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1 Reason for Change

This CR addresses the following CPM CONR comment:

	E024
	2010.01.22
	E
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0016-CPM_V1_0_Comments_ALU

Comment: The reference to [RFC 2821] for SMTP is obsolete. The replacement document is [RFC 5321].

Proposed Change: Make global changes for all its occurrences in many sections throughout the document. 
	Status: Closed by the explanation in Section 5 of this CR and with the already implemented changes proposed in Section 6 of this CR#741R01


Apparently, the proposed changes have already been incorporated as explained in Section 5 below.
This R01 version addresses the cooments made during the last R&A process as follows:

Ericsson: won''t raise an objection but has an issue with the rationale of 0741. See: excerpt from 2010-0741: "Apparently, the TS Editor who also is an Ericsson delegate agreed and incorporated the proposed change" As an editor i do not take such liberty. I confine myself to implement the agreed on CRs. Per my recollection Ericsson disagreed with the change done on RFC2821 in 0685 but listening at ALU arguments & promises agreed to the content of 0685R01. Which has been implemented in the baseline. This was with the understanding that ALU would come with a similar change WRT RFC2822. This agreement is reflected in the Las Vegas MOMs (2010-0683R02, excerpt quoted below) â€¢ OMA-COM-CPM-2010-0685-CR_CONRR_E020_E023_E024.zip Seung/Samsung Electronics introduced the contribution Comments: Ericsson: By swapping RFC 2821with RFC 5321, there might be backward compatibility issues. A direct question, did you check the impact in RFC5321? Samsung: We didnâ€™t make sure about the impact and implements the proposed changes in the comment. Acision: SMTP always come with pair:, either donâ€™t change or change both of them. ALU: will check internally and see how to move forward on this issue. Conclusion: Related comment is opened and assign to ALU. I can not locate such follow up CR. Can you point it to me pls? regards.

Acision: At the Las Vegas meeting comment E024 was kept open to investigate if we should also change RFC2822 into RFC5322, as it did not seem to make sense to change RFC2821 into RFC5321 without changing RFC2822. Ultimately the change to RFC5322 was agreed at the LV meeting.
This change request fails to mention and handle the RFC2822 issue and does not handle it, leaving the Interworking TS in an inconsistent state, by mixing older and newer versions of related RFCs.
We should handle this RFC2822 issue before closing this CONRR comment.
Explanation: The discussion in Las Vegas did not lead to an action item to this author, and the E024 CONRR comment being related to [RFC2821], the subject of [RFC2822] was totally forgotten and was not addressed in this CR. However, considering that [RFC5322] obsoletes [RFC2822]and in agreement with the comments in R&A, this R01 version of the CR proposes that in CPM TS Interworking [RFC2822] be globally replaced by [RFC5322].
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

In the Las Vegas meeting, CR#685R01 was agreed. It addressed three CONRR comments as follows:

· E020: “Closed Already done by other CRs” 

· E023: “Closed by 2010-CR-0685 Only RFC2045 has been removed. Others are being used in IW-TS.” The agreed change was incorporated in TS Interworking dated 01 July 2010.

· E024: It was proposed in CR#685 to be closed as proposed in the CONRR comment by globally changing [RFC2821] to [RFC5321]. Ericsson did not agree to the proposed change. Alcatel-Lucent did not agree with Ericsson’s view and agreed to take over the comment. The comment was re-assigned to ALU and removed from CR#685R01.
In addressing E024, this CR did not locate any reference to [RFC2821] in the TS Interworking dated 05 July 2010. Apparently, the TS Editor who also is an Ericsson delegate agreed and incorporated the proposed change, which is certainly agreeable to this author. Therefore, the comment is considered closed by this explanation, and the already implemented changes are reiterated in Section 6 below.
Agreed to the proposed changes in Acision’s comment, in Section 6 below for a global change of references to [RFC2822] to be replaced by [RFC5322]. 
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  CPM TS Interworking Document all sections 

Globally incorporate the following change in the CPM TS Interworking: 

[RFC5321]

Change 2:  CPM TS Interworking Document all sections 

Globally incorporate the following change in the CPM TS Interworking: 

[RFC5322]
4.    Introduction

Change 3:  CPM TS Message Storage Section 4.1 

4.1   Version 1.0
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