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1 Reason for Contribution

To explain some questions about WID 148.
2 Summary of Contribution

WID 148 (the predecessor is WID 143)was discussed at the REQ meeting and some opinions will be clarified in this document according to the comments . Further comments are expected. Email or other contacts are also appreciated.
3 Detailed Proposal

· It was stated that there was perhaps some overlapping functionality with PoC 2 functionality; therefore the suggestion is to add PoC 2 as a related activity in the WID and to include PoC as an affected group.

Answer: We have consulted the OMA PoC System Description V2 document and found the capabilities described in clause 4.33 “Request with media content” are similar to CMR. We try to build CMR as an enabler which not only  can be used by POC but also by other session-based services. So we strongly propose to specify CMR as a separate engine that can be reused to build complicated services combined with other enablers. Surely, we agreed to add PoC2 as a related activity in the WID and to include PoC as an affected group.
· There was a comment that Privacy should be ticked as there should be respect for the privacy of the third party.

Answer: In my understanding, “respect for privacy of the third party” mainly means that the operator or the service provider should take the privacy right protection of the third party into account, and be responsible for inspecting the content of media files for CMR provided by the content provider or the user, so that the privacy of the third party shall not be invaded. So we will accept this good proposal and reflect this in the CMR requirement.

· There was a comment that a suggestion should be made as to which group should do the technical work for this enabler.

Answer: CMR is a new work for OMA which is different from the scope of existing groups like PoC, DM and others. We suggest REQ group could accept CMR as a new work item and start the work from CMR Requirements and ARC group could do the technical work for CMR the next stage.
· Could there be charging problems, for example if the called party is roaming and the caller sends a large multimedia file, who pays?
Answer: The charging party may be the one which subscribers the service. For the CMR service, the charging party could be the calling party. He pays monthly for this function, and he buys some special composed media from the operator or the third party to set for his playing rules. And the file size may be restricted by the operator, user can only choose the size of the media file in a special range and the file size is a factor taken into consideration when operators fix its price. 
The charging requirement will be designed in detail when this work item succeeds to the next stage.
· This would need to override the user’s settings.  What about someone who has set their phone to “vibrate” due to being in a meeting?
Answer: Such user case should be taken into consideration when designing the detailed interface between the client/terminal and the CMR enabler and the function of the terminal. If the phone is set to ‘vibrate’, the terminal could just display the visual media and forbid the audio media, alternatively this function could be done by the enabler through media negotiation.
· Is it viable to charge for such a service?  How about extending this to advertisements so that the service provider can send advertisements to the called party?
Answer: The profit pattern has been proved profitable in commercial in some area. People are willing to pay for this function monthly and  buy the media files which are well done so as to express their individualities, then the operators and the third party (as media files providers) earn money. That the third party sends advertisements is a service scene that CMR can be used in.It  can be taken into consideration when designing the CMR enabler in detail, but the user privacy should be carefully handled.
· Would there be performance issues (latency between call initiation and having the file transferred to the called party)?
Answer: The media file could be restricted in size by service provider so as to control the latency in an acceptable level.
· TISPAN are already working in this area (e.g. we are unclear what is the coverage of the CAT work item)
Answer: As we know, the service research in TISPAN has tightly-coupled relationship with the core network and it focuses on studying the service realization in core control layer. But the specifications of OMA focus on delimiting service capacity and enabling high level of interoperability on service layer. 

We read throught the TISPAN work of COMIP. In that document, TISPAN  gives user cases and  then provides a detailed description of  the service interactions with other PSTN/ISDN simulation or emulation services(NGN). TISPAN does not intend to define COMIP as an enabler ,nor  consider  how the COMIP affect or being affected by other enablers that exist in OMA. TISPAN defines it in a way of a ‘service’, not an enabler.
On the other hand, OMA doesn’t care the service interactions with the PSTN/ISDN simulation or emulation services, nor the the potential affect to core network signaling. In my opinion, The work in OMA  should focus on building  CMR as a  function that can be used to build a single service or a complicated service combined with other enablers, for example, CMR can be used by POC or by GM enabler to configure different ringing tones for groups, also may be  used in messaging service when messages arrives.
According to the description above, we think the CMR research in OMA and the COMIP (WI01043) research in TISPAN are in two different directions and have different work scope, they do not conflict with each other. They could cover the absence of each other but no one can totally replace the other’s work.

· Would there be performance issues (latency between call initiation and having the file transferred to the calling party)?

Answer: The media file could be restricted in size by service provider so as to control the latency in an acceptable level.

· . Would there be performance issues (latency between call initiation and having the file transferred to the calling party)?

Answer: The media file could be restricted in size by service provider so as to control the latency in an acceptable level.

· There was a comment that there was perhaps some relationship with LFC that should be further investigated.
Answer: LFC mainly cares about the customized configuration of the UEs ,such as how they look and feel. It does not essentially  associate with CMR. But CMR can  provide some new function with LFC.
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

Discuss the answers to the comments on the 148 and help to modify the WID.
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