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	A001
	2007.02.28
	E
	1
	Source: NEC
Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: editorial correction on singular/plural
Proposed Change: 
CPM enabler V1.0 is targeted to provide converged messaging capabilities focusing on the user experiences provided with the following services:

· Text messaging enabled services: SMS, IMPS, SIMPLE IM, Email, MMS

· Voice-enabled services: PoC, VoIP

· Video-enabled service: Video-o-IP

	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	E
	3.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: 

The sentence “This is an informative document, which is not intended to provide testable requirements to implementations.

” is not valid for the RD. As per RD template guidance, only the first 2 paragraphs are kept when the RD aims to define testable requirements.

See RD template comments.

Proposed Change: 

The key words “MUST”, “MUST NOT”, “REQUIRED”, “SHALL”, “SHALL NOT”, “SHOULD”, “SHOULD NOT”, “RECOMMENDED”, “MAY”, and “OPTIONAL” in this document are to be interpreted as described in [RFC2119].

All sections and appendixes, except “Scope” and “Introduction”, are normative, unless they are explicitly indicated to be informative.



	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	3.2
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: 

Definition of Pre-defined Group: - defines itself by using its own term.

Proposed Change: 

CPM of Pre-defined Group:

A group of CPM Addresses that is identified via a single persistent CPM Address.


	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	E
	3.2
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment:  caplitalize in definition terms
Communication preference

Proposed Change: 

Communication Preference
And check for applying capitalization across RD

	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	E
	4.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: adapt title to reflect content better.
Proposed Change: 

4.1 Actors, Roles and System Elements of the CPM Service Enabler


	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: align HLF-001 with definition for CPM Conversation
Proposed Change: 

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an integrated user experience centered around CPM Conversations, yet including presence-enabled address book, real time voice, real time video and file transfer.

	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment:  HLF-004 and HLF-005 overlap
Proposed Change: 

Merge them into 

CPM-HLF-004:

It SHALL be possible to address CPM Users by including the following URI Schemes in CPM messages [URI Schemes]:

· sip:

· tel:

· mailto:

· http:

CPM-HLF-005: remove.

	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: extend HLF-010 from CPM Message to CPM conversations
Proposed Change: 

The CPM user SHALL be able to set preferences to reject CPM Conversations which meet specific criteria, e.g. originator address in a set of address list (blacklist).

	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-004 requires preferences for storing messages temporary of in user’s network storage for later delivery or notification. CONV-002 covers only half of the expectations of  setting preferences.
Proposed Change:  extend/add extension to CONV-002:
The CPM enabler SHOULD be able to deliver CPM Messages in deferred delivery mode with intermediate network storage.
CONV-002a:
The CPM enabler SHOULD be able to deliver CPM Messages in deferred delivery mode by storing CPM Messages user’s network-based storage and  notifying the user for retrieving the message (when the user is available again).

	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment:  CONV-007: a CPM session based on a SIP session does not require a separate CPM Message prior to sending an session invitation.

Proposed Change: 

A CPM User SHALL be able to invite another user to a CPM Session without the need tocompose a CPM Message to that other user.
For discussion:

It needs to be considered if originally the intention of this requirement was, that a message shall be sent prior to a session to inform of the user’s desire, meaning similar to the Instant Personal Alert feature in PoC.

	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment:  CONV-009 : a CPM session based on a SIP session is in general not accepted or denied by sending a separate CPM message anyway.

Proposed Change: 

Remove CONV-009

	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-015 – discussion on editor’s note: both requirements are valid and not overlapping
Proposed Change: 

CONV-015:

The CPM enabler SHALL provide the moderator with a mechanism to invite/remove/ban participants to/from the ongoing CPM Group Session.




ADD:
CONV-015a:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow the invited CPM users to accept or reject the invitation to a CPM Group Session .
Note: the part “and negotiate the used media types” is covered in CONV-012.
     
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment:  CONV-016
Proposed Change: 

Remove CONV-016, as this is completely covered in CONV-017. CONV-017 covers also the “remove” function.
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-019: not so clear what the operator’s policies will do here.
Proposed Change: 

The CPM enabler SHALL allow for anonymous participation in a CPM Group Session depending on the CPM Group’s and service provider’s policies.
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-020 not so clear what the operator’s policies will do here
Proposed Change: 

Replace with service provider’s policies
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment:  CONV-023
What is meant differently to CONV-020?

Proposed Change: 

Remove CONV-023 or join with CONV-20
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-014 and CONV-025 cover join/re-join ongoing groups
Clarify if CONV-025 intends to cover moderated groups specifically, and if ban-rules are included in group rules.

Proposed Change: 

Review CONV-014/025 and possible join if understood.
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-026 not so clear what the operator’s policies will do here
Proposed Change: 

Replace with service provider’s policies
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	E
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-031
Proposed Change: 

Remove editor’s note and accept given merged text.


	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-034: what means here “request for dynamic CPM Session modification” – the stand-alone requirement without telling what the modification is about cannot be implemented in the specs.
Proposed Change: 

Review requirement completely.
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	E
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-036: text has to be merged into single requirement.
Proposed Change: 

The CPM enabler SHALL allow for CPM Conversations to take place independently of the availability and status of the presence information of the CPM users.





	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-005/CONV-037 are the same
Proposed Change: 

Remove CONV-005, as CONV-037 ahs the better wording.


	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CONV-042: check the need of the part  “or denies the invitation to start the CPM Session.”
Would we not consider a service as problematic that starts a session regardless of the user’s response, especially deny of it?
Proposed Change: 

The CPM enabler SHALL NOT allow the CPM Session to be started for a particular CPM user when that CPM user has not responded to an invitation within the associated validity period
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.3
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment:  GRP-002:
Clarification is needed which pseudonym is meant here… user’s pseudonym ? -> why is this in 6.1.3 then… group’s pseudonym ?--> why can any CPM user do that ?

Proposed Change: 

Needs discussion.
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.3
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: GRP-004 – this requirement means the stored pre-defined group definitions 
Proposed Change: 

The CPM enabler MAY allow mechanism for searching pre-defined CPM Groups based on given criteria, e.g., keywords.


	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.3
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: GRP007 contains 2 distinct requirements which are actually 2 functionalities for group handling
Proposed Change: 

Split them in 2 requirements
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	E
	6.1.3
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: GRP009 this is a session-related issue.
Proposed Change: 

Move to CONV section


	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.5
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: consider rewording of MED-009
Proposed Change: 

A CPM user/VASP SHOULD be able to request that content adaptation shall not be performed on a CPM Message or CPM Session. 
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.5
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: MED-011 –question: to exchange continuous media in parallel but to what?
Proposed Change: 

The CPM enabler SHALL provide support to exchange continuous media in multiple parallel CPM sessions. 
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.5
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: conflict with MED-006 and MED-012.
While MED-006 requests by SHALL that preferences settings are there to receive notifications for content adaptation, MED-012 hold the function as a MAY only.

Proposed Change: 

Review requirements and make them dependent: if MED-012, then MED-006 shall also be given.
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.7
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: MLD-009: simplify the wording
Proposed Change: 

The CPM enabler SHALL allow a CPM user to choose which devices he/she will use for the added/modified Continuous Media.
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.10
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: VAS-001: remove technical assumption
Proposed Change: 

The CPM enabler SHALL allow CPM Conversations between the third party applications and the CPM enabler regardless of:

· the content of the CPM Message (text or multimedia)

· the desired user experience (e.g. immediate or deferred delivery)
· the number of recipients
· the messaging technologies supported by end user’s device
whether the intended recipient is a CPM user or not
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	E
	6.1.12
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: CHA-001editorial add-on
Proposed Change: 

CPM enabler SHALL support charging trigger function needed for different charging models, i.e. charging for individual events, charging for sessions and charging based on service subscriptions.
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	T
	6.1.13
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: USA-002: overlaps with HLF-004 and HLF-005
Proposed Change: 

Consider all three requirements and consider alignment.
	Status: OPEN 

	A001
	2007.02.28
	E
	6.1.14/6.1.16
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058
Comment: IWF-011-013 propose using presence information available from non-CPM messaging services.
Proposed Change: 

Discuss the need to have an optional support for interworking of different presence enablers, or clarify if this is intended.
	Status: OPEN 
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