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Executive Summary:

General:
The SWG3 sessions at T2#20 were attended by 32 delegates. All in all 79 tdocs were processed, among these 11 incoming LSs. All documents were handled.

Rami Neudorfer from Comverse was elected to be the acting chairman of this meeting. 

The meeting wished Josef Laumen from Siemens, the SWG3 chairman, a quick recover from his cold.

Paolo Franzoi from Vodafone Omnitel volunteered to act as meeting secretary.

Following are the main items that were discussed in the meeting:

· Corrections to REL-5 Stage 2 that were highlighted by OMA-MMDC

· Several contributions resulting from the use of multiple R/S within a single network operator MMSE

· Discussions on e-mail connectivity

· Discussions on IMS Messaging/Deferred and MMS

· Harmonisation of work with 3GPP2

· Potential interoperability issues related to the storing of MMS-related parameters into the (U)SIM.

A Joint SA1/T2-SWG3 Meeting was held on Wednesday 22 morning, where important topics were discussed. The meeting report is available as S1-030199.

Action items from T2 opening plenary:

· None

CBS matters

An outstanding issue from T2#19 regarding Cell Broadcast Data length was finally closed by the rapporteur of TS 23.041 resulting in 3 CR’s (T2-030086, T2-030087, T2-030088) and an LS to T3 (T2-030089) that were approved.

SMS matters

An LS from SA2 on SMS over PS in Iu mode was noted (T2-030019).

EMS matters

None.

Encodings

An outstanding issue from T2#19 requested T2 to guide them on the proper codings for storing melodies in REL-6. An output LS was produced (T2-030085) advising SA1 to use at least the codecs supported by SMS and EMS, namely iMelody and MIDI.

MMS REL-4 issues

An LS from TSG-T on MMS parameter storage in the SIM, and inter release ME behaviour (T2-030020) was noted and acted accordingly.

3 CR’s to 23.140 REL-4 were approved:

· T2-030093 on MMS UA behaviour regarding MMS parameters stored in the (U)SIM

· T2-030123 on Conditional usage of the Message-ID in MM1_Retrieve.RES

· T2-030129 on MM4_Read_Reply_Report processing refers to an incorrect message

MMS REL-5 issues

4 incoming LS were handled, all coming from the OMA. One of them advised T2 on the status of implementation of REL-5 Stage 3. Three others came from OMA-MMDC and highlighted problems identified by OMA-MMDC with REL-5 Stage 2. All these problems were handled and resulted in SWG3-agreed CR’s (T2-030052, T2-030121, T2-030124, T2-030125). 

Another LS from OMA-MMDC requested T2 to add a user ‘unreachable’ status code. It was decided that this matter cannot be added to REL-4 in that it would be an additional feature. Instead, it can be considered as a useful feature for REL-6. An outgoing LS on this topic was produced (T2-030127).

Another outstanding issue from T2#19 was an LS from GSMA-SERG-MMSG on MM4 DMZ architecture. After investigation, T2-SWG3 could not find anything wrong with existing specs, and an LS was produced asking SERG form more clarifications (T2-030084). 

A minor problems was identified about the need to update the MM7 version in the MM7 Schema each time a new TS 23.140 version is approved. A CR produced by Comverse was noted, however because of minor issues on this matter Comverse was asked to produce a new version of this CR for e-mail approval (T2-030078).

A need was identified to further clarify the encoding of MMS Connectivity Information into the (U)SIM.  Conflicting examples were suggested as informative CR’s to existing 3GPP specs. SonyEricsson suggested an example to be added to the TS 23.140 based on WAP-OTAP, while Siemens suggested an alternative approach to be added as an example T3 specification TS 31.102. Since an agreement could not be reached on which approach should be reached, it was decided to hold a Joint T2/T3 meeting on this topic and an output LS was produced (T2-030136) towards T3. 

Ericsson suggested a CR adding MM7-related fields on MM4, which was rejected on the basis that this is a new feature (T2-030060). The consensus was to re-submit it for REL-6.

Other CR’s which are essential error corrections were approved (T2-030077, T2-030130, T2-030132).

MMS REL-6 issues

An incoming LS from SA2 advised T2 that SA2 does not see a need to standardise a transcoding interface. Therefore it was decided that this topic will not be dealt with further. 

During the T2#19 meeting Comverse was requested to start an e-mail discussion on email-MMS connectivity and on MMS connectivity to an external MMBox. The discussion on this topic was held, but no decision was taken. 

Several changes to Stage 1 REL-6 MMS specification were introduced (T2-030071): charging mechanism, priority of the message, and 3rd party pays, preventing loops over MM1, and other topics. It was found out that one of these CR’s was not approved by SA plenary. T2 will continue to follow the new requirements added to 22.140, so that these could be implemented in REL-6 Stage 2.

On IMS Messaging, an outstanding issue was an LS from SA2 received during the T2#19 meeting, requesting T2 “to carry out an analysis on the applicability of MMS architecture to the IMS Messaging Deferred delivery type, and provide the result of the analysis, including the necessary enhancements to the MMS architecture to SA2”. An analysis was carried out by Comverse (T2-030053) and an answer to SA2 was proposed by Nokia (T2-030064) and by Comverse. It was decided  that further analysis of this important topic is needed before is sent to SA2. An LS on this matter was produced (T2-030137). Nokia, Ericsson and Openwave volunteered to carry out their own analysis of the problem. 

China Mobile and Huawei Technologies produced several CR’s resulting from the special needs of China Mobile. Being a very large operator, they have deployed several MMS R/S within the same network and require several mechanisms to deal with this architecture. The CR’s produced deal with enhanced functionalities of Delivery Report over MM4 and with MM7 extension over MM4. It was decided to basically accept the need to operate over a multi-R/S architecture, but there is a need to refine the work on these CR’s. It was found that it is advisable to give some CR’s a “rolling” status, meaning that they are kept alive in the agenda for several meeting, until they are approved (T2-030062, T2-030135). 

A CR on handling notifications from multiple R/S by Comverse (T2-030070) was also given this status, since it deals with similar issues. 

A CR by Ericsson suggesting to extend MM7 functionality over MM4 and thus enable VASP service to be provided over several MMSE’s was also given the ‘rolling’ status and will be discussed in future meetings. 

The new requirement by SA1 to support 3rd party pay over MM7 (= sponsored MM) was reflected in Huawei Technologies CR T2-030067. However it was found out that many of the functionalities suggested by this CR are already supported by the existing MM7 Stage 2. Therefore this CR was rejected and Huawei was requested to produce a new CR, which will deal with the issues that are currently not addressed in the current specifications. 

The issue of transferring the Delivery Report over the MM4 was extensively discussed. The principle of the changes was agreed and a final CR on this is expected to be submitted for the next meeting. 

A CR suggesting the introduction of an ‘autofetch’ feature was submitted by a group of operators (T2-030080). After a discussion the conclusion was that the idea needs SA1 approval, before further discussion is carried out. 

Several CR’s to REL-6 mirroring error correction to REL-5 were approved. They are listed in the detailed minutes.

MMS 3GPP/3GPP2 Harmonisation

Informal status report on 3GPP2/MMS activities was presented at the JM SA1/SWG3. As a result an outgoing LS was produced, requesting 3GPP2 TSG-N to inform T2 on the status of their specification progress. 

MMS Rel. 6 WID

Concerns were raised that in this point in time too little contributions were submitted on MMS release 6  WID. The result may be that Release 6 will not reflect the ambitious “Wish List” that was composed for it. A short discussion on this topic was held , and a “show of hands”  was conducted in order to examine if there was any willingness by participating companies to support the WID, by forthcoming contributions. Indeed on several areas of the WID , it was found out that no company is willing to support these items. T2 chair suggested that if this continues to be the case , these items will be eliminated from the Rel. 6 WID. However, it was mentioned that the MMS WID may reflect a “continuous” wish list for future releases as well. This matter will be raised at the T2 plenary.
Future Meetings:

	Meeting
	Date


	Venue
	Comment 

	SWG3 Ad Hoc Meeting
	TBD
	TBD
	To be held ONLY if sufficient contributions are received 2-3 weeks prior to the meeting date 

	Joint SA1 Messaging SWG3 meeting
	TBD
	TBD
	

	T2#21
	12-16 May 2003
	US
	

	T2#22
	25-29 Aug 2003
	Cambridge, UK
	


Output Change Requests from SWG3:

CBS:

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030086
	CR 23.041 Rel 4 CB data
	IAN HARRIS
	

	T2-030087
	CR 23.041 Rel 5 CB data
	IAN HARRIS
	

	T2-030088
	CR 23.041 Rel 6 CB data
	IAN HARRIS
	


SMS:NONE
EMS: NONE
MMS:

	tdoc #
	Subject
	Source
	Comments

	T2-030052
	CR 23.140 Rel-5 Transferring distribution indicator as part of message retrieval
	Comverse
	

	T2-030068
	CR 23.140 Rel-6: Recipient Handling on MM4 (resubmission of T2-020954)
	Ericsson
	

	T2-030077
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: support of Bcc: field over the MM4
	Vodafone
	

	T2-030093
	CR 23.140 Rel-4 MMS UA behaviour regarding the MMS parameters on the (U)SIM
	Vodafone
	

	T2-030121
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Conditional Usage of the Message-ID in MM1_Retrieve.RES
	Siemens
	

	T2-030122
	CR 23.140 Rel-6: Conditional Usage of the Message-ID in MM1_Retrieve.RES
	Siemens
	

	T2-030123
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Conditional Usage of the Message-ID in MM1_Retrieve.RES
	Siemens
	

	T2-030124
	CR 23.140 additional Viewrequst parameters
	Openwave
	

	T2-030125
	CR 23.140 additional Viewrequst parameters
	Openwave
	

	T2-030129
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: MM4_Read_reply_report processing refers to an incorrect message
	Ericsson
	

	T2-030130
	MM4_Read_reply_report processing refers to an incorrect message
	Ericsson
	

	T2-030131
	MM4_Read_reply_report processing refers to an incorrect message
	Ericsson
	

	T2-030132
	CR 23.140 Rel-5 addition of missing fields in table K6
	Ericsson
	

	T2-030133
	CR 23.140 Rel-6 addition of missing fields in table K6 
	Ericsson
	


Output Liaison Statements from SWG3:

CBS:

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030089
	LS to T3 copied to RAN2 on CB data
	IAN HARRIS
	


SMS: NONE
EMS: NONE
MMS:

	tdoc #
	Subject
	Source
	Comments

	T2-030084
	LS on MM4 interface and DMZ architecture
	Nokia
	

	T2-030126
	LS TO MMDC on rel 5 MMS MMBOX
	Openwave
	

	T2-030127
	LS TO MMDC on rel 5 MMS 
	Openwave
	

	T2-030128
	LS to 3GPP TSG-N and 3GPP-T on MMS harmonization
	Openwave
	

	T2-030136
	LS on encoding example for MMS Connectivity information
	Ericsson
	

	T2-030137
	LS to SA2 regarding IMS Messaging
	Nokia 
	


List of postponed documents – IF ANY: NONE

List of “rolling” CRs– 

	tdoc #
	Subject
	Source
	Comments

	T2-030062
	CR 23.140: third party pay
	China Mobile
	

	T2-030070
	CR 23.140: Addition of MMS Relay identifier (revised T2-030069)
	Comverse
	

	T2-030134
	CR 23.140 Rel-6: Providing MM7 message related fields on MM4
	Ericsson
	

	T2-030135
	CR 23.140 Rel-6 Extension of Delivery Report over MM4
	China Mobile
	


List of Action Items:

From T2#19

	AI#
	Related tdoc #
	Subject
	Action Item / Responsible
	Result

	1
	T2-020839
	LS from T3 on Cell Broadcast Download data parameters
	Ian to resolve until next meeting
	done

	2
	T2-020842
	LS from SA2 on IMS messaging (3GPP TR 22.940)
	Andrew/Ville/Rami to conduct analysis on applicability of MMS arc to IMS Messaging "deferred" mode
	Draft out-LS by NOKIA +

discussion paper by

 Comverse

LS out by SWG3

	3
	T2-020849
	LS from GSMA SERG on MM4 Interface and DMZ Architectures for MMS
	reply-LS to be created to SA5, BARG, SERG, IREG

Tim to create the reply-LS
	LS out from T2#20

	4
	T2-020923
	CR 23.140: Handling of different MMS notifications
	Phillippe to lead email discussion
	Not conducted

	5
	T2-020929
	MMS Security services
	Volahanta to lead email discussion to find out implications on MMS service
	Not conducted new AI

For #20

	6
	T2-020933
	Discussion paper on "MMS Email Connectivity MM3 Standardization"
	Rami to lead a email discussion on MM3 scope
	done

	7
	T2-020935
	Discussion Paper on MM2 Interface to MMBox
	Rami to lead a email discussion on MMbox interface
	done

	8
	T2-020953
	CR 23.140 REL-5 Clarification of how MMS connectivity information shall be stored on USIM
	Azadeh to lead email discussion
	No email discussion

LS Out to T3

	9
	T2-020954
	CR 23.140 Recipient Handling on MM4
	Sam to take this CR on email discussion
	No email discussion

	12
	T2-020957
	CR 23.140 REL-6 Addition of support for "Bcc" field in the MM4 reference point
	Ericsson  / Vodafone  to create similar CRs for earlier releases
	done


Outstanding Action Items From T2#20

	AI#
	Related tdoc #
	Subject
	Action Item / Responsible
	Result

	1
	T2-020929
	MMS Security Services 
	Openwave, Gemplus to conduct an email discussion?
	

	2
	T2-030052
	CR 23.140 REL-5 on Transferring distribution indicator as part of message retrieval
	Comverse to generate mirror REL-6
	

	3
	T2-030062
	MM7 operation across MM4
	Ericsson and other interested parties (Comverse, Nokia)  to produce a discussion paper on MM7 extension (MM1, MM4, charging, etc. issues) – REFLECTOR or NEXT MEETING
	

	4
	T2-030135
	Extension of delivery Report over MM4 REL-6
	China Mobile  and other interested parties to produce revised T2-030135
	

	5
	T2-030053
	IMS deferred Messaging implications on MMS
	Openwave, Nokia, Ericsson to conduct an analysis
	

	
	
	
	
	


Detailed Report:

General: 

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030050
	Draft SWG3 agenda
	SWG3 chairman
	


Rami from Comverse, as acting SWG3 chairman, presented it.

Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved

Action items from T2 opening plenary – IF ANY:

NONE!

Incoming Liaison Statements:

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-020886
	LS on the melodies storage feature in the USIM in release 6
	SA1
	Postponed from T2#19


Discussion:

Gwenael/Alcatel suggests that T2 should simply reply that iMelody and MIDI are the only two formats currently standardised for SMS. It was decided to Cc: also SA4, which was not addressed in the original LS.  

Gwenael volunteered to produce the reply-LS T2-030085.

Conclusion:
Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030013
	LS to T2 on clarifications about MMbox Stage 2
	OMA-MMDC
	


Milt from Openwave presented it. On Tuesday, Alan from Openwave also joined the discussion. 

Discussion:

At this meeting there is no CR that implements the changes required by MMDC. A detailed analysis of the proposed changes followed, and these are the conclusions:

· Clause #1: T2 will confirm MMDC (via a collective reply-LS) that their interpretation is correct, thus MMDC is invited to proceed with the implementation of Stage 3 REL-5. In the meantime, T2 will work to clarify REL-6 Stage 2 accordingly.

· Clause #2: T2 will confirm MMDC that their interpretation is correct. Care should be taken to potential charging issues related to simultaneous downloading of all messages from the MMBox. T2 believes that this clause requires no further action at Stage 2 level.

· Clause #3:  Alan from Openwave explained that the general issue raised here is version handling on MMS User Agent. Nokia believes that version handling is already covered in Stage 2, thus no action is required from T2. Openwave agrees that T2 should only confirms MMDC that their assumption is correct.  

· Clause #4:  the MMDC assumption is correct and requires a change to 23.140. Since such a CR was not provided for this meeting, Alan from Openwave will produce CR’s for REL-5 (T2-030124) and REL-6 (T2-030125) to resolve the issue.

· Clause #5:  it is just a summary, and no actions are required from T2.

In conclusion, Alan from Openwave volunteered to produce for this meeting both the two CR’s mentioned above (Clause #4) and a collective reply-LS that will summarize all the actions required by MMDC and implemented at this meeting. Ref. also incoming-LS’s T2-030014 (informative), T2-030015 (w/ CR’s), T2-030016 (w/ CR’s), T2-030021 (w/out CR.

Conclusion:

Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030014
	LS (TP-020258, OMA-TP-2002-0018) ON MMS REL-5 STAGE 3
	OMA Technical Plenary
	


Ville from Nokia presented it. 

Discussion:

Just for information. No actions required from T2.
Conclusion:

Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030015
	Usage of the Message-ID in the M-Retrieve.conf PDU
	OMA-MMDC
	


Peter from Siemens presented it.

Discussion:

At this meeting, two of documents were submitted to implement the required action: CR REL-4 T2-030065 (later revised into T2-030123), CR REL-5 T2-030057 (later revised into T2-030121. Moreover, a need for a REL-6 mirror was also identified, which was produced in T2-030122).  

Since there are multiple LS’s from OMA MMDC, Ville suggested to produce just one collective reply-LS that summarizes all the implemented actions and feedbacks (later Alan from Openwave volunteered to produce this collective reply-LS)

Conclusion:

Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030016
	Inclusion of Message Distribution Indicator in the M-Retrieve.conf PDU
	OMA-MMDC
	


Rami from Comverse presented it.

Discussion:

The required action is implemented in the submitted CR T2-030052 REL-5.

Conclusion:

Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030018
	Reply-LS on Requirement for standardizing a Transcoding interface
	SA2
	


Peter from Siemens presented it.

Discussion:

It was reported that the requirement for an open transcoding interface was raised also in OMA-REQ, but no agreement was reached and a corresponding proposal was not brought to OMA TP as an OMA-REQ input. 

Based on the responses received until now from SA1 and SA2, T2 understands that there is currently no requirement to further work on this issue.

Conclusion:

Noted.

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030019
	LS on SMS over PS in Iu mode
	SA2
	


Ian from Teleca  presented it.

Discussion:

No action required from T2.

Conclusion:

Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030020
	LS on MMS parameter storage on the SIM, and inter release ME behaviour
	TSG-T
	


The document was not presented in that Friedhelm pointed out that it is now outdated after SA#18 decision. Thus, there is no need to process it.

Discussion:
Conclusion:

Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030021
	New X-Mms-MM-Status-Code
	OMA-MMDC
	


Azadeh of SonyEricsson presented it.

Discussion:    

There is no associated CR submitted for this meeting that implements the proposed change. 

Paolo from Vodafone questioned the feasibility of the MM1-related use case. Milt from Openwave explained that some WAP Push Proxy Gateways are able to confirm back the R/S if the MM1 notification was not correctly delivered.

Instead, the meeting agreed that the change proposed would make sense when applied to the MM4, e.g. when it is impossible to reach a recipient because of lack of MM4 interconnection.

In conclusion, the meeting agreed the following:

· The proposed change seems to have some utility, although it probably needs some further clarification (e.g. MMDC should clarify where the new proposed message delivery status value ‘unreachable’ should be inserted into 23.140).

· This is rather a new feature for REL-6 than a correction for earlier releases (frozen).

· MMDC is urged NOT to include the proposed value in their implementation of REL-5 Stage 3. reply LS produced by Alan Stebbens from Openwave.
Conclusion:

Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030022
	Liaison statement to 3GPP SA1 cc: T2 on Roaming Awareness
	GSMA CPWP
	Response to S1-022270 (also T2-020951)


Paolo from Vodafone presented it.

Discussion:

CPWP appreciated T2 reply-LS T2-020951. No further action is required from T2.

Conclusion:

Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030071
	Set of CR REL-6 22.140 from SA#18 
	
	


Friedhelm briefly introduced it, explaining that this is not an official LS, but it provides useful background information to T2.

Rami from Comverse presented the four included CR’s 22.140 REL-6.

Discussion:

· S1-022359 Updates to 22.140 for Release 6 (support of DRM and Different Behaviour when Roaming): SA#18 rejected it because of some ambiguities in it.

· S1-022314 Additional feature for Multimedia message management (preventing loops at MM1 level when applying automatic MM forwarding): 

· Sunny of China Mobile explains that currently there’s only MM4-level loop protection (forward counter), whereas no MM1-level mechanism exists. Therefore, the reality today is that – if considering only the Stage 2 standard – the automatic MM forwarding may generate loops within one single MMS R/S domain. 

· Nokia believes that this Stage 1 requirement and most existing proprietary implementations are enough. This problem seems to apply only to some specific vendor solution(s), which haven’t implemented a proprietary workaround. 

· The conclusion was that T2 is urged to evaluate the need for further Stage 2 standardisation needs to solve this issue, or if it is enough to leave this Stage 1 requirement. Sunny will look offline if further Stage 2 standardisation is needed.

· S1-022312 Additional feature for the MMS charging mechanism: SA#18 approved this, but currently there is no requirement for the MMS R/S to treat the ‘priority’ of MM in any way. In essence, the Priority value is meant just for information.

· S1-022313 Additional feature for the MMS charging model: the original sender of an MM is charged for a message that a VASP re-bounces to a final recipient. 

Conclusion:

Noted

CBS matters:

- No input doc. 

- 4 docs generated for the Closing Plenary.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030089
	Reply LS on Cell Broadcast Download data parameters
	Teleca
	See also T2-030086, T2-030087, T2-030088


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030086
	CR 23.041 REL-4 on Cell Broadcast Data length 
	Teleca
	See T2-030089


Discussion: most people do not really understand what this is all about...
Conclusion:

Approved

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030087
	CR 23.041 REL-5 on Cell Broadcast Data length
	Teleca
	


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030088
	CR 23.041 REL-6 on Cell Broadcast Data length
	Teleca
	


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved

Coding:

- No input documents.

- One outgoing reply-LS (drafted by Gwenael/Alcatel)

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030085
	Reply-LS (to: SA1 cc: SA4, T3) on codings for storing melodies in the USIM (Release 6)
	Gwenael on behalf of SWG3
	Response to T2-020886 (S1-022346)


Gwenael from Alcatel presented it.

Discussion:

N.B. At this meeting SWG2 has also approved it, so it is considered T2 approved and it can already go to SA1 at this meeting.

Conclusion:

Approved 
EMS matters:

- None

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	
	
	
	


Discussion:

Conclusion:

MMS REL-4 issues:

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030065
	CR REL-4 on Optional Usage of the Message-ID in MM1_Retrieve.RES
	Siemens
	


Discussion:

Noted and replaced by T2-030123

Conclusion:

Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030123
	CR REL-4 on Optional Usage of the Message-ID in MM1_Retrieve.RES
	Siemens
	See also T2-030121 (REL-5), T2-030122 (REL-6)


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030073
	CR REL-4 on Typo in the wording of the MM4_Read_reply_report
	Ericsson
	


Discussion:

Nokia suggested to change category from D to F, because editorial changes (cat. D) to REL-5 or earlier releases are no longer allowed.  

Thus this CR is rejected and shall be re-submitted as T2-030090. The same applies to the mirror CR’s T2-030058 (REL-5) and T2-030074 (REL-6). 

The agreed conclusion is:

· T2-030073 (REL-4) to be replaced by T2-030090

· T2-030058 (REL-5)  to be replaced by T2-030091

· T2-030074 (REL-6) to be replaced by T2-030092

Conclusion:

Rejected

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030090
	Typo in the wording of the MM4_Read_reply_report
	Ericsson
	Re-submission of T2-030073


Discussion:

Some imperfections were found in the cover sheet. To be re-submitted as T2-030129.

Conclusion:

Rejected

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030129
	Typo in the wording of the MM4_Read_reply_report
	Ericsson
	Replaces T2-030090


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved
	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030055
	MMS UA behaviour regarding the MMS parameters on the (U)SIM
	Gemplus
	To be replaced by T2-030093


No Gemplus delegate was present to the meeting, so the temporary SWG3 chairman presented it.

Discussion:

A duplicated sentence was found. Thus it is rejected and replaced by T2-030093.

Paolo from Vodafone volunteered to produce the revised version.

Conclusion:

Rejected

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030093
	MMS UA behaviour regarding the MMS parameters on the (U)SIM
	Vodafone
	Replaces T2-030055


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved 

MMS REL-5 issues:

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030058
	CR REL-5 on Typo in the wording of the MM4_Read_reply_report
	Ericsson
	To be replaced by T2-030091


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Rejected

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030091
	CR REL-5 on Typo in the wording of the MM4_Read_reply_report
	Ericsson
	Replaces T2-030058


Discussion:

Some imperfections were found in the cover sheet. To be re-submitted as T2-0301130.

Conclusion:

Rejected

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030130
	CR REL-5 on Typo in the wording of the MM4_Read_reply_report
	Ericsson
	Replaces T2-030091


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030052
	CR REL-5 on Transferring distribution indicator as part of message retrieval
	Comverse
	


Rami from Comverse presented it.

Discussion:

The need for a mirror CR REL-6 was also identified. Comverse was asked to produce it at this meeting 

Conclusion:
Approved

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030060
	CR REL-5 on Providing MM7 message related fields on MM4
	Ericsson
	Resubmitted as T2-030134 REL-6 “rolling” CR


Michel from Ericsson presented it.

Discussion:

Rami observes that 

· Reply-Charging IE is not relevant. 

· VASP and VAS ID not relevant (because make sense only within one MMS domain).

Nokia objects saying that REL-5 scope is just one MMSE. SA1 has to agree if MM7 can be extend beyond one single operator domain. This is a new functionality and thus it is for REL-6. 

Logica has the same position: extension of MM7 beyond one Opco is for REL-6. 

Some typos found in the text, thus two new CR’s to be generated: 

· T2-030094 CR REL-5 Addition of missing field in table K6. 

· T2-030120 CR REL-6 Addition of missing field in table K6.

Not clear if Stage 1 already provides sufficient ground for the MMS VASP extension. 

To be resubmitted as T2-030134 REL-6 rolling CR.

Conclusion:

Rejected

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030076
	CR 23.140 REL-5: Clarification of how MMS connectivity information shall be stored on USIM
	SonyEricsson
	


Azadeh from SonyEricsson presented it.

Discussion:

The example introduces also parameters that are not part of the 23.140 specifications, but are part of WAP Provisioning (WAP-OTAP).  Nokia feels that this may be misleading, i.e. suggesting that the parameters specified in 23.140 (chapter 7.1.14 and Annex F), are not sufficient. 

There is a Siemens document T2-030081 that comments on this CR. They suggest that the example should rather go into T3 specifications (31.102 and 51.011).

Ian’s guidance was requested:

· cover sheet: category D is not acceptable for REL-5.

· Put it in a separate Informative annex. In general, examples should always be encouraged, because they clarify issues. 

· Not sure if this appropriate for inclusion REL-5.

Friedhelm: if it is true, as said into the coversheet, that this example provides clarification, then SA won’t have problems with it. 

Nokia/Miraj still thinks that this may be misleading, by contradicting the normative part of 23.140. So, Nokia objects.

Left pending until Motorola, Nokia, Ericsson and Siemens reach an agreement offline. Possibly involve also the T3 chairman Nigel Barnes.

Report from the offline discussion (Azadeh):

· Agreed need for JM T2/T3 to agree which specs will be changed (23.140 or xxxT3). 

· SonyEricsson will write an LS (T2-030136) to explain the current status and the agreed way forward.

Nokia: no need to have this JM. 

Ian: T2 and T3 chairmen agreed to have the JM, and the only issue into which specs (T2 or T3) the Example (Informative) will go. 

Comverse+Vodafone: Informative example in not enough to grant IOP.

T2 chairman: let’s JM T2/T3 to decide on Informative vs. Normative and T2-spec vs. T3-spec.

Nokia: the current specs are clear enough to grant IOP. Just one company interpreted them improperly.

Conclusion:
Noted

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030081
	Encoding Example for MMS Connectivity Information in the (U)SIM
	Siemens
	Includes drafts LS T2-030082 and draft CR T2-030083


Peter from Siemens presented it.

Discussion:

The meeting agreed that terminal vendors are coming out with different implementations of the USIM storage 

Offline discussion called during this meeting: Nokia, Siemens, Motorola, SonyEricsson, Vodafone, Telecom Italia, Three. 

Conclusion:
Noted

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030082
	DRAFT-LS: Encoding Example for MMS Connectivity Information

	Siemens
	Attached to T2-030081


Discussion:

Conclusion:
Noted

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030083
	DRAFT CR: clarification for the encoding of MMS related information 
	Siemens
	Attached to T2-030081


Discussion:

Conclusion:
Noted

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030057
	CR REL-5 on Conditional Usage of the Message-ID in MM1_Retrieve.RES
	Siemens
	


Peter from Siemens presented it.

Discussion: 

Gwenael identified an error in the coversheet, thus this was noted and replaced by T2-030121. 

Moreover, the same change is also mirrored for REL-6 in T2-030122.

Conclusion:
Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030121
	CR REL-5 on Conditional Usage of the Message-ID in MM1_Retrieve.RES
	Siemens
	replaces T2-030057


Discussion: none
Conclusion:

Approved

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030077 
	CR REL-5 on Support of the “Bcc:” information element in the MM4 reference point.
	Vodafone
	


Paolo from Vodafone Omnitel presented it.

Discussion:

Conclusion:
Approved

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030094
	CR REL-5 on Addition of missing field in table K6
	Ericsson
	To be replaced by T2-030132


Michel from Ericsson presented it.

Discussion:

This was originated after T2-030060 (which was rejected).

Later some imperfections wer found in the coversheet, thus it had to be re-submitted as T2-030132.

Conclusion:
Rejected

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030132
	CR REL-5 on Addition of missing field in table K6
	Ericsson
	Replaces T2-030094


Discussion:

Conclusion:
Approved
	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030126
	LS Reply to OMA on MMBOX
	Openwave
	Outgoing reply-LS to T2-030013


Alan  from Openwave presented it.

Discussion:

Conclusion:
Approved

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030124
	CR REL-5 on MM1 MMBox View Clarifications
	Openwave
	CR to implement T2-030013; mirror REL-6 T2-030125 


Alan from Openwave presented it.

Discussion:

Conclusion:
Approved

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030126
	
	Openwave
	See also related CR REL-5 (T2-030124) and CR REL-6 (T2-030125)


Alan from Openwave presented it.

Discussion:

Conclusion:
Approved

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030078
	CR REL-5 on Correcting definition of MM7 Version
	Comverse
	


Rami from Comverse presented it.

Discussion:
Nokia: there is already the ‘namespace’ that would help with version handling.

Friedhelm: why having the MM7 version both in the ‘namespace’ and in the information element ‘MM7 Version’?

Nokia: this was a mistake during Stage 2 definition. Would be better to cancel  the Information Element.

An offline discussion between Nokia and Comverse brought to the conclusion that Comverse will submit revised CR’s for email approval next week (applies also to x79, which is also Noted).

Conclusion:
Noted 

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030084
	Reply-LS SERG MM4 DMZ…. 
	Nokia
	response to a SERG LS T2-020849 from T2#19 (Bundang)


Ville from Nokia presented it.

Discussion:

Conclusion:
Approved

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030127
	LS on MMS issues
	Openwave
	Response to MMDC LS’s T2-030015, x16, x21


Milt from Openwave presented it.

Discussion:

Conclusion:
Approved

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030128
	LS to 3GPP2 on MMS Harmonisation
	Openwave
	


Milt from Openwave presented it.

Discussion:

Comverse: 3GPP/3GPP2 harmonisation needed is only MM4 and ENUM address resolution, not MM7 (and MM1).

Openwave: MM7 harmonization is beneficial for the overall VASP MMS market.

Conclusion:
Approved

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030136
	LS to T3 on Encoding example of MMS connectivity parameters on (U)SIM.
	SonyEricsson
	


Azadeh from SonyEricsson presented it.

Discussion:

The outcome of the T2/T3 JM will be in time for T#19 (Birmingham). 

Vodafone: expressed strong concern about the potential IOP issues that could be raised if the specifications (either 23.140 or 32.102) are not clear enough.

Conclusion:
Approved

MMS REL-6 issues:

MM1
	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030122
	CR REL-6 on Conditional Usage of the Message-ID in MM1_Retrieve.RES
	Siemens
	Mirrors T2-030123 (REL-4) and T2-030121 (REL-5)


Discussion:

Conclusion:
Approved

MMBox
	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030125
	CR REL-6 on MM1 MMBox View Clarifications
	Openwave
	Mirror x124


Alan from Openwave presented it.

Discussion:

Conclusion:
Approved

MM4
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030074
	CR REL-6 on Typo in the wording of the MM4_Read_reply_report
	Ericsson
	Replaced by T2-030092


Discussion: 
Conclusion:

Rejected

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030092
	CR REL-6 on Typo in the wording of the MM4_Read_reply_report
	Ericsson
	Replaces T2-030074


Discussion:

Some imperfections were found in the cover sheet. To be re-submitted as T2-030131.
Conclusion:

Rejected

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030131
	CR REL-6 on Typo in the wording of the MM4_Read_reply_report
	Ericsson
	Replaces T2-030092


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030120
	CR REL-6 on Addition of missing field in table K6
	Ericsson
	To be replaced by T2-030133


Michel from Ericsson presented it.

Discussion:

This was originated after T2-030060 (which however was rejected).

Some imperfections were later found in the cover sheet. Thus it had to be re-submitted as T2-030133.
Conclusion:
Rejected

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030133
	CR REL-6 on Addition of missing field in table K6
	Ericsson
	Replaces T2-030120


Discussion:

Conclusion:
Approved

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030070
	CR REL-6 Addition of MMS Relay identifier to MM1_notification.REQ
	Comverse
	


Rami from Comverse presented it.

Discussion:

Nokia: the agreed principle is Home MMS R/S, which is broken here. Let’s discuss first with SA1. 

Openwave: flexibility is OK, but cautious because of impacts on Opco/subscriber relationship. 

Logica: To be further discussed.

Comverse: This helps support operators with multiple MMs R/Ss

After the JM with SA1, the decision was to keep it ROLLING.

Conclusion:
Rolling

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030067
	CR REL-5 on MM1 changes to support Third-party pay (in MM7).
	Huawei Technology, China Mobile
	


Jimmy from China Mobile presented it.

Discussion:

Corresponding Stage 1 requirement was recently approved (ref. T2-030071).

Nokia: are the new IE added to MM1 only for informing the recipient UA or they assume some additional behaviour from the recipient UA?

Huawei: they are only meant to inform the recipient.

China Mobile: there are two CR’s concerning 3rd party pays: one from Huawei facing the MM1 aspects; and one from China Mobile facing the MM7 aspects.

The Sender field in MM7_Submit.REQ can refer to the original sender and it already flows through to MM1_Notification.REQ, so the meeting believes that use case is already covered by the current Stage 2.

China Mobile: Charged Party IE is not enough because it does not carry the identity of the sender (who will pay). 

· Free Charging Indication field: the meeting agrees that it is not needed because usually recipients does not pay. Instead, it may be useful to inform the recipient only when he is going to pay (VASP originated only).

· Fee Terminal ID: identity of the original sender, who will pay for the message. The meeting believes that this is already covered by the Sender IE in MM1_Notification.REQ.

The idea is valuable and it is mostly supported by the current specs. 

Operators are invited to re-submit the CR if they feel it necessary.

Conclusion:
Rejected

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030080
	CR REL-6 New field 'Autofetch' in MMS notification
	Telefonica, Orange, T-Mobile
	


Juan from Telefonica presented it.

Discussion:

Telefonica: SA Plenary in New Orleans a Stage 1 (22.140) rejected a CR (ref. T2-030071 ( x23) supporting a similar requirement.

Nokia: the final decision should be in control of the end user (recipient), rather than of the R/S (operator). 

Openwave: rather than increasing R/S control, enhance the network-side filtering mechanisms and leave the end-user to decide.  

Comverse and Openwave: after the clarifications emerged during the discussion, they support the CR. The understanding is that the end user is always in control; the ‘autofetch’ is only a suggestion/information. 

Comverse: the meeting should not discuss the requirement in itself), but only the Stage 2 implementation.

Openwave: the network (R/S) can never control the behaviour, except denying service. The network can only provide suggestions that the UA can decide to support or not. 

Pending: the discussion will be continued only if Juan will be able to provide evidence (deadline Wed noon) that a corresponding Stage 1 requirement has already been approved. Otherwise the CR will be automatically rejected.

After the JM it was rejected.
Conclusion:
Rejected

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030062
	CR REL-6 on Updates to 23.140 to support 3rd Party Pays
	China Mobile
	


Sunny from China Mobile presented it.

Discussion:

Comverse: 

· Minor issues on the coversheet

· ‘Fee Terminal ID’ new IE in MM7_Submit.REQ to become renamed something like ‘Charged Party ID’

The meeting agreed:

· that the overall language is not clear enough (Charged Party)

· to allow the VASP-Del Report to go correctly back to the VASP, they are forced to put VASP ID in the Sender Address IE (which today in principle could also carry the original/3rd party sender).

Unfortunately, REL-5 is meant only for single-MMSE (single R/S!) environment. MM7 is not supposed to work across MM4. 

Nokia: by using the purposely un-standardised Service Code IE (plus some customisation from their vendors) China Mobile could find a workaround to the problem of ‘Delivery Report back to VASP in the 3rd party pay use case’. 

Paolo: 1) T2 is urged to work on MM7 extension; 2) don’t proceed with dirty tricks, but start an overall, systematic MM7 extension.

Lars: creating a “rolling-CR” is practically the best way forward, to ensure that the issues raised until now by multiple CR’s on MM7. 

Conclusion of the meeting:

· MM7 for release 6  extension is needed.
· Generate a discussion paper that starts analysing the MM1, MM4 etc. implications of MM7 extension. 

· Verify if there is a need for a fifth value in the Charged Party IE.

Conclusion:
Rolling

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030061
	CR REL-6 on Mandatory Delivery Report between Originating and Terminating MMS R/S across MM4
	China Mobile
	


Sunny from China Mobile presented it.

Discussion:

Sunny: the idea is that the T- R/S always sends back the Delivery Report (status) to the O- R/S in order to allow secure charging (e.g. prepaid). The use of this is for those operators that want to charge based on the fact that the MM has been correctly delivered to the recipient.

Comverse: there is a privacy issue if the T-R/S sends always back to O-R/S the DR, independently of the recipient UA settings

There is a need to correctly distinguish between end-user-destined and R/S-detined Delivery Report. So a second type of DR must be specified. A DR is always sent back to the O-R/S. However, the DR will be returned to the sender if and only if two conditions apply: 1) the Recipient has not denied it; AND 2) the Sender has requested it. 

Nokia: this has to be an optional feature, because not all operators may want to use this feature, that will generate more interconnection traffic. Most operators content themselves with the MM4_Forward.RES. This feature adds more 

TIM: they support the feature.

Nokia: this has to be Optional feature, otherwise IOP issues with previous releases may 

The meeting agreed:

1) support the principle; China Mobile is invited to come back with a revised CR (T2-030135); if there is time it will be discussed already at this meeting, otherwise it will be postponed 

2) optional; 

3) workout details for respecting the Recipient privacy

China Mobile to produce revised CR REL-6 T2-030134.

Conclusion:
Noted

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030063
	CR REL-6 on Support of Prepaid 
	China Mobile
	


Sunny from China Mobile presented it.

Discussion:

Ericsson:  

Nokia: looks basically the same requirement expressed in T2-030061 (mandatory Delivery Report back to the O-R/S). The only novelty is the refunding in case of unsuccessfully delivery.

Comverse: the standard R/S is not aware of any refunding.

Nokia:  prepaid interface is not standardised yet. Wouldn’t it be enough to approved the other CR on Mandatory Delivery Report (T2-030061 to be revised on T2-030134)?

Conclusion: combine the essential requirement expressed here (mandatory DR) into the other CR T2-030134 already originated from T2-030061.

Conclusion:
Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030135
	Extension of MM4 interface for Delivery Report
	China Mobile
	


Jimmy from China Mobile presented it.

Discussion:

Nokia and other delegates helped enhancing the text.

Some online editing was performed.

Ville/Nokia proposed the following new text to capture the requirement: “In addition, if an agreement exists between the interconnecting MMS Relay/Servers, the originator MMS Relay/Server may request a delivery report regardless of whether MMS User Agent or VASP requested the delivery report.  The recipient MMS Relay/Server may generate a delivery report for each MM received from that specific originator MMS Relay/Server, in case requested by the originator MMS Relay/Server”.

Ericsson: rather than changing the existing text – which was meant for a different purpose (i.e. Delivery Report for the sender User Agent) – better to create a separate a sub-section in the textual part to address the specific requirements of the server-to-server Delivery Report.   

Nokia: agrees.

Conclusion, the interested companies (possibly including the 23.140 rapporteur) will work together to present a revised CR at the next meeting, consistent with the understanding reached during the discussion.

Conclusion:
Rolling

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030138
	Nokia comments to T2-0300
	Nokia
	


Discussion:

Comverse supported the Nokia wording. Ericsson suggested a totally separate clause for this.
Conclusion:
Noted

MM2
	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	x20935
	Discussion paper on MM2 interface to MMBox
	Comverse
	From T2#19


Comverse did not present the paper, already presented in Bundang. Just a quick summary of the concept. An email discussion was started. If the concept is endorsed by T2, Comverse will provide CR at the next meeting.

Discussion:

Comverse: the proposal is not to open the interface between Relay and Server, but rather to allow an IMAP-based interconnection between R/S and legacy messaging service, e.g. voice mail. 

Nokia: still have the same concerns (IOP, performance) already expressed in Bundang.

Openwave: this overlaps with MM3, which is intended for integration with legacy messaging systems. In any case, the feature should only be optional. 

Comverse: not sure if this is MM2 or MM3. 

Nokia: why standardising this interface if this is meant only to integrate legacy systems (e.g. email system). 

Vodafone: questioned why using IMAP instead of MM3/SMTP? 

Comverse: IMAP allows retrieving MM from the MMBox or from some other legacy messaging storage. Instead, SMTP only allows sending messages. 
Tim (3) found the idea useful

Nokia and Ericsson object on the utility of this work, which would be a major standardization effort. 
Conclusion:
Noted

MM3
	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-020933
	Discussion paper - MMS Email Connectivity MM3 Standardization
	Comverse
	From T2#19


Rami from Comverse presented it.

Discussion:

· 2.1
Sending Messages to Email Recipients: no comment.

· 2.2
Receiving Messages from Email Servers: 

· 2.3
Retrieving Messages from Subscribers’ Voice Mail/Email Accounts: 

· 2.4
Addressing: requested by Comverse to provide a feedback, DoCoMo confirmed that they understand the intention but they do not have specific need for this address translation feature.

· 2.5
Content Adaptation: none except TeliaSonera expressed in favour or against this feature.  

Vodafone objected the concept of mixing email and MMS services without first analysing the business implications. SA1 should be involved in the analysis of use cases. 
3 (Formerly H3G) supports these ideas , however did not have the resources to follow this in depth.

Conclusion:
Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030068
	CR REL-6 Recipient Handling on MM4
	Ericsson
	


Sam from Ericsson presented it.

Discussion:

Nokia: if MTA are in between two R/S, then it may happen that the MM4_Forward.RES (i.e. SMTP “250 OK” message) is not sent back. This must be taken into account when implementing MM4 interconnection.

Conclusion:
Approved

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030075
	CR 23.140 Rel-6: Providing MM7 message related fields on MM4
	Ericcson
	


Discussion:

Conclusion:
Rejected
IMS Messaging

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030053
	Discussion paper on IMS Messaging….
	Comverse
	See also T2-030064


Rami from Comverse presented it.

Discussion:

Comverse: 

· Origin: LS from SA2 (T2 – 020842)  in T2#19 asking T2 to study the integration of MMS and IMS Messaging.

· Comverse doesn’t like that the messaging (service) is defined by the bearer (IMS), but this is the way adopted by SA.

· The SA1 decision was that 22.140 specifies both MMS and IMS Messaging/Deferred Mode. Identical requirements.

· The paper analyses 5 alternative options, recommending #5 (integrated service enabler infrastructure for IMS and MMS messaging).

· 10 options where analysed, reduced to 5 for simplicity. 

Michel/Ericsson: how the different Options support sending a deferred-MM to a Group?

Tim/Three: uncomfortable about IMS Messaging, linking the service to the bearer (IMS). IMS Messaging looks like a technology in search of an application…

Comverse: share the same concern, but that was the decision taken at SA1.

Nokia: T2 is not supposed to challenge the SA1 and SA2 decision. And T2 is not asked to comment whether MMS is able to support IM+Group messaging, which – incidentally – all agree cannot be supported by MMS.

Comverse: ok, but with a SIP- based MM1 it would be possible to have IM+Group messaging also on legacy networks (non-IMS).  

Conclusion:

Noted

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030064
	Proposed reply-LS to SA2 on IMS Messaging/Deferred and MMS
	Nokia
	Revised to T2-030137


Ville from Nokia presented it.

Discussion:

Nokia: position is that Deferred and Immediate messaging are different and separate. MMS cannot support Instant Messaging.  MM1 should easily be changed to support only Notification, DR, RR, but not clear yet if also Submit/Retrieve (because of the SIP MESSAGE
 PDU size limitation, which could be resolved using SIP indirection, i.e. SIP just used to set-up transport session on RTP or HTTP or other.)

Comverse: which Option Nokia looks favourably (among those presented by Comverse)? HOW Nokia sees the integration between the two?

Nokia: MMS and IMS Messaging are different/separate things, rather one the evolution of the other. Yes, MMS can technically support IMS Messagin/Deferred (in fact there is only one Stage 1 requirements , i.e. 22.140), BUT this should not be done, because it would confuse things. They are different services to be kept independent.

Comverse: Nokia’s position resembles Option #4 in Comverse papers. 

Ericsson: happy with Nokia draft LS, without further comments on the preferred Options. T2 should not take any commitment at this stage. 

TTPcom: support Nokia’s approach. To send just a confirmation LS at this stage.

Comverse: propose that the interested companies, e.g. Ericsson, Nokia, Comverse and Openwave and TTPCom  to have an offline discussion to agree a reply-LS to SA2.

3 companies volunteered to carry out within T2 an analysis of relationship between IMS Messagin gand MMS.
Nokia will produce a new interim reply-LS (T2-030137).

Conclusion:
Noted

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030137
	reply-LS to SA2 on IMS messaging 
	Nokia
	See also T2-030053, T2-030064


Ville from Nokia presented it.

Discussion:

Supported.

Conclusion:
Approved

MM7
	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030079
	CR REL-6 on Correcting definition of MM7 Version
	Comverse
	Mirrors T2-030078


Discussion:
An offline discussion between Nokia and Comverse brought to the conclusion that Comverse will submit revised CR’s for email approval next week (applies also to x78, which is also Noted).

Conclusion:
Noted 

MMS REL-6 WID 

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-030023
	MMS REL-6 WID
	
	


Discussion:

The purpose is to confirm support of companies of the REL-6, which however is a Closing Plenary (T2 overall) issue.

Following was the result of an informal show of hands: 
· Accommodate the needs of IMS Messaging: Nokia, Vodafone, Comverse, and many others.

· MM1: T-Mobile, Telefonica, Ericsson, Comverse, TIM 

· MM4: China Mobile, Nokia, E///, Openwave

· Interworking and Transcoding: none

· Enhanced TCN: TIM, Telefonica, T-mobile, TeliaSonera

· Alternative UA capabilities (MM1): Openwave

· User Profile mechanisms: none

·  USIM and USAT: Nokia, Vodafone

· Security and Privacy: Openwave, Gemplus

· DRM: Comverse, Ericsson, T-Mobile, Openwave. 

· Charging: China Mobile, Ericsson, TeliaSOnera

· External messaging systems: Comverse, Ericsson

· Presence & MMS: Comverse (?)

· MM7: Nokia, Ericsson, Comverse, Openwave,. TeliaSonera, TIM

· Streaming: Comverse, Ericsson

· Addressing (e.g. SIP addressing): Comverse, Erickson, Openwave

· MMBox: Openwave

· Media Type formats: Comverse, Nokia, Openwave

· OTA Provisioning for MMS: none

· Legacy Support: Ericsson

The REL-6 closure is not decided yet; could be end of 2003.

Conclusion:
To be presented to T2 plenary

Joint SA1/SWG3 meeting

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	S1-030199
	Report of Joint S1-T2 SWG3 joint meeting on MMS Rel 6 issues (with SWG3 comments)
	SA1 Chairman
	


The SWG3 temporary chairman presented it.

Discussion:

Some online editing was performed.

Conclusion:
Approved

3GPP/3GPP2 harmonization

After the Joint Meeting with SA1, where the issue of 3GPP/3GPP2 MMS harmonisation was raised, SWG3 had a short discussion on how to progress the MMS harmonisation with 3GPP2. 

The consensus was to send an LS to 3GPP2 TSG-N (T2-030128, drafted by Alan from Openwave) asking them:

· to officially report back to 3GPP T2 about the status of the MMS standardisation within 3GPP2;

· to send regularly copies of their draft specs, especially those related to MM3

· to clarify what is the harmonistaion way forward for the benefit of worldwide MMS service IOP

Next meetings

· It was decided yesterday during the JM SA1/SWG3 that there will be a JM SA1/T2 before the next T2.

· A proposal was agreed to have an ad hoc SWG3 plus JM with SA1 in March/April, devoted exclusively to REL-6 issues. If no contributions, it will be cancelled 2-3 weeks before. The issue will be raised tomorrow at the Closing Plenary.

· Annex A – Complete Document List

	tdoc #
	Subject
	Source
	Status within SWG3
	Comments

	T2-020886
	LS from SA1 to T2, T3 on the melodies storage feature in the USIM in release 6
	S1-022346
	noted
	LS T20 030085 BY ALCATEL

	T2-020933
	Discussion paper on "MMS Email Connectivity MM3 Standardization"
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	T2-030136
	LS on encoding example for MMS Connectivity information
	Ericsson
	approved
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� SIP MESSAGE uses the signalling bearer, that’s where the size limitation comes from.
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