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1 Reason for Contribution

This contribution addresses the following CPM ADRR Comments:

A0902, A0906, A0909, A0920, A0925, A0983 & A0992.

2 Summary of Contribution

This INP proposes to close ADRR Comments A0902, A0906, A0909, A0920, A0925, A0983 and A0992. It refers to the resolution of the issue, which existed between the REL Process document and the ARC AD Template. The proposal to close the comments will also follow the decision of the CPM group to go by the recommendation of the ARC AD Best Practice document to consider protocol designation for CPM interfaces.
3 Detailed Proposal

The following ADRR comment (A0750) are the subject of this INP:

	A0902
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.3.1
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: The last paragraph is not an exhaustive set of protocols for this interfaces to use! There is no need to have the protocols specified for the purpose of ARC final approval, and it is not consistent throughout the document as we did not specify protocols for STO and NOTI interfaces! 

Proposed Change: Remove this paragraph and address the protocol subject in the CPM TS documents. 

A CR is being prepared. 
	Status: Closed per this INP. 

	A0906
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.3.2
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: For the same reason stated in the aforementioned comment , the last paragraph is not needed for the ARC review, not consistent and possibly incomplete

Proposed Change: Remove this paragraph and address the protocol subject in the CPM TS documents. 

A CR is being prepared.  
	Status: Closed per his INP. 

	A0909
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.3.3
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: For the same reason stated in the aforementioned comment , the last paragraph is not needed for the ARC review, not consistent and possibly incomplete

Proposed Change: Remove this paragraph and address the protocol subject in the CPM TS documents. 

A CR is being prepared.
	Status: Closed per his INP. 

	A0920
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.3.4
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: For the same reason stated in the aforementioned comment , the last paragraph is not needed for the ARC review, not consistent and possibly incomplete
Proposed Change: Remove this paragraph and address the protocol subject in the CPM TS documents. 

A CR is being prepared.
	Status: Closed per his INP. 

	A0925
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.3.5
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: For the same reason stated in the aforementioned comment , the last paragraph is not needed for the ARC review, not consistent and possibly incomplete
Proposed Change: Remove this paragraph and address the protocol subject in the CPM TS documents. 

A CR is being prepared.
	Status: Closed per his INP. 

	A0983
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.5.1.1
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: For the same reason stated in the comment (A0902)  related to Section 5.3.3.1, the last paragraph is not needed for the ARC review, not consistent and possibly incomplete

Proposed Change: Remove this paragraph and address the protocol subject in the CPM TS documents. 

A CR is being prepared.
	Status: Closed per his INP.

	A0992
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.5.1.2
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: For the same reason stated in the comment  (A902) related to Section 5.3.3.1, the last paragraph is not needed for the ARC review and not consistent complete

Proposed Change: Remove this paragraph and address the protocol subject in the CPM TS documents. 

A CR is being prepared.
	Status: Closed per his INP.


Over the process of developing CPM AD, the designation of protocols to CPM interfaces has been done selectively due to unsuccessful attempts by the CPM group to agree on proposed protocols for all interfaces. For the following reasons, it was thought to be no urgency to address this subject in the AD:

1. The identified protocols for some interfaces do not necessarily represent the only set of suitable protocols for the interfaces! 

2. There is no need to have the protocols specified for the purpose of ARC final approval, 
3. The approach of designating protocols is not consistent throughout the document (e.g., no protocol yet for STO and NOTI interfaces)! 
CR#279 proposed to remove all references to specific protocols in the AD. The conclusion reached at the end of the discussion in Toronto Meeting on this CR was as follows:

 “The general consensus of the group seems to be to wait with this. We note this document because it does not contain the list of relevant ADRR comments.” (OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0298-MINUTES_19May2008_Mississauga.zip.) 

CR# 279R01 provided all the relevant ADRR comments and submitted to the CPM Prague meeting. During the discussion in Prague, it was pointed out that there is a discrepancy between OMA REL Group’s guidelines and ARC Group’s AD template. While the former requires that all protocols must be determined at the AD stage, the latter makes it a recommendation. The CPM Chair summarized the discussion by stating that “Best practice document and process document are clashing here, so we need to define and keep the protocols.” (OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0461R03-MINUTES_23June2008_Prague.zip.) 

 Following the Prague meeting, the two REL and ARC groups resolved their differences over the AD template and the Process document and jointly agreed to have the protocol designation aspect of the CPM be regarded as recommended in the AD template and not required. Their agreement goes as follows: 

· The mandatory requirement for protocol designations has been removed from the Process document. This has not been replaced with a recommendation. However, this change was implemented in the Process document.
· The ARC AD template does not (and did not) contain any guidance on protocol designations. However, the AD Best Practices document still claims that the Process document mandates protocol designations. This will have to be revised with a CR. Furthermore, Section 6.10 of the AD Best Practices document does contain a section on "How protocols should be documented in an AD".
With this change in OMA REL Process document, the only issue remains to be resolved is the inconsistency that is present in defining and designating the protocols across the board. This issue can be fixed by following the guidelines of the AD Best Practice document Section 6.10. This also goes along with the conclusion of the Prague meeting stating that we need to define and keep the protocol and satisfactorily close all these comments. 

Therefore it is proposed that ADRR comments listed in this INP be closed by referencing to this INP.
4 Intellectual Property Rights
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5 Recommendation

OMA MWG-CPM is recommended to agree with closing ADRR Comments A0902, A0906, A0909, A0920, A0925, A0983 and A0992 with the actions agreed in the Prague CPM Meeting “…. to define and keep the protocols.”
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