Doc# Document2[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Change Request

Doc# Document2
Change Request



Change Request

	Title:
	CR to resolve ADRR comments 527, 561, 562
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	OMA MWG CPM

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-AD-CPM-V1_0-20080708-D

	Submission Date:
	11 July 2008

	Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 0: New Functionality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1: Major Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2: Bug Fix
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 3: Clerical

	Source:
	Zoltán Ördögh, Nokia, zoltan.ordogh@nokia.com

	Replaces:
	OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0466R01-CR_Resolve_ADRR_comments_527,_561,_562


1 Reason for Change

As an outcome of the CR#2008-0430 discussion in Prague comments 527, 561, 562 have been re-assigned to Nokia.
This CR lays out different alternatives of resolving the comments:

1. No changes, close comments without action.

2. Separate mandatory and optional features.

3. Separate mandatory and optional features and also remove things that are not covered in the RD.

Nokia’s concern is the validity of the ADRR comments quoted below. It is our opinion that there are no requirements in the CPM RD that would make these requirements mandatory for CPM Clients. Truly, all requirements listed in the sections are mandatory, however they talk about the CPM Enabler delivering/handling things like CPM Messages, Media, notifications, invitations, etc which are not the role of the CPM Client – these are clearly the role of the CPM-based Service and the underlying network infrastructure. Other requirements talk about what the CPM User ask the CPM-based Service to do - which are also out of the scope of the CPM Client. If the working group can agree this, we suggest taking Option #1 and closing these ADRR comments without action.
It could be argued that the “CPM Enabler SHALL provide…” statements are always to be interpreted as a mandatory feature to implement for every CPM Client/Server (whatever is listed in the context). Following this logic, these requirements could be seen as a backup for the features addressed in the ADRR comments:
	CPM-MLD-009
	The CPM Enabler SHALL allow the CPM User to switch a CPM Session from one device to another device with minimal interruption of the CPM Session.
	CPM V1.1

	CPM-MLD-015
	The CPM Enabler SHALL provide the CPM User with a mechanism to define an identifier (i.e. a human readable name) for each of his/her devices.
	CPM V1.0


Each of these alternatives are captured in the CR under a different change section – remove the ones that have not been agreed during the meeting.
We propose closing ADRR comment 562 without action, for these reasons:

· Because internal communication is an implementation issue.

· Adding a “SHALL” would mandate things that are optional: Communicating with Presence Source, Presence Watcher, Message and Media Storage Client, CAB Client, Device Management Client.

· Attempting to separate to optional and mandatory (MAY and SHALL) parts is not possible because the optional part would sound very strange.
The related ADRR comments are:
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	A0562
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.1.1


	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: In the last two paragraphs (Page 18, above Section 5.3.1.2: It states “The CPM Client is responsible for the following ….”

These functionalities should be stated as normative.

Proposed Change: Change both cases to either “SHALL be responsible for the following …“ or “SHALL be capable of the following …” 
	Status: OPEN
Closed without action.


R01 adds the ADRR comment resolutions to the table above.
R02 removes options #1 and #3 from the CR as the group felt that the basis for further work shall be option #2.
Option #2 has been update to reflect the latest AD and Nokia’s view – and only Nokia’s view at this point; have had an offline discussion with Telefonica and Orange however we could not conclude the discussions. In order to continue discussions in the working group, I captured some opinions here:
· Telefonica and Orange feels that when a mechanism if mandated for the CPM Enabler, it also includes the CPM Client –Nokia disagrees with this, and claims that at best, it is only the interface provided to the CPM Client that has to support this (see next comment).
· Nokia claims regarding both MLD-013 and MLD-015: There is no mentioning of the CPM Client explicitly in MLD-013 and MLD-015 - it depends on the technical solution - it could be done via DM, XDM, etc. (which means that the CPM Client is not involved at all, therefore it cannot be mandatory for the CPM Client). For this reason – for the time being – one change has been rejected (the one that would make assigning Device Name mandatory for the CPM Client).
· MLD-013: "The CPM Enabler SHALL provide CPM User with a mechanism to retrieve, from one of his/her devices" Nokia thinks that not all devices are meant to do this - otherwise there would not be a "from one of his/her devices" clause.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None.
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

Review and accept this change request, and close the related ADRR comments.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Close the identified ADRR comment without action
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