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1 Reason for Change

To resolve the following two comments:
	C057
	2010.01.22
	T
	5.2.1.1
	Source: NSN
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment:  Note 1 talks about requests and replies. “requests” seems an inappropriate term here.

Proposed Change: replace “requests” by “original contribution to a CPM Conversation”
	Status: CLOSED

	C058
	2010.01.22
	T
	5.2.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment:  the two bulleted lists each talk first about a “CPM Session Invitation” and then about a “CPM Session”. Use terms consistently.

Proposed Change: if group decides to align terms here, this should be done all over the documents.
	Status: CLOSED


Below resolution proposal to C057 is slightly different than proposed in C057 but in the spirit of the comment.

While working on resolving comment C058, the author noted that there is rationale for using both “CPM Session” and “CPM Session Invitation” in the affected section. Therefore, the author proposes dedicated changes below. It might be that similar issues will hold for the rest of the document, but the author did not go over the entire document to check if all occurrences of “CPM Session” and “CPM Session Invitation” always use the correct term out of the two. If the group deems this important, the author will accept a corresponding action.
In addition, the author noted the following review comments (assigned to other people) that are addressed in this CR as well:
	C055
	2010.01.22
	T
	5.2.1.1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: The CPM Conversation Indications are also applicable to CPM File Transfers. 

Proposed Change: Mention that the CPM Conversation Identities are also used to link CPM File Transfers to a CPM Conversation and a threaded view.
	Status: CLOSED

	C060
	2010.01.22
	
	5.2.1.1
	Source: Hyeonsoo Lee
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: No description for CPM File transfer 
Proposed Change:  Specify CPM File transfer
	Status: CLOSED


The author would like to comment on the following comment:

	C059
	2010.01.22
	T
	5.2.1.1


	Source: Christophe Le Thierry D'ennequin

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0019-CPM_V1_0_Comments_LGE

Comment:  using only “CPM Contribution Identity being replied to”, it will be impossible to construct a consistent “threaded view” for a given CPM Conversation, as soon as a CPM Message or CPM Session of the CPM Conversation is not delivered to the CPM Client. This case will often happen as CPM Sessions can be only established with one CPM Client.
 Proposed Change: See if this limitation can be addressed.
	Status: CLOSED


A “consistent” threaded view is a tree with the very first contribution to the CPM Conversation being the root of the tree. However, when a contribution is missing for some reason, the tree will break up at this place into several trees, the “parent” tree and one or more “child” trees. This is unavoidable.
The author of C059 seems to assume that the CPM Client builds a threaded view solely based on the traffic it has received or originated (if that would be true, the tree would even have more “holes” as traffic is directed to different devices in a multi-device environment – for instance, standalone CPM Messages go to selected devices, session invites can be cancelled on device A when device B has accepted the device, etc). However, the strength of the “tree view” (or any other view onto a CPM Conversation History) will only be fully visible when a CPM User has a CPM Message Storage in the network. In that case, when the CPM User requests a look at the CPM Conversation History, the client-side will reach out to the CPM Message Storage Server to build a full picture of the CPM Conversation History, thereby also seeing the traffic that went to devices other than the one the CPM user has in his hands right now. 

Then, the only case that diminishes the experience of looking at the CPM Conversation History is when items were deleted from the CPM Conversation History for some reason (CPM User deleting items on the server, storage overflow, administrator actions, etc). Note that this affects all views onto the CPM Conversation History (time-based, ordered by sender, etc), not just the threaded view.
When a CPM User however does not have a subscription to the CPM Message Storage Server, he will only have parts of the CPM Conversation History available on the device at hand – the more devices a user has, the more profound this detrimental effect will be. Again, this affects all views onto the CPM Conversation History.
With the above explanation, the author proposes to close C059 without action.
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

agree 
6 Detailed Change Proposal

5.2.1.1 CPM Conversation Indications

In order to link standalone CPM Messages, CPM File Transfers and CPM Sessions to a CPM Conversation the CPM Client, the CPM Participating Function and the CPM Controlling Function SHALL support the CPM Conversation Identity indication.

In order to support creation of a threaded view of standalone CPM Messages, CPM File Transfers and CPM Sessions belonging to a CPM Conversation the CPM Client, the CPM Participating Function and the CPM Controlling Function SHALL support the CPM Contribution Identity indication and the indication indicating the CPM Contribution Identity being replied to.
NOTE 1:
A threaded view allows CPM Users to view the items in the CPM Conversation History in the relationship of contributions to a CPM Conversation and replies to them. It is possible to present the items in the CPM Conversation History in other views as well - such as views based on sender, subject, sending time or any other information that is available from the CPM Conversation History.

Upon a CPM User’s request to send a standalone CPM Message, CPM File Transfer or a CPM Session Invitation, as part of an existing CPM Conversation or to start a new CPM Conversation, the CPM Client SHALL indicate the CPM Conversation Identity in the standalone CPM Message, CPM File Transfer or the CPM Session Invitation, using the following rules: 

· a newly generated CPM Conversation Identity, if the standalone CPM Message, CPM File Transfer or the CPM Session Invitation does not relate to any other standalone CPM Message, CPM File Transfer or CPM Session; or

· the CPM Conversation Identity of a related standalone CPM Message, a related CPM File Transfer or a related CPM Session. 

NOTE 2:
The CPM Client can get the CPM Conversation Identity from a stored CPM Conversation History or a received CPM Message or a CPM File Transfer or a received CPM Session Invitation.

In addition to indicating the CPM Conversation Identity, the CPM Client SHALL:

· generate and indicate the CPM Contribution Identity of the standalone CPM Message, CPM File Transfer or the CPM Session Invitation being sent; and,

· indicate the CPM Contribution Identity of the standalone CPM Message, CPM File Transfer or the CPM Session being replied to, if replying to a standalone CPM Message, CPM File Transfer or a CPM Session.
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