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1 Reason for Change

The initial aim when doing this CR was to close RDRR comments related to the definition of “CPM Conversation”, but during a limited discussion before uploading (limited mainly to the RDRR commentors) it became clear that there’s an underlying issue, not covered by those comments, that we need to discuss and agree before we can conclude on the definition. 
This underlying issue is described in 1.1 below, whereas the initial changes strictly related to the RDRR comments are described in 1.2. 

It is therefore proposed to have a discussion on this underlying issue as a first stage of understanding and agreeing on a next version of the CPM Conversation definition, whereafter resulting changes will be incorporated in the next version of this CR that then will be reverted to the normal CR template. 

The changes shown in section 6.1 below are the ones strictly related to the RDRR comments. They do not reflect any aspect of this underlying issue. 
1.1
The underlying issue

During the limited discussion of this CR it became clear that people have different views on who or what entity shall decide on which CPM Messages and CPM Session Invitations shall be considered as belonging to the same CPM Conversation. Two alternatives mentioned were 1) the CPM User decides and 2) the CPM Enabler decides. 

When considering this I came to the conclusion that the underlying question is whether or not we need to standardize the criteria for this, i.e. the criteria for deciding which CPM Messages and CPM Session Invitations that shall be considered as belonging to the same CPM Conversation. 

· One reason for NOT standardizing this would be to give CPM Users the freedom and flexibility of deciding for themselves how they would organize their own view of their CPM Conversations. 

· One reason FOR standardizing it would be to create consistent views of CPM Conversations among CPM Users participating in those conversations. 

If we compare with the user experience of one specific implementation in today's world (MS Outlook) then the decision is done by something behind the user interface, based on the user's action; as far as I have been able to detect it works as follows. When answering a message, without modifying the subject of that message, my answer message becomes part of the same conversation as the message I answer. This is true independent of whether I add and/or delete recepients, also if I delete all original recipients and add new ones. If I change the subject, however, my answer message becomes the first in a new conversation. 

This implies that there is a (partial) de-facto standardized way of organizing messages into conversations, allowing me to, e.g., referring to those conversations when I talk to people about those messages. 

Do we believe this is a useful user experience that we therefore want to create for CPM Users? 

If so, we should standardize at least some aspects of how CPM Messages and CPM Session Invitations are organized into CPM Conversations. In the RD phase it could be done either by stating that the criteria for collection of CPM Messages and CPM Session Invitations into CPM Conversations SHALL be common among the CPM Users involved in those CPM Conversations and specify any further details in the later phases, or we could specify such details already in the RD. 

1.2
Initial changes strictly related to the RDRR comments 
This CR is intended to close the CPM RDRR comments A091, A093 and A094. Comment A092 on the same subject has already been closed but is included here for a full coverage of the topic. All those comments are copied below together with their proposed changed status. 
	A091
	2007.03.01
	T
	3.2

CPM Conversation definition
	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

Michel

CHANGE TO

Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed.

See contribution 0263.

	A092
	2007.03.02
	E
	3.2

CPM Conversation definition
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Principals is a formally defined term

Proposed Change: Change as follows:

“A collection of CPM Messages and/or CPM Sessions between two or more Principals (e.g. CPM users or Applications) related due to common characteristics.”
	Status: CLOSED
The proposed change was agreed and introduced in the RD



	A093
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2

CPM Conversation definition
	Source: China Mobile

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The definition of “CPM Session” and “CPM Conversation” isn’t clear enough, may lead to misunderstanding

Proposed Change: Further clarify of the two terms, a figure to describe the life-cycles of “CPM Session” and “CPM Conversation” is preferred
	Status: OPEN

Michel

CHANGE TO

Status: CLOSED

This is covered by figure 1 in section 4 of the RD. 
See contribution 0263.

	A094
	2007.03.04
	T
	3.2

CPM Conversation definition
	Source: IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0076-IBM-review-of-CPM-RD

Comment:   CPM conversation uses “related due to common characteristics” but don’t understand what the phrase adds.  Why is it needed?

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

Michel

CHANGE TO

Status: CLOSED

Covered by the resolution of comment A092. 

See contribution 0263.


The CPM Conversation definition reads as below in the RD version OMA-RD-CPM-V1_0-20070208-D that the RDRR comments refer to: 

	CPM Conversation
	A collection of CPM Messages and/or CPM Sessions between two or more principals (e.g. CPM users or Applications) related due to common characteristics.


and in the current RD version OMA-RD-CPM-V1_0-20070611-D with the changes from the above version highlighted: 
	CPM Conversation
	A collection of CPM Messages and/or CPM Sessions between two or more Principals (e.g. CPM Users or Applications) associated with each other due to common characteristics.


The open RDRR comments can be summarized as follows: 
1. Move text so “related” refers to “CPM Messages and/or CPM Sessions” instead of to Principals. (A091)
This is covered by the change proposed in section 6.1 below. 

2. Clarify the CPM Session and CPM Conversation definitions, preferably by using a figure. (A093)
Already covered by figure 1 in section 4 of the RD.  

3. Clarify “related due to common characteristics”. (A094) 
Already covered by the resolution of comment A092. 
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

It is recommended to discuss and agree on the underlying issue described in section 1.1 above, whereafter a new revision of this CR will be created, formatted according to the CR template, incorporating any agreed or proposed changes. 
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Modification of the CPM Conversation definition strictly related to the RDRR comments
	CPM Conversation
	A collection of CPM Messages and/or CPM Sessions, associated with each other due to common characteristics, between two or more Principals (e.g. CPM Users or Applications).


Change 2:  Modification of the CPM Conversation definition according to the resolution of the underlying issue described in section 1.1
To be defined, based on discussion of this contribution. 
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