when “IM Subscriber” is appropriate

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Subscriber”


	Status: CLOSED

“IM subscriber” is more appropriate in this requirement because the system has to refer to the subscriber’s profile data.

No action.

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.11
	Source: Huawei 

PRI-9: should move to the next release. Refer to OMA-IM-2006-0492-INP_Comments_To_445.doc
	Status: CLOSED
The block list is used to prevent receiving messages from users in the block list but it is not used to prevent sending to users in the block list. Its s recommended deleting this requirement.

AI: Nadia to bring a CR to delete these requirements.

Addressed by CR 26R01

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.12
	Source: Huawei 

SEC-10: should move to the next release. Refer to OMA-IM-2006-0492-INP_Comments_To_445.doc
	Status: CLOSED

Change the requirement as follows: “The IM system SHALL allow the user to confirm the identity of a user in the following cases:”

AI: Nadia to bring a CR to delete “allow the user to”.

Addressed by CR 26R01



	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.13
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: CRG-1:“user” is used many places

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as R09

See change 13

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.13
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: CRG-2:“session” is used Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Session”


	Status: CLOSED 

The sentence is correct because it mentions “IM accounts or sessions”. It is not necessary to qualify “sessions” again with “IM’

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.13
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: CRG-9:“operators and service providers” is used

 Proposed Change: Replace with “Cellular Operators and IM Service Providers”


	Status: OPEN 

AI:  Claude to ask RIM to bring a CR with a proposal.

See change 14

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.14
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :“operators and service providers” is used

 Proposed Change: Replace with “Cellular Operators and IM Service Providers”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as R37.

See change 15

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.14
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: ADM-1:“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as R09.

See change 16

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.14
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: ADM-8:“Clients is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Clients”


	Status: OPEN 

Similar to R09.

See change 17

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.15
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as R09.

See change 18

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.15
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: USE-3:“Service Provider” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider”


	Status: CLOSED

Same to R24.

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.15
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :“Instant Messaging Client”  “Im Application”, “IM Terminal” and “IM Capable Client” are used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Client”


	Status: OPEN 

AI: Claude to check the requirement and the comment and come with a proposal.

See change 19

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.15
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: USE-5:“ The UTF-8 text representation for” 

Proposed Change: Delete these words”


	Status: CLOSED

Agree to remove “UTF-8” only.

AI: Nicolas to provide a CR.

Addressed by CR 49

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “user”  and IMS Messaging Subscriber s used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: CLOSED

AI: Nicolas to verify the requirements and come with a proposal.

Addressed by CR 50

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “Service Provider” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider””


	Status: CLOSED

Same as R24.

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-8: “IMS Services”  OMA Services are not tied to IMS. I>E OMA Enablers may be deployed on other SIP/IP Cores other than IMS. Therefore this note is not appropriate

Proposed Change: Rephrase to remove reference to IMS Services


	Status: CLOSED

Agree to remove the last sentence of the note.

AI: Nicolas to provide the change in the CR with the other proposed changes.

Addressed by CR 84

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-5: IM SHALL interoperate with other OMA specifications

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Enabler SHALL interoperate with other OMA Enablers”


	Status: CLOSED

Editorial. 

AI: Editor will make the change as proposed.

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-2 “domain” is used. What is the difference between IM Service Provider and domain? 

Proposed Change: Needs to be clarified somehow


	Status: CLOSED

“Domain” in defined in OMA dictionary and the definition is appropriate for the IM enabler.

No change to the requirement.



	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-3 “Internet based Service Provider” is used. What is the difference between IM Service Provider and Internet based Service Provider? 

Proposed Change: Needs to be clarified somehow


	Status: CLOSED

“IM service provider” is a more generic expression referring to the different categories of IM service providers including mobile operators and fixed access internet service providers.  The requirement as written distinguishes between the different types of IM service providers.

No change to the requirement. 

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::IOP-6  IOP-7: “(not a new work for the IM group.)” This is not needed and is confusing to the reader. IM Group is ambiguous
Proposed Change: delete the bracketed text


	Status: CLOSED

Editorial. OK to delete “(not a new work for the IM group.)”

AI: Editor to delete “(not a new work for the IM group.)”



	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	T
	6.1.18
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: ENT-1 “The IM Service SHALL be able to interact with an enterprise or corporate IM system, subject to policy agreement.  When interacting with a corporate environment, the IM Service SHOULD ensure that private addresses used within the environment are not exposed, shared or broadcasted to IM subscribers outside the environment.” 

This requirement is not fulfilled, or not relevant to IM server. 

Proposed Change: clarify and update
	Status: OPEN 

AI: Nicolas to check with REQ people about the meaning of this requirement.

See change 20

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	T
	6.1.18
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: ”IM Subscriber” is used when “IM User” is appropriate

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: CLOSED

IM subscriber is OK in this context. It refers to the subscription of a user to the IM service.

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.09
	T
	6.1.19
	Source: Orange S.A. (Nicolas Bossard)

Form: OMA-IM-2007-0004

Comment: UPROF-2 needs to be updated to reflect last decisions on age and lists and privacy.

Proposed Change: TBD
	Status: CLOSED

AI: Orange will provide a CR with a proposed change.

Addressed by CR 141R01

	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: CLOSED

AI: Adamu to review section 6.1.19 and suggests change.

Addressed by CR 36R01

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.19
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :“Service Provider” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider””


	Status: CLOSED

Editorial.

AI: Editor to make the change in the RD

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.19
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:UPROF-2: “operator” is used  

Proposed Change: Replace with  “IM Service Provider”


	Status: CLOSED

Editorial.

AI: Editor to make the change in the RD

Addressed in CR 32

	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: CLOSED 

AI: Nicolas and Adamu to provide a proposal. 

Addressed by CR 36R01

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.20
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as R9 

AI: Claude to address the comment.

See change 21

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.20
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::LOC-5: What is a personal IM Message? Is this different from any other IM Message

Proposed Change: Remove “personal”


	Status: CLOSED

Editorial.

AI: Editor to make the change in the RD as proposed.

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.20
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::LOC-5: What is a user IM Service? Is this different from IM Service

Proposed Change: Remove “user”


	Status: CLOSED

Editorial.

AI: Editor to make the change in the RD as follows: 

Change “user IM service” to “user’s IM service”.

Addressed in CR 32

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.21
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :“user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as R9 

AI: Claude to address the comment.

See change 22 

	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: CLOSED 

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

Addressed by CR 36R01

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “Chat” is used along with “Group Conversation”  and “IM Group Session”. Consistency please

Proposed Change: Replace with new one to many definitions


	Status: ClOSED

AI: Brigitte to provide a proposal.

Addressed by CR 46

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: “user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM User”


	Status: OPEN 

Same as R9 

AI: Claude to address the comment.

See change 23

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment:: CHAT-2 “There SHALL exist Public and Private Chat rooms” What does this mean. This requirement needs rewriting

Proposed Change: Replace with “It SHALL be possible to establish Public and Private Chat rooms”


	Status: CLOSED

Editorial.

AI: Editor to make the change in the RD as follows: 

Addressed in CR 32


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::CHAT-15 “Mobile Device”

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Client”


	Status: CLOSED

Editorial.

AI: Editor to make the change in the RD as follows: 

Addressed in CR 32


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::CHAT-2o What is the “owner” of a Private Chat Room?

Proposed Change: Clarify


	Status: CLOSED

Modify the definition of “private chat” by adding “this user is the owner of the provide char room”.

AI: Nicolas to bring  a CR.

Addressed by CR 85

	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.1.23
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment: :“rogue user” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “other IM User”


	Status: CLOSED

“Rogue” user refers to a misbehaving IM user, a user with a bad behavior, bad intention.

No change

	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: CLOSED

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

Addressed by CR 36R01



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

Form: 

Comment:: “Service Provider” is used 

Proposed Change: Replace with “IM Service Provider””


	Status: CLOSED

Editorial.

AI: Editor to make the change in the RD if it is appropriate.

Addressed in CR 32


	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.24
	Source: Huawei 

SMSG-9: “which level of service is granted” should move to the next release. Refer to OMA-IM-2006-0492-INP_Comments_To_445.doc
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed to delete the requirement.

AI: Huawei to bring a CR.

Addressed by CR 35R02



	R AUTONUM 
	2007.01.10
	E
	6.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: 

Comment::SYS-1: “UTF-8” is used 

Proposed Change: Delete “UTF-8”


	Status: CLOSED

Agree to remove “UTF-8” only.

AI: Nicolas to provide a CR.

Addressed by CR 119




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

MWG IM should review and agree with the proposed changes if possible or to amendments to the proposed changes. 
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  CONRR R8. Change as proposed
	Cellular network
	A cellular network is a radio communication network that covers a territory divided in cells

	Chat Alias
	A unique identifier used by an IM user in a chat room.

	Chat group
	A synonym to Chat room. 
{AUTHOR NOTE: perhaps we can delete “chat group” and just keep “chat room”. Chat group appears only once in the RD and does not appear neither in the AD nor the TS.}

	Chat room 
	A synonym for session-based instant messaging conference. Conference is defined in [RFC4353].

	Contact List
	Contact information of individuals which are grouped together by an end user for his/her convenience, e.g. Friends, Family, Business, also referred to as ‘buddy list’. A Contact List can exist in different ways in different applications, with the end user having some control of it. For example, it can be used in a messaging application to group a set of presentities together, enabling the end user to easily see the presence information of those individuals.
Note: a Contact List is not a (presence enhanced) phonebook or address list which is stored in a mobile device.

	Conversation
	An ordered exchange of immediate messages in the context of a session between users.

	Deferred messaging
	If an intended recipient of an IM Pager mode or Large Message mode communication is not available, either due to the recipient’s Inbox settings or the recipient being IM offline, the message is stored in the IM server for later delivery, i.e.. the IM becomes deferred message.

	Display Name
	Non-unique and not routable identification of a user that could be displayed to other users as defined in [RFC3261]

	Emoticon or smiley: 
	An UTF-8 glyph used to indicate an emotional state in Internet messaging (e-mail, news, Instant Messaging…). When displayed, emoticons are usually replaced by graphical representations of the emotion they convey.

	IM account
	A subscription to an IM service.

	IM Client
	An IM Service endpoint.

	IM communication
	The exchange of instant messages on a one-to-one basis or between the participants of an IM group.

	IM Group
	A defined set of IM participants amongst whom an IM session may take place or who may participate in a chat session.

	*** IM interactions
	AUTHOR NOTE: This term will not be defined because SEC-11 and SEC-12 were deleted and it is not used elsewhere. Proposal: Delete this term.

	*** IM messaging server
	AUTHOR NOTE: This term is not used. Therefore it will not be defined. Delete this term.

	IM Participants 
	An IM user who joined an IM chat room.

	IM Server
	A networked entity that provides real-time messaging functionality.

	IM service
	A service as defined in [OMA1] using OMA IM enabler.

	IM service entity
	An entity providing one or more capabilities defined in the IM enabler.

	IM service interactions
	The interactions between an IM client and an IM server (e.g.  Join an IM group, leave an IM group, administer IM groups, etc).

	IM service provider
	The provider of an IM service. 

	IM session
	Exchange of near real-time messages where the senders and receivers join together for a period of time (session). The session is established at some moment in time, continues for a finite duration and then is dissolved. Messages exchanged are associated together in the context of this session.

	IM subscription
	A subscription as defined in [OMA1] to an IM service.

	IM subscriber
	A subscriber as defined in [OMA1] to an IM service. 

	IM system 
	The set of entities providing an IM service. It consists of IM servers and clients.

	IM traffic
	The network traffic generatated by the exchange of instant messages between clients and servers and between servers.

	IM user
	An entity such as a person using the IM services though an IM client.

	IM user agents
	An endpoint of an IM communication.

	Instant Messaging Service (IM Service)
	A system application by which a client is able to provide (near) real-time messaging capabilities.

	Invisibility in IM
	The Invisible option allows the user to do everything like a normal IM user, but with his status shown as ‘offline’.

	Mobile Directory Number (MDN)
	A Mobile Directory Number (MDN) is used in 3GPP2. An MDN is a dialable number associated with the mobile station through a service subscription. A Mobile Directory Number is not necessarily the same as the mobile station identification on the air interface. An MDN consists of country code, national destination code, and subscriber number. An MDN consists up to 15 digits.

	Mobile Operator
	An operator providing a network connectivity service and possibly other services to users with mobile devices.  

	Mobile Station international Integrated Services Digital Network number (MSISDN)
	A Mobile Station international Integrated Services Digital Network number (MSISDN) is used in 3GPP. An MSISDN is a dialable number associated with the mobile station through a service subscription. An MSISDN consists of country code, national destination code and subscriber number. An MSISDN MAY be up to 15 digits.

	Nickname
	A name assigned by an end user to an individual contact in a Contact List to support that end user’s familiarity with the person.

	One-to-Many-to-One
	A conversation service that allows a user to send a message to multiple recipients and allows the individual recipients to communicate back to the sender ONLY.

	Presence
	Presence, or a model for presence, may include a combination of network state information (online or offline, location), application state information (idle or active) and user specified state information (available or busy).

	Phonebook
	A local database in the terminal containing phone numbers, names, etc.

	Private Chat
	A Chat room conversation on a server that allows access to authorised IM users only and is usually created, managed and administered by a user.

	Private data
	Data in the private profile

	Private Profile
	The part of the User Profile that is open only to users that the owner of the profile has accepted should be able to search in the profile.

	
	

	***Private Chat Room
	AUTHOR note:  By changing the definition of “private chat” to “private chat room” ther is no need to define “private chat room”

	Public Chat Room
	A Chat room conversation on a server that allows access to any IM user and is usually created, managed and administered by a network administrator or service provider.

	***Public Chat Room


	AUTHOR NOTE: If we change “public chat” to “public chat room” we will not need another definition, See “public chat” definition 

	Public Data
	Data in the Public Profile

	Public Domain
	Domain accessible by any internet user

	Public Profile
	The part of the User Profile that is open for anyone to search in.

	Registration
	The action or process by which an individual, who generally is a subscriber of the mobile network operator, becomes a user of the IM-Service.

	Session
	A stateful association of presence and other user preference, capability and identity data through which it is possible to communicate immediate messages. A session may be established between IM users or between an IM user and an IM Server.

	System Message
	A special type of message sent by the System for different purposes (e.g. advice of charge, service notifications, advertisements, instructions, etc). System Messages may contain a list of possible options and require a response from the user.

	User-ID
	Routable unique identification of an IM user. It takes the form of a SIP URI (as defined in [RFC3261] and [RFC3986] or the “tel”-URI format as defined in [RFC3966]

	User Profile
	Data related to a user which is stored by the service. It may contain data which can be managed by the user and data that can be managed by the service provider. Some data can be available only to selected users while other can be available to all users.


…
Change 2:  CONRR R9. No change need, see below.
1- Confusion about “user”: After reading the RD where “user”, “end user” and IM user” appear, from the context the three terms refer to the same entity: an “IM user” because this RD is about IM; the reader does not expect that the word “user” refers to a user of another service because such a user would be explicitly qualified for example if the user is a PoC user, this RD would qualify this user as a “ PoC user”. Hence, there is no confusion and no change is needed.
2- Confusion about “Session”: There is no confusion about “session” because the RD definition of “session’ States that “A session may be established between IM users or between an IM user and an IM Server.” Therefore when the RD refers to “session” it refers to an “IM session”. No change is needed.
3- Confusion about “chat”: The definitions of “chat alias”, chat room” “public chat room” and “private chat room” refer to IM user/client/server. Therefore it is understood from the definitions and from the fact that the RD is an IM RD that “chat” refers to “IM chat”. There is no confusion and no change is needed.
Change 3:  CONRR R10. No change need, see rationale.
Confusion about “chat room”: There is no confusion about “chat room”. A reader of this RD is aware that the RD is about IM requirements. Unless it refers to another service or enabler like PoC, “chat room” is understood to be an “IM chat room”.  There is no confusion and no change is needed.
Change 4:  CONRR R11. Change as proposed
An emoticon according to the Oxford online dictionary: http://www.askoxford.com/concise_oed/emoticon?view=uk is “a representation of a facial expression such as a smile, formed with keyboard characters and used in electronic communications to convey the writer’s feelings”.
Requirement USE-5 was changed correctly and defines emoticon as “The text representation for the following emoticons SHALL be standardized in order to enable interoperability between different clients:…”

Therefore there is no need to change this requirement. However the definition needs to be changed as follows:

	Emoticon or smiley: 
	A character sequence used to indicate an emotional state in Internet messaging (e-mail, news, Instant Messaging…). When displayed, emoticons are usually replaced by graphical representations of the emotion they convey.


Change 5:  CONRR R15. Change as proposed. Delete the definition
	
	


Change 6:  CONRR R19. Change as proposed 
	RCV-5
	IM service shall be able to support a request from a user to view the list of messages and message related attributes, such as sender, recipient, subject and date/time, in a network based repository.
Note 1: In MWG IM this requirement addresses deferred messages.
	IM 1.0

	RCV-6
	IM service shall be able to support a request from a user to retrieve messages that are stored in a network based repository.
Note 1: In MWG IM this requirement addresses deferred messages.
	IM 1.0


Change 7:  CONRR R21.  

Addressed by R09 resolution = change 2.
Change 8:  CONRR R26
TBD by MWGIM
Change 9:  CONRR R27
Addressed by Change 2 for R9.
Change 10:  CONRR R29
Addressed by Change 2 for R9.
Change 11:  CONRR R30. No change
It is not incorrect to use IM subscriber. It is clear that a subscriber of a service will be or is also a user of the service. Ion addition “IM subscriber” emphasis the subscription aspects to the IM service whereas “IM user” does not capture this aspect It is proposed to not change “subscriber” to “user”
Change 12:  CONRR R31 
Addressed by change 2 for R9.
Change 13:  CONRR R35
Addressed by change 2 for R9.

Change 14:  CONRR R37 Change as proposed. ***We need to check that the charging requirements changes have been incorporated. Check with MCC*** 
For Support Charging of interconnection between Cellular Operators and IM Service Providers Interconnecting their IM services

Change 15:  CONRR R38. Change section 6.1.14 as follows:
6.1.14 Administration and Configuration
	Label
	Description
	Enabler Release

	ADM-1
	It SHALL be possible for the IM service provider to remove rogue users from the public chat room and/or from the IM service.
	IM 1.0

	ADM-2
	An IM service provider SHALL have the ability to prohibit conversion from public chat to private conversation
	IM 1.0

	ADM-3
	The following session management facilities SHALL be available

d) Start a session with IM Server

e) Stop a session with IM Server

f) Restart a session with IM Server
	IM 1.0

	ADM-4
	The IM service provider SHALL be able to configure the maximum length of an IM message in an IM session.
	IM 1.0

	ADM-5
	The IM service provider SHALL be able to decide the maximum number of IM-participants of an IM group conversation.
	IM 1.0

	ADM-6
	The IM Service Provider SHALL be able to limit the maximum size of the Multimedia content that can be sent
	IM 1.0

	ADM-7
	IM service shall allow the IM Service Provider or Cellular Operator to define:

g) Allowable Content types 

h) Allowable Max. message size per content type
	IM 1.0

	ADM-8
	Clients shall be informed of any policies, rule and regulations, if existed, concerning 

i) Allowable Content types 

j) Allowable Max. message size per content type
	IM 1.0


Change 16:  CONRR R39
Addressed by change 2 for R9
Change 17:  CONRR R40
Addressed by change 2 for R9

Change 18:  CONRR R41
Addressed by change 2 for R9
Change 19:  CONRR R43 Change as proposed
6.1.15 Usability 

	Label
	Description
	Enabler Release

	USE-1
	Minimal user input or interaction SHOULD be required for common user actions.
	IM 1.0

	USE-2
	The IM user SHOULD have the ability to associate his/her IM account with their device(s) in order to ease access to the service (i.e. skip login/password input phase).
	IM 1.0

	USE-3
	The IM Service SHALL allow users to access an account simultaneously from multiple devices having different capabilities, subject to IM Service Provider policy.
	IM 1.0

	USE-4
	The IM Service SHALL allow users to have simultaneous conversations. Those conversations can be one-to-one or in a group.
	IM 1.0

	USE-5
	The text representation for the following emoticons SHALL be standardized in order to enable interoperability between different clients:

· Happy, smile

· Sad

· Wink

· Big grin

· Confused

· Blushing, embarrassed

· Stick-out tongue

· Kiss, red lips

· Shocked, surprised

· Angry

· Cool, sunglasses

· Worried

· Devilish

· Crying

· Laughing

· Straight face, disappointed

· Angel, innocent

· Nerd

· Sleepy

· Rolling eyes

· Sick, berk

· Shhh! No speak, lips sealed

· Thinking, pensive

· Raised eyebrow, sarcastic look

· Rose, flower

· Cup of coffee

· Drink, cocktail

· Idea (light bulb)

· Love struck, heart
	IM 1.0

	USE-6
	IM clients MAY support the display of graphical representations of emoticons and/or shortcuts for a predefined list of emoticons for quick typing.

If an IM client supports an OMA defined emoticon, then its text representation SHALL conform to the standard.
	IM 1.0

	USE-7
	The IM service entity SHALL NOT prevent the IM subscriber’s operation of other OMA compatible services, for which the IM subscriber is authorized and subscribed.
	IM 1.0

	USE-8
	It SHALL be possible to have more than one conversation at the same time.
	Deleted

	USE-9
	The IM client on the handset SHALL run concurrently with other applications and services on the device.
	IM 1.0

	USE-10
	The user SHALL be able to use any IM capable client to create quick answer messages, and store them to the IM server.
	Future

	USE-11
	The user SHALL be able to use all stored quick answer messages from any IM capable client, irrespective of from which client they were created and stored.
	Future

	USE-12
	The IM server SHALL be able to determine whether the login client has the same quick answer messages with the server. And if not, the IM server SHALL be able to send the different quick answer messages to the client automatically.
	Future

	USE-13
	The IM service SHALL allow a cellular network operator to provide mechanisms for its subscribers to access the IM services via Internet connected devices.
	IM 1.0

	USE-14
	The request-response time by the network in IM service interactions and the distribution time of the Instant Message SHALL be minimized so as to provide the best possible user experience.
	IM 1.0

	USE-15
	The IM client MAY return a “connecting status” to the user while trying to communicate with the IM server.
	IM 1.0

	USE-16
	The IM system SHOULD support multiple font sizes
	IM 1.0

	USE-17
	The IM system SHOULD support multiple font colors
	IM 1.0

	USE-18
	The IM system SHOULD support Bold, Italic, Underlined font styles 
	IM 1.0


Change 20:  CONRR R52. See proposal.
	Label
	Description
	Enabler Release

	ENT-1
	The IM Service SHALL be able to interact with an enterprise or corporate IM system, subject to policy agreement.  When interacting with a corporate environment, the IM Service SHOULD ensure that private addresses used within the environment are not exposed, shared or broadcasted to IM subscribers outside the environment.
	IM 1.0


There are two parts to this requirement: The green part and the blue part. 
The green part seems to be about interconnection with private/corporate IM system. It does not seem that the draft SIMPLE IM enabler address this part of the requirement. 

The blue part is related to the network layer, firewall and NAT (network address translation) it is not relevant to application layer systems such as IM. 
It is proposed to: 
1- Delete the blue part because it is not relavant

2- Keep the green part for a future version of the enabler or delete it.
Change 21:  CONRR R59
Addressed by change 2 for R9
Change 22:  CONRR R62
Addressed by change 2 for R9

Change 23:  CONRR R65
Addressed by change 2 for R9

------------------ End of document ------------------ 
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