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1 Reason for Contribution

This contribution provides comments on the proposed Presence RD dated June 22, 2004.
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution provides comments on the proposed Presence RD.

3 Detailed Proposal

1. I would suggest changing the term "element" (which is very generic) to "presence element".

2. Principal is defined in the OMA Dictionary.  It is NOT ambiguous.

3. One time Event Subscription and Notification: can we replace "service" by "feature" or "function" since "service" is defined as something that end users subscribe to.

4. section 4.4: we should make clear that this functional decomposition is illustrative of how the service might be constructed, but by no means mandated by our requirements.

5. 6.1.2 #2: this requirement seems to describe implementation-specific ways to specify presence information to be sent from Presentity to server.  Is this really an architectural requirement that must be complied with?  Same comment for #3 and #4 and #5.  These requirements should refer to the Presence Service elements.

6. 6.1.3 #1: I think this requirement has to be tempered somehow.  I think regulations would prevent the administrators from, for example, changing my privacy settings.

7. 6.1.3.1 #1: "on their own" does not convey the opposite of "on behalf of other presentities" in the following requirement.  The phrase might imply to some that the Presentity does not require any other Presence Service component to achieve the "publish" action.
8. 6.1.3.2 #1: I don't understand the parenthetical phrase about group lists.  Are group lists presence elements?  Since the phrase is repeated in #3, this phrasing is intended – I think it may require further explanation.
9. 6.1.3.2 #4: this requirement is so vague that it puts no requirement on the watcher and server.  What does it mean?  If it is vendor specific, then not needed in this document.
10. 6.1.3.2 #6: I would delete the words "choose to".  I think the intent of the requirement is that the presentity gets the opportunity to accept/reject.  Does this mechanism apply only to partial notifications??
11. 6.1.3.2 #8: should we require that lets the watcher turn off the notification??

12. 6.1.3.2 #12: I don't understand what the trailing phrase "subject to the preferences of the presentity" refers to – the cancellation of the subscription, the notification to the watcher, or ...?
13. 6.1.3.2 #14: how does this requirement relate to #6.  At the least, the wording should be made to be parallel (ie use similar wording)
14. 6.1.3.2 #22: should there be a similar requirement allowing presentities to limit the number of notifications?
15. 6.1.3.3 #7: since the time-frame is implementation defined, this requirement does not put any constraint on an implementation.  What is its purpose?  If this requirement is maintained, I would remove the "All the" phrase.
16. 6.1.3.4 #5: I'm confused by the second sentence.  It talks about policy being defined once and also being evaluated (which is different from definition) for each received request.
17. 6.1.6 #3: delete "interface" (it is included in "WSI")
18. 6.1.6 #4: what is a logical entity – enablers and applications?
19. 6.1.6 #5: should "service" be replaced by "enablers or applications"?
20. 6.1.7: I think we should reword all the requirements in this section to say "SHALL permit suitable mechanisms" because these security functions might be provided by other components in the system, not necessarily by the Presence Service. [This is a key element of the upcoming OSE proposal from ARCH.]
21. 6.1.7 #5: delete "prevent".  Replace "privacy" by "confidentiality".
22. 6.1.7 #7: what does "authenticity of exchanged messages" mean?  Does it refer to the sender being authenticated, or that the messages have not been altered (that is reqt #8)
23. 6.1.8: Is the Presence Client an architectural entity, is it a Presence Source, is it a composite of multiple components (see section 4.3 and 4.4)??  Can the client reside in a server, coupled with an application??  It seems that this client is just an implementation of both a presence source and watcher, not an architectural component. Do we need this section—does it provide any new requirements?
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

Update the RD if required to clarify questions/comments provided in section 3 above.
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