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Summary

In excess of 30 delegates attended the presence meeting #5 and the output documents of this session are the following:

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-010703
	Report of Presence Service meeting Lake Tahoe, 10th-11th July 2001
	Fujitsu

	S1-010704
	Presence Service Stage 1 (TS 22.141v130)
	Presence Service

	S1-010727
	LS to IETF on Presence Information
	Adhoc Group

	S1-010725
	LS on Support of Presence Service
	Adhoc Group

	S1-010726
	LS on Presence Service
	PS Chairman


The adhoc group handled the following input documents:

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source
	Decision

	S1-010613
	Response to SA1 LS on Push
	S2
	Noted

	S1-010643
	Presence capability vs. service
	BT, Nokia
	Noted

	S1-010644
	Presence minimum status set
	BT, Comverse
	Noted

	S1-010645
	Presence charging
	BT Wireless
	Withdrawn

	S1-010670
	Availability Requirements
	Nortel Networks, Teltier
	Noted

	S1-010673
	Presence Service - VHE relationship (revised S1-PS-010101)
	Siemens
	Agreed

	S1-010682
	Clarifications: Access rules, watcher rules and other privacy and security issues
	Ericsson
	Noted

	S1-010685
	General comments on TS 22.141
	Teltier Technologies
	Noted

	S1-010698
	Report of Presence Service meeting Sophia Antipolis, 5th-6th June, 2001
	Hutchison3G
	Noted

	S1-010699
	Presence Service Stage 1 (TS 22.141v110)
	Presence Service
	Noted

	S1-010700
	Report of Presence Service meeting Dallas, 26th-28th June, 2001
	Hutchison3G
	Noted

	S1-010701
	Presence Service Stage 1 (TS 22.141v120)
	Presence Service
	Noted

	S1-010702
	Presence Service Opening Plenary report
	Presence Chairman
	Noted

	S1-010717
	What is the presence service
	Openwave
	Agreed.Some changes included in TS

	S1-010718
	Presence service applications
	Openwave
	Noted

	S1-010719
	Stage 1 updates
	Openwave
	Noted. Some changes included in the TS.

	S1-010720
	Presence Service agenda
	Presence Chairman
	Noted

	S1-010721
	Report of Presence Service meeting Dallas, 26th-28th June, 2001 - updated
	Hutchison3G
	Noted

	S1-010722
	Presence Service work plan
	Presence Chairman
	Noted

	S1-010723
	Availability requirements
	Teltier, Nortel
	Agreed with minor changes

	S1-010724
	LS to raise awareness of the need for a minimum status set
	BT
	Noted


Detailed report

Call for IPR

Refer to S1-010592 at http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG1_Serv/TSGS1_12_Helsinki/Docs/ (TSG-SA1 Helsinki meeting report) section 2.1 Call for IPR for information and guidance.

Results of the previous meeting

Meeting report

The reports from the Sophia Antipolis and Dallas meetings were noted. (S1-010698 , S1-010700, S1-010721)

E-mail activity

A limited discussion took place on the exploder list since the last presence meeting.

Liaison statements

None.

Action Items

	Action Item
	Description
	Company
	Status

	1
	Provide contribution for requirement to state whether presence is a teleservice, bearer service etc


	Openwave
	Closed

(Input S1-010717 )

	2
	Propose a minimum set of status values, with use cases to back it up.
	Comverse, BT
	Closed            

(Input S1-010644)

	3
	Generate an updated contribution on availability definition for the next meeting.
	Nortel, Teltier
	Closed

(Input S1-010670)

	4
	Provide contribution on access rules extension to watchers for next meeting.
	Ericsson
	Closed

(Input S1-010682)

	5
	Provide a contribution on service vs. capability for the next meeting.
	Nokia, BT, Teltier
	Closed 

(Input S1-010643)


Others

The Presence Service Opening Plenary report presented by the PS chairman during the SA1 plenary was noted. (S1-010702)

Presence Service requirements (TS 22.141)

Presentation of current draft

The presence service TS created during the Sophia Antipolis and Dallas meetings were presented and noted (S1-010699, S1-010701)

Revision of current draft

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source
	Discussion / Decision

	S1-010643
	Presence capability vs. service
	BT, Nokia
	This document introduces the differences between presence service and presence capability. 

The use of capability was described as more in conformance with the enabler/capability notion used in the IMS technical report.

It was commented that Location Services, a similar type of service, are defined as a service and not as a capability.

It was commented that presentities and watchers can use the presence service on its own, and therefore presence, as defined in the TS,  s not only a capability but also a service.

A show of hands showed that a majority of companies was against the replacement from presence service by presence capability. The Tdoc was noted.

	S1-010670
	Availability Requirements
	Nortel Networks, Teltier
	This contribution corresponds to action item #3 from the Dallas meeting. It proposes a definition for availability and requirements for availability rules.

The need to introduce availability rules in addition to access rules was contested.

It was commented that the meaning of availability may differ for each specific service.

The possibility to customize the presence information depending on the watcher was highlighted as an important issue. It was argued that the adaptation of presence information to the watcher is already argued by the TS. 

The contribution was noted and updated by S1-010723.

	S1-010645
	Presence charging 
	BT Wireless
	This document was withdrawn.

The Chairman encourages operators to provide contributions on charging requirements for the next meeting.

	S1-010644
	Presence minimum status set


	BT, Comverse
	This document corresponds to the action item #2 from Dallas meeting.

It was commented that the definition of the minimum set of attributes may not be appropriate for a Stage 1 document.

There was a consensus about the need of defining a minimum set of values, however the attributes proposed by the contribution were considered as unsatisfactory. 

It was commented that the online/offline attributes corresponding to the registration to presence service could be incorporated within the status attribute.

It was commented that the Location Information, which is an optional component of presence information, should not be part of the minimum set of attributes.

It was asked to clarify the need of network type and domain type attributes. The value of network type may be difficult to define (what is 2.5G?).

It was noted that this minimum set of attributes corresponds only to the case where the presentity is a 3GPP user. This should be clarified in the requirement.

It was commented that the device capabilities could be added to the minimum list of attributes.

As there was no agreement on adding the current text to the TS, it was decided that a new contribution is requested for the next meeting with a new set of attributes and the justification of the need for these attributes. Noted.

	S1-010718
	Presence service applications


	Openwave
	This document makes the distinction between access agnostic and access aware presence enabled services. 

It was commented that the need to make such a distinction in the TS was not obvious.

It was proposed to wait for the next contribution on the minimum set of attributes and to decide afterwards it the distinction was still appropriate in the TS. The Chairman suggested to have discussion about this list of attributes on the explodure list.

Noted

	S1-010717
	What is the presence service


	Openwave
	This document corresponds to an action item agreed in the Dallas meeting.

It was commented that the first proposed paragraph might be already captured in existing parts of the TS.

In the second proposed paragraph the use of the term subscription appeared to be confusing and the sentence would need to be rephrased. As no consensus on a new sentence was agreed and as it appeared that the need for subscription is more an operator matter, the addition of this paragraph was rejected.

It was commented that the use of “may” instead of “shall” in the third paragraph was more appropriate.  A requirement similar to the one proposed by Openwave already existed in the TS. This requirement was replaced by Openwave’s proposal instead of adding a new clause (as proposed by Openwave)

Noted.



	S1-010682
	Clarifications: Access rules, watcher rules and other privacy and security issues
	Ericsson
	It was commented that the watchers could be outside of the HE and that the operator does not necessarily want to manage access rules for all entities outside its network,

The use of watcher information was debated because it was not clear if it was intended to be distributed to presentities and/or watchers. 

It was commented that watchers could be regarded as presentities, and therefore the watcher rules could already be covered by the access rules.

An action item was decided in order to clarify the meaning of watcher information, to provide use cases where this information can be used and to detail the privacy of watcher information. 

Noted.

	S1-010685
	General comments on TS 22.141
	TeltierTechnologies
	The modification in the presence information was not agreed because it would be better to wait for the contribution defining the minimum set of attributes before changing this definition. The delegates did not understand why the communication address attribute is defined as optional in the RFC 2778. It was decided to send a LS to the IETF in order to ask them for clarifications about the minimum set of attributes in presence information. (S1-010727)

The proposal to refer to other standard bodies than the IETF in the TS was rejected because it is difficult to refer to specifications that do not already exist and moreover these specifications could be in conflict with the IETF specs. It was decided to send a LS to PAM Forum and Parlay Forum in order to ask them for information about their work. (S1-010725)

It was proposed to wait for the availability definition before replacing availability by reachability in the TS.

Noted

	S1-010719
	Stage 1 updates
	Openwave
	The proposal to remove CPIM from the TS was not agreed. However it was decided to clarify in the reference section that CPIM is a draft and to remove RFC and CPIM from the introduction clause.

The requirements for polite blocking as proposed by Openwave was discussed because it did not seem to describe the right behavior for polite blocking. The reason for having removed polite blocking from the TS was unclear; therefore it was decided to reincorporate polite blocking as it was in the first version of the TS.

A requirement on watcher-subscription cancellation was moved from the acknowledgement clause to the management requirements clause, which seemed to be more appropriate.

Noted 

	S1-010673
	Presence Service - VHE relationship (revised S1-PS-010101)
	Siemens
	It was commented that the requirements related to the VHE User Profile might be more appropriate in the VHE TS. However it was agreed to incorporate the changes as proposed by Siemens.

Agreed.

	S1-010723
	Availability Requirements
	Teltier Technologies, Nortel Networks
	It was agreed to incorporate the availability definition in the TS. Some concerns were expressed about the proposed addition in the access rules because this requirement may be contradictory with the IETF model of presence information. It was also commented that the access rules clause may not be the most suitable section for such a requirement. However the requirement was considered as important and was incorporated within the TS with some minor changes. 

Agreed with some changes.

	S1-010613
	Response to SA1 LS on Push
	S2
	The push Technical Report created by SA2 contains paragraph referring to presence service. It was decided to send a LS to SA2 in order to inform them about the work done by SA1 on presence service. (S1-010726) An action item was agreed in order to provide SA2 with further comments on theTR.

Noted


Workplan

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source
	Discussion/Decision

	S1-010722
	Presence Service work plan
	Presence Chairman
	It was decided to change the date of the next presence adhoc meeting in order to collocate it with the next OSA adhoc. Therefore the next presence meeting will take place on the 18th-19th September in Sophia Antipolis. The TS v1.3.0 created during the Lake Tahoe meeting will be sent for approval to the SA plenary in September. The work done in the next presence meeting will be used to create Change Requests submitted for approval in the next SA1 plenary in November.

Noted


Output documents

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source
	Discussion/Decision

	S1-010703
	Report of Presence Service meeting Lake Tahoe, 10th-11th July 2001
	Fujitsu
	Not seen by the adhoc group

	S1-010704
	Presence Service Stage 1 (TS22.141v130)
	Presence Service
	Agreed

	S1-010727
	LS to IETF on Presence Information

	Adhoc Group
	This contribution is based on the document S1-010724 (BT).

This LS requests information from the IETF about the minimum set of attributes in the presence information. The current version of the TS is attached for information.

Agreed

	S1-010725
	LS on Support of Presence Service
	Adhoc Group
	This LS requests information form the PAM Forum and the Parlay Forum about their work on presence service and about the eventual conflicts existing between the different fora The current version of the TS is attached for information. 

Agreed

	S1-010726
	LS on Presence Service
	Motorola
	The aim of this LS is to inform SA2 about the work done by SA1 on presence service and to inform them that SA1 will provide them with further comments on the paragraphs of the push TR 23.974 that are related with presence service.

Not seen by the adhoc group


Agreed action items

	Action Item
	Description
	Company
	Status

	1
	Provide contributions on charging requirements
	
	Open

	2
	Provide a contribution on the minimum set of attributes for the presence information. Discussion on e-mail exploder on this issue is desirable.
	
	Open

	3
	Provide contribution in order to clarify the meaning of watcher information, to provide use cases where this information can be used and to detail the privacy of watcher.
	Ericsson
	Open

	4
	Review SA2 Technical Report in order to provide them comments on the paragraph related to presence service.
	
	Open
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