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Based upon N1-030866, offline discussion of the current dependencies, and feedback from the SIP/SIPPING/SIMPLE ADs, the following updates to the current IETF dependency list are proposed.  The proposed new dependency list is attached.

The following are the major changes.  The version numbers of the drafts and status information will be updated before publication based upon the information available at that time.

· Item 20 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-impp-cpim-msgfmt-08.txt) is only applicable for Messaging, not for Presence.

· Item 22 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-impp-im-02.txt) applies to Messaging, not to Presence

· Item 24 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-impp-srv-02.txt) applies to Presence and Messaging

· Item 26 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-ipv6-dns-discovery-07.txt) has been removed as there are no dependencies on IPv6 stateless DNS Discovery.

· Item 29 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-mmusic-sdp-comedia-05.txt) is controversial. Risk raised to “Medium.”

· Item 30 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-koskelainen-mmusic-floor-req-01.txt) – Floor Control is currently not a 3GPP requirement, therefore the value in the “How definite?” column changed from "Definite" to “Possible."

· Item 31 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-campbell-simple-im-sessions-01.txt) - IM Sessions are under heavy discussions in IETF, therefore the risk for completing it raised from “Low” to "Medium"

· Item 32 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-simple-data-req-01..txt) is a Rel-6 dependency.  Add text to indicate that a solution to meet the requirement “Critical.”

· Item 33 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-simple-event-list-00.txt) is a Rel-6 dependency. Add text to indicate that a solution to meet the requirement “Critical.”

· Item 35 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-simple-publish-reqs-00..txt) is a Rel-6 dependency. Add text to indicate that a solution to meet the requirement “Critical.”

· Item 38 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-khartabil-simple-presence-filter-00.txt) - Filtering for Presence Info are definitely a Rel-6 dependencies, but still discussed in IETF – therefore their risk is changed to "High” and their priority raised to “Critical”.

· Item 39 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-khartabil-simple-winfo-filter-00.txt) - Filtering for Watcher Info are definitely a Rel-6 dependencies, but still discussed in IETF – therefore their risk is changed to "High” and their priority raised to “Critical”.

· Item 42 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-lonnfors-simple-partial-notify-00.txt) is a "definite" Rel-6 dependency.  Priority raised to “Critical.”

· Item 43 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-lonnfors-simple-presinfo-deliv-reqs-00.txt) is a Rel-6 dependency.  Add text to indicate that a solution to meet the requirement “Critical.”

· Item 44 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-moran-simple-pres-filter-reqs-00.txt) is a Rel-6 dependency. Add text to indicate that a solution to meet the requirement “Critical.”

· Item 45 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-niemi-simple-event-throttle-reqs-01.txt) is a Rel-6 dependency. Add text to indicate that a solution to meet the requirement “Critical.”

· Item 47 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-olson-simple-publish-02.txt) - SIMPLE Publication Mechanism is still under discussion in IETF and it is not sure if it can be completed within Rel-6 timeframe. Therefore the risk is raised from “low” to "medium"

· Item 48 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-rosenberg-simple-acap-data-01.txt) or any other solution to the requirements outlined in item 33 are a "definite" 3GPP dependency. The risk that the work in IETF is delayed is raised to "high".

· Item 49 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-rosenberg-simple-messaging-requirements-00.txt) requires extensive work. Risk raised to “Medium.”

· Item 50 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-schulzrinne-simple-iscomposing-00.txt) has IPR issues. Risk raised to “Medium.”

· Item 51 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-schulzrinne-simple-rpids-01.txt) requires extensive work. Risk raised to “Medium.”

· Item 54 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-sip-callerprefs-08.txt) is also needed to support multiple terminal issues. 

· Item 60 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-schulzrinne-sip-bind-00.txt) seems not to be followed further by IETF. An alternative solution is needed. Therefore the risk is set to "High".  

· Item 63 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-even-sipping media policy-requirements-00.txt) Media Policing for Conferencing is currently not a 3GPP requirement, therefore the value in the “How definite?” column changed from "Definite" to “Possible."

· Item 65 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-sipping-conference-package-00.txt) – Conferencing does not require this, but lack of this impacts the conferencing capability.

· Item 70 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-koskelainen-sipping-conf-policy-req-00.txt) is a Rel-6 dependency. Add text to indicate that a solution to meet the requirement “Critical.”

· Item 72 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-mahy-sipping-media-policy-control-00.txt) is not a “definite” Rel-6 requirement, so the priority of this solution downgraded from “Critical” to “Desirable”.

· Item 74 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-rosenberg-sipping-lease-00.txt) is removed.  We have no requirement motivating this functionality.

· Item 76 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-schulzrinne-sipping-emergency-req-00.txt) is a Rel-6 dependency.  Add text to indicate that a solution to meet the requirement “Critical.”  Add SA2 to the groups involved in the issue.

· Item 77 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-wu-sipping-floor-control-03.txt) – Floor Control is currently not a 3GPP requirement, therefore the therefore the value in the “How definite?” column changed from "Definite" to “Possible."  The priority is changed from “Critical” to “Desirable”.  The risk is raised to “Medium” since there is controversy in the IETF concerning this proposed solution.

The following items are added:

· Item 80 A placeholder for a solution for limiting the rate of event notifications 

· Item 81 A placeholder for a solution for SIP based emergency calls

· Item 82 (http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-lonnfors-simple-binpidf-01.txt) for External object insertion to PIDF – the ability to insert objects to presence data is a basic 3G requirement 

· Item 83 is a placeholder for a solution for private messages in a messaging session conference.
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