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The TR22.942 required a few editorial changes to bring consistency to the content and also the occasional alteration to the use of English to improve readability.  

These enhancements have been made in the attached documents within S1-070896.zip and are presented for acceptance as a baseline upon which to incorporate the SA1#37 agreed VAS-SMS contributions.

The potentially controversial changes to discuss and agree are:
1. Clause 4.1.  Province A & B changed to Operator A & B.  As this term seemed applicable to some areas of Asia it was changed to a more global equivalent.  To permit the existing deployment topologies to benefit, a note has been added to clarify that Operator A & B may be the same operator.

2. Clause 4.2.3.  Deletion of  (Optionally, she may also activate short message forwarding from her second mobile phone to the first phone.).  As we have no specific first phone/second phone the text appeared superfluous.

3. Clause 4.3.3.  "Sally subscribed to the SMS filtering service on her home networks."  Changed to "Sally is subscribed to the SM Filtering Service".  Can a user subscribe to a filtering service on a visited network?  The assumption is "No" and the text updated accordingly.
4. Clause 4.4. Short Message Receipt Service.  Email discussion on this topic clarified that a user sets a receipt per address book entry as required.  The settings are held in the network, not on the UE.  This is reflected in the modified text.

5. Clause 4.6. Short Message to Multiple Destinations Service.   This section appears to implement the email 'To:' 'Cc:' 'Bcc:' features into SMS.  There was confusion in the text regarding visibility of destinations marked up as invisible aka "privacy condition".  

The text has been substantially altered to 

i) prevent Bcc recipients from being visible to Cc recipients,
ii) Include Alice in the post-conditions.  In this case to prevent "privacy condition" recipient (Alice) from being able to reply to all.

In conclusion, it is recommended that:

1.  The editorial changes are agreed.

2.  The potentially controversial changes are discussed and agreed

3.  The agreed document forms the baseline for outputs of this meeting.

