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1. Review Comments from Siemens
1.1 OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	1
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: 2nd paragraph, "other, non-CPM based Messaging Services" duplicated.

Proposed Change: Remove so that this sentence will be "In order to achieve maximum connectivity between end-users (independent of whether they are using the future IP-based messaging services other, non-CPM based Messaging Services), CPM will enable future IP-based messaging services to interwork with other, non-CPM based, Messaging Services (e.g. SMS, MMS)."
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	1, 
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: 3rd paragraph

Proposed Change: Change “transparency for user” to “transparency for users”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	1, 2nd par
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: Delete “the” from “will allow the future”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	1, 2nd par
	Source: Siemens

Comment: Text “(independent of …)” replicates what the line below says.

Proposed Change: Delete the paranthezised phrase.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	1, 3rd par
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: 

Proposed Change: Delete the “today” from “messaging services today” as it is meaningless.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: The definitions are not sorted

Proposed Change: Sort in alphabetical order
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: " Ban" (a blank space included)

Proposed Change: Remove the space.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM Enabler, column 2 font size 10pt

Proposed Change: Use 9pt
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM Thread, column 2 extra dot at the end.
Proposed Change: Remove
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: "Chat" is mentioned in CPH-VAS-010 and CPH-PRI-002, however no definition is provided.

Proposed Change: Provide the definition as"A persistent CPM Group in which each CPM User individually joins the CPM Session, i.e., the establishment of a CPM Session to a Chat CPM Group does not result in other CPM Users being invited." (this definition was taken from PoC RD, "PoC" changed to "CPM")
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Comment: CPM Service

Proposed Change: Replace “an end-user acces” by “end-user access”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM Conversation, The phrase “related due to common characteristics” can be interpreted to refer to the principals. But it is not the principals that are related. 

Proposed Change: Replace the definition by “A collection of related CPM Messages and/or CPM Sessions between two or more principals (e.g., CPM users or Applications).”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM Thread, Is there a trailing, left-alone dot or is it a smear on my screen?
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: Charging correlation, As Conversations and Thread take additional Network storage it seems necessary to bundle that to charging as well. As Conversation is a series of sessions I used Conversation instead of Session and add Thread as those threads bundle network storage which may be charged also.

Proposed Change: Change the definition to "Making a Correlation between CPM charging events that belong to the same CPM Conversation or Thread."
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: 2 Conversation Handling, second bullet, "(from single to multiple)" sounds like a range with intermediate options.

Proposed Change: "(single or multiple)"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: 2. Conversation Handling, last item, "a media"

Proposed Change: "media" (remove "a")
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: 3 Presence Support, "does not require the presence service of necessity"

Proposed Change: "does not necessarily require the presence service"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: 7 Network-based Storage, "... and SP policies"
Proposed Change: "... and service provider policies" (assuming that it was intended)
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: 8 Application support (ANI), ANI not in the abbreviation.

Proposed Change: add in full "Application Network Interface" here
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: Point 4 on Media support: Just mentioning streaming as explanation of the term “continuous media” is misleading. As the definition of Continuous Media in Section 3 also mentions bidirectional voice, 

Proposed Change: Change “continuous (streaming) media” to “continuous (e.g., streaming, voice) media”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	5.2.10
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: There are different alternative flows in this use case. Give them a separate name to make the distinction
Proposed Change: Rename to “Alternative flow – message forwarding”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	5.2.8
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: There are different alternative flows in this use case. Give them a separate name to make the distinction

Proposed Change: Rename to “Alternative flow – switch devices”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	5.4.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: Bullet 2, Conversation Transcript is only mentioned here. It is not clear if there are requirements that match this use case? Is this a synonym to conversation history?

Proposed Change: If it is conversation history then replace it.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	5.6.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: Sentence 2, What does "associated" mean in that context? Is it associated via subscription or interworking with legacy services or something different?

Proposed Change: If there is no difference between associated and the provisioned CPM users, then use the same terminology.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1 002
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-HLF-002, "The CPM enabler SHOULD NOT create changes to existing non-CPM messaging services". However, impact onto existing non-CPM messaging service shall NEVER be tolerated.
Proposed Change: Change "SHOULD NOT" to "SHALL NOT"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1 002
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-HLF-002, Threads can only be supported if messages are stored. This can be enabled by preference. It seems there are no other possibilities mentioned.

Proposed Change: Change to "The CPM enabler SHALL provide the CPM user with a mechanism to set preferences based on his addresses, his devices, the message type and/or media type and automatic storage of some or all CPM Messages."
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	6.1 006
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-HLF-006, “that requests that the content not be forwarded” sounds strange. 

Proposed Change: Change to “that the content of a CPM message will not be forwarded”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1 008
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-HLF-008, “The CPM enabler SHALL support the indication of an undisclosed or unidentified originator.” is ambiguous. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase to “The CPM enabler SHALL support an originator in keeping his identity undisclosed.”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1 009
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-HLF-009, "originators identity", the correct term to use there is CPM Address used to send the message.
Proposed Change: Change to "The CPM Enabler SHALL support a reply CPM Address distinct from the CPM Address used to send a CPM Message”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1 010
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-HLF-010, "the message" here shall not be "the" (specific). Rather it shall be any kind of message.
Proposed Change: Change "the message" to "a message"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 004
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-004, User may want to set preferences based on media type. For example, due to the limited network storage size, a CPM user may want to keep text and voice (small size), but not video (large).
Proposed Change: Add a requirement as "The user SHOULD be able to set these preferences based on media type (e.g. store text and voice messages but delete video messages or streams)."
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 005
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-004, Neither 1-1 CPM Session nor 1-N CPM Group Session are defined. 
If 1-1 CPM session is not CPM Group Session, then there may be problems when a moderated 3 party session becomes a 2 party session (moderation would not be allowed).

Proposed Change: Define Ad-hoc CPM Group (3.2) that it may include 1 CPM Address.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	6.1.1 007
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-007, "... by some other means than having to compose a CPM Message to that other user" may be improved
Proposed Change: "... by sending a session invitation without having to ..."
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	6.1.1 009
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-009, "... by some other means than having to compose a CPM Message to that other user" may be improved

Proposed Change: "... by sending a session accept or reject message without having to the requesting user"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 012
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-012, Requirement also applies to 1-1 sessions. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	6.1.1 014
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-014, "an ongoing CPM Group Sessions"
Proposed Change: "an ongoing CPM Group Session"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	6.1.1 015
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-015, Editors note 2 states that there is a conflict between to CRs. We do not see such a conflict. 

Proposed Change: We propose to simply strike Editors note 2.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 015/16/17
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-015/016/017 overlap: 017 is a superset of 016. 015 introduces the moderator role. We believe that all this (can a user invite another one? Can all users do this? Can only a special user like moderator do this? Who can remove another user?) can be answered by recording this in the group’s policies as described in XDM.

Proposed Change: Change 015 to "The CPM enabler SHALL provide a mechanism to invite/remove/ban participants to/from an ongoing CPM group session based on the group’s policies”. Delete 016 and 017. 
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 016
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-016, A user can also be invited to 1-1 session, transforming it into a group session. We propose to reword the requirement as follows – taking the editors note into account:

Proposed Change: “The CPM enabler SHALL provide a CPM user with a mechanism to invite new participants to an ongoing 1-1 CPM session or CPM Group session. In the former case, this effectively transforms a 1-1 session into an ad-hoc group session.” 

If this proposal and the one on 015/016/017 by Siemens are accepted, we would combine both proposals into one requirement like this:

“The CPM enabler SHALL provide a mechanism to invite/remove/ban participants to/from an ongoing CPM group session based on the group’s session. In case of inviting a third user to an 1-1 session, this effectively transforms a 1-1 session into an ad-hoc group session.” 
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 018
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-018, It is not clear whether the CPM Enabler should inform the CPM user about change of participants of group or session. It could be any change concerning the group.
Proposed Change: Remove "group" from "group participants"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 019, 020, 021, 022, 024, 027, 028
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-019, 20, 21, 22, 24, 27, 28, This applies to 1-1 sessions as well. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 022
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-022 induces unnecessary uncertainties for other participants
Proposed Change: Remove.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	6.1.1 024
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-024, "... for CPM user"
Proposed Change: "... for CPM users"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 025
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-025, The permission to join cannot be restricted in CPM Group.
Proposed Change: State that the permission to join may also be restricted by CPM Group membership rules.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 025
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-025, We need to disallow that anybody (not currently banned) can joint a pre-defined group session. Either the moderator or another participant has to take him in. As this is already covered by CONV-015 and CONV-017 resp., 

Proposed Change: we propose to strike CPM-CONV-025. 
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	6.1.1 029
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-029, "Sessionwith"
Proposed Change: "Session with"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	6.1.1 029
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-029, "with set of membership rules"
Proposed Change: "with applying set of membership rules" (as CPM-CONV-030)
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 030
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-030, This requirement is not good. If a group has rules defined, it is on purpose and should not be overridden by a user, certainly not by any user.
Proposed Change: Remove 030
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 031
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-031, On Editors note 4: 48r03 is mostly covered by 190r04. Only the listing of ongoing sessions where the user is not subscribed to is missing in 190r04. But this seems to make sense only for “public chat rooms” where there is no subscription. 

Proposed Change: We propose to add the concept of public chat rooms (see separate comment for this) and to add a new requirement like this:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow a CPM user to retrieve the list of available public chat rooms.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.1 041
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CONV-041, "... receiving a CPM Session" Can a CPM user receive a CPM session? The correct term is a session invitation.

Proposed Change: Change (include improvement) “a CPM session” to “responding to a session invitation”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	6.1.10
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-VAS-007, a sentence at the very bottom missing itemizing
Proposed Change: itemize as above
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.3 002
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-GRP-002, pseudonym. Which pseudonym is meant here, that of the user or that of the CPM group?
Proposed Change: If the first case applies, delete the requirement, since this is covered in 6.1.1 (CPM-CONV-020/021/022/023/024)

If the later case applies, change “the pseudonym” to “the pseudonym of the CPM group”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.3 002
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-GRP-002, Is covered by CPM-CONV-22 and CPM-CONV-24. 

Proposed Change: We propose to delete CPM-GRP-002
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.3 003
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-GRP-003 is applied to only ad hoc group. However, the same shall be applied to pre-defined group, otherwise the pre-defined group information would be fixed at the creation.
Proposed Change: Add pre-defined group as "The CPM enabler MAY allow mechanism to create/update the ad-hoc and pre-defined group communications information (e.g. keywords, subject, etc)."
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.3 006
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-GRP-006, What does “well before” mean? It could be any time span. How is this set? I suppose through CPM-GRP-001.

Proposed Change: Remove "well"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.3 009
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-GRP-009, Floor control is describe here as this is related to session rather than pre-defined group. 1-1 CPM Session could also use floor control.

Proposed Change: Move this requirement under 6.1.1.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.3 012
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-GRP-012, Changing membership rules should be restricted to the owner of a group. 

Proposed Change: We propose to replace “allow CPM user” by “allow the owning CPM user”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.5 001
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-MED-001, Adding to what? 

Proposed Change: We propose to rephrase like this: “The CPM enabler SHALL provide support to add any kind of discrete media to a CPM message and any kind of continuous media to a CPM session.”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.5 002
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-MED-002, What is "direct delivery"? It must be immediate delivery.
Proposed Change: Either change this to "immediate delivery"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.5 002
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-MED-002, This seems to be covered by CPM-CONV-001. 

Proposed Change: We propose to strike CPM-MED-002.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.5 003
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-MED-003, This seems to be covered by CPM-CONV-002. 

Proposed Change: We propose to strike CPM-MED-003.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: Isn’t any Principal mentioned here an authorized one? If yes we can delete always the authorized in front of Principal if not it is confusing that we have two types of Principals (authorized and unauthorized?)

Proposed Change: If Principals are allways authorized then we should substitude “authorized Principal” by “Principal” only.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.6 002
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-STOR-002 enables the user to delete CPM messages on the user's device. Considering the synchronization between the device and the network storage in CPM-STOR-008, other items are stored on the device, but not deleted unless they are deleted on the network storage.
Proposed Change: Add CPM Sessions into Session Histories, CPM Conversations into CPM Threads and Media to be deleted as "... to delete a stored CPM Messages or CPM Session Histories, a CPM Threads, a Media, a list of stored CPM Messages and/or CPM Session Histories and/or Media on ... "
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.6 002
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-STOR-002, when this is performed, synchronization has to be switched off. Otherwise the item in the network storage would be also deleted.
Proposed Change: The CPM enabler SHALL allow CPM user to delete a stored CPM Message locally on one of his registered devices and keep the stored CPM Message in the network-based storage for later retrieval using the same device. Synchronization for this item has to be switched off.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.6 007
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-STOR-007, There is so far no manual way for synchronization.
Proposed Change: Change “automatically” to “automatically or manually”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.6 010
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-MLD-010, What is meant here with available media?

The media supported by the device or the media stored on the device. The first case is assumed.
Proposed Change: Change “available” to “supported”
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.6 011
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-MLD-011, a privacy problem being able to view what devices other people have.

The requirement should capture that the CPM user is able to view the CPM addresses of his/her counterparts and the supported media by the respective address.
Also, the same point applies as the comment to CPM-MLD-010.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.6 011
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-MLD-011, "the available Media on them" could  mean the "media types supported by the CPM device for usage for a CPM sessions" or the "media types which the device uses in a particular CPM session". Probably the former.
Proposed Change:  Change "available Media" to "media supported by the CPM device"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.6 015
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-STOR-015, This requirement is addresses creation of folders. There are no requirements to delete, rename, move, copy a folder.
Proposed Change: Change requirement accordingly as "to create new folders, delete/rename/move/copy the folders,"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.6 033
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM STOR-033, DRM Requirements are mentioned here without any reference to any spec. If we have to fulfill something with requirements like DRM we need a precise reference which is normative.

Proposed Change: Include a normative reference in the requirements document. Else delete this requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.6 036
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-STOR-036, It seems it is at the wrong place as it requires the ability to change the display name which is part of the Address Book functionality.

Proposed Change: Move CPM-STOR-36 to CAB requirements. May be necessary to adopt it as CAB wants to do such changes mainly on a contact basis.
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	6.1.8
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-MAD-002, last column, "CPM 1.0"
Proposed Change: "CPM V1.0"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	T
	6.1.9 003
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: CPM-CAB-003, Define preferences individually is too much granularity for the end user. I would prefer one of several preferences profiles to select. Contact’s preferences: Is this a profile? If not the following applies.

Proposed Change: Add, "The CPM enabler SHALL be able to provide the CPM user with the Communication Preference associated to each of his contact based on the contact's preferences profile selection...."

Also add a requirement as "The CPM enabler SHALL be able to provide the CPM user with the Communication Preference profiles. (E.g. Friends, Family, Enemies, Business…)"
	Status: OPEN

	A001
	2007.Mar.01
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Siemens

Proposed Change: Clarify that Appendix B is Informative (just like Appendix A)
	Status: OPEN
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