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1 Reason for Contribution

The ADRR comments listed in the Detailed Proposal section are still open. Many of those comments were discussed in past meetings but could not be resolved, which resulted in additional delays to the overall work plan.

2 Summary of Contribution

Given the group’s internal target to close all ADRR comments during the Chicago meeting (August), this contribution proposes to review the list of outstanding ADRR comments and, unless there is a significant reason that justifies further delay to address these comments, to close them without action.

List of outstanding ADRR comments:

A0007. A0008, A0010, A0017, A0020, A0025, A0026, A0028, A0083, A0084, A0088, A0089, A0091, A0094, A0095, A0096, A0097, A0098, A0099, A0104, A0106, A0126, A0128, A0132, A0133, A0136, A0137, A0143, A0150, A0153, A0158, A0162, A0166, A0167, A0220, A0255, A0260, A0270, A0278, A0298, A0308, A0311, A0322, A0323, A0324, A0325, A0326, A0328, A0329, A0338, A0343, A0353, A0354, A0355, A0357, A0359, A0367, A0369, A0373, A0374, A0378, A0379, A0388, A0391, A0392, A0393, A0403, A0464, A0467, A0475, A0476, A0477, A0478, A0479, A0480, A0481, A0494, A0512, A0513, A0515, A0516, A0517, A0524, A0525, A0527, A0552, A0558, A0559, A0560, A0561, A0569, A0570, A0571, A0574, A0575, A0578, A0579, A0580, A0581, A0591, A0594, A0596, A0628, A0642, A0675, A0693, A0694, A0709, A0710, A0713, A0714, A0715, A0716, A0717, A0718, A0719, A0720, A0721, A0722, A0723, A0724, A0725, A0726, A0727, A0728, A0735, A0745, A0750, A0757, A0774, A0784, A0789, A0795, A0801, A0805, A0808, A0810, A0811, A0829, A0833, A0834, A0837, A0838, A0839, A0840, A0841, A0842, A0844, A0845, A0846, A0856, A0857, A0865, A0878, A0891, A0892, A0915, A0918, A0919, A0926, A0929, A0930, A0931, A0934, A0936, A0938, A0940, A0942, A0945, A0946, A0947, A0948, A0950, A0957, A0958, A0959, A0960, A0961, A0962, A0963, A0964, A0965, A0967, A0972, A0973, A0994, A1001, A1007, A1010, A1011
3 Detailed Proposal

The following ADRR comments are still open and are proposed to be closed without action:
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A0007
	2008.05.09
	T
	whole document
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: there are editor's notes in the document

Proposed Change: resolve all editor's notes
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0008
	2008.05.09
	T
	General
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: the CPM group has the agreement to use IMDN to realize the delivery notification and read report, the AD should add some words to declare the reusing of IMDN 

Proposed Change: change the AD in appropriate section according to the spirit of the comments. 
	Status: OPEN

Huawei

	A0010
	2008.05.09
	T
	General
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: The Message & Media Storage is not the Core function in CPM, for simplifying the CPM AD, suggest moving it out  of  CPM AD, the work about Message & Media Storage can be fulfilled by a new group or some other existing groups.

Proposed Change: change the AD in appropriate section according to the spirit of the comments. 
	Status: OPEN

Huawei

	A0017
	2008.05.11
	T
	General
	Source: Acision

Form:  doc #0089

Comment: Requirements CPM-HLF-017/018/019/020 are not covered by the AD. 

Proposed Change: Decide how to implement these requirements, and add the appropriate text to the AD.
	Status: OPEN

Nortel

	A0020
	2008.05.11
	T
	General
	Source: Acision

Form:  doc #0089

Comment: Requirement CPM-SEC-002/003/004 is not covered by the AD. 

Proposed Change: Add the appropriate text to the description of the CPM Client and the CPM Participating Function.
	Status: OPEN

Nortel

	A0025
	2008.05.13
	
	
	Source: Nortel

Form: document #0263

Comment: A section on security considerations for the Message & Media Storage Server is missing.

Proposed Change: Add a section
	Status: OPEN

Nortel

	A0026
	2008.05.13
	T
	general
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: question: From a framework architecture perspective, how will an operator already offering a PoC Service and/or IM Service based on PoC Server(s) or IM Server(s) be able to smoothly evolve towards a CPM environment? 

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0028
	2008.05.13
	T
	General
	Source: Nortel

Form: document #0263

Comment: The following CPM requirements seem not to be covered by the AD:

· CPM-HLF-007

· CPM-HLF-008

· CPM-HLF-010 

· CPM-HLF-017

· CPM-HLF-018

· CPM-HLF-019 

· CPM-HLF-020

· CPM-CONV-005

· CPM-CONV-021b

· CPM-SEC-002

· CPM-SEC-003

· CPM-SEC-004

Proposed Change: Decide how to implement these requirements, and add the appropriate text to the AD.
	Status: OPEN

Nortel

Partially closed by CR OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0478 for HLF-007, HLF-008 and HLF-010.

	A0083
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: the page mode definition says “Sending a single CPM Message of limited size without requiring the establishment of an MSRP Session”. Why limit to “without requiring the establishment of an MSRP Session”? Does it mean establishing other protocol session is acceptable?

Proposed Change: 

Sending a single CPM Message of limited size without requiring the establishment of a session
	Status: OPEN

RIM

	A0084
	2008.04.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Jerry Shih (AT&T)

Form: INP

Comment: missing “CPM Framework” definition

Proposed Change: 

Do we need a definition of “CPM Framework”?
	Status: OPEN 

RIM

	A0088
	2008.05.09
	T
	3.2, "Discrete Media"
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Discrete Media" is defined by reference to RD, but the RD does not contain the "Discrete Media" definition.

Proposed Change: add definition
	Status: OPEN

RIM

	A0089
	
	E
	3.2 Def


	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc

Comment: Discrete Media is not defined in the CPM RD. 

Proposed Change: 
Delete Discrete Media from the Definition list and lower case Discrete Media in Media Object definition or define the term
	Status: OPEN

RIM

	A0091
	2008.05.11
	T
	3.2, “User Plane”
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Name of the definition doesn’t really reflect its meaning. 

Proposed Change: Change name to “Media Plane”.
	Status: OPEN

RIM

	A0094
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: Samsung Electronics

Form: INP

Comment: 
The definition of CPM-based Service needs to be modified.

Proposed Change: A Service that uses the functionalities of the CPM Enabler through the CPM framework to fulfill its communication needs.
	Status: OPEN

RIM

	A0095
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: Samsung Electronics

Form: INP

Comment: 

The definition of Discrete Media is referencing CPM RD. However, CPM RD does not have it in the definition section. 

Proposed Change: define the definition of Discrete Media like ‘Media that itself does not contain an element of time (e.g. images, text).’ 
	Status: OPEN

RIM

	A0096
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: Samsung Electronics

Form: INP

Comment: 
The definition of User Plane is strange. 

Proposed Change: the functions that deal with the Media and Media control signaling (e.g. floor control) between a CPM Client and the CPM Conversation Server, or between two CPM Clients.
	Status: OPEN

RIM

	A0097
	2008.05.11
	T
	3.2
	Source: Andrew Allen

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0260

Comment: Most CPM definitions reference the CPM RD for the definition. This makes it difficult for the reader to understand the dpcument 

Proposed Change: Copy the definition into the AD
	Status: OPEN 

RIM

	A0098
	2008.05.11
	T
	3.2
	Source: Andrew Allen

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0260

Comment: Continuous Media is not defined 

Proposed Change: Add continuous media definition 
	Status: OPEN 

RIM

	A0099
	2008.05.12
	T
	3.2

Presentity
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Definition not used in document.

Proposed Change: Remove definition or use in document.
	Status: OPEN

RIM

	A0104
	2008.05.13
	T
	3.2
	 Source: ZTE Corporation

Form: INP

Comment: “Large Message Mode” has been defined in SIMPLE IM document, like this:

“This mode is used to send a single large instant message using MSRP. Since MSRP is used, a SIP session must be established, but it is torn down after the single message is transmitted.”

But in AD document, It is too simple. Like this: 

“This mode is used to send a single large CPM Message using MSRP.”

Proposed Change: make some modification to the original definition.ZTE will give a CR.
	Status: OPEN 

RIM

	A0106
	2008.05.13
	T
	3.2
	Source: ZTE Corporation

Form: INP

Comment: there isnot definition of “CPM Framework”,AD document should provide it. 

Proposed Change: the workgroup should discuss the problem and give a solution.
	Status: OPEN
RIM

	A0126
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: what is “inter-personal messaging Service”? is it similar enabler/service with SIMPLE IM or PoC?

Proposed Change: Clarify it or give a definition.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0128
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: what is “CPM framework”? Is CPM framework any difference with CPM enabler? Maybe we should give a definition for “CPM framework”.

Proposed Change: give a definition for “CPM framework”.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0132
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: “The CPM Enabler provides building blocks…” I thought that CPM provides a framework. What good is an enabler that provides building blocks only? We will also define how it works, right? That makes it a framework, does it not?

Proposed Change: “The CPM Enabler provides building blocks, by reuse of existing blocks and by defining new ones, to allow” -> “The CPM Enabler provides a framework that allows” Insert “thru extensibility and re-use” if needed.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0133
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The second paragraph starts with an incorrect statement: “Figure 1 shows a schematic, in which the CPM framework is composed of the set of building blocks” Either the text is wrong or the picture. Assuming that the picture is valid, the building blocks are sitting on top of CPM (instead of being part of CPM). Also, forget the term “building blocks” – they are CPM-based Services; it is actually said on the figure itself.

Proposed Change: New sentence: “The CPM-based Services take advantage of the CPM framework as shown in Figure 1.”
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0136
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: in the 1st paragraph, "CPM Enabler provides building blocks" while in 2nd paragraph, "CPM framework is composed of the set of building blocks". it is not clear how CPM enabler differs from CPM framework

Proposed Change: replace "CPM framework" with "CPM Enabler"  everywhere or  explain the difference
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0137
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: in figure, CPM framework is not shown as a set of blocks but only as one block.

Proposed Change: delete the corresponding phrase in the first sentence of 2nd paragraph such that it reads “Figure 1 shows a schematic overview in which …”
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0143
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Paragraph 4: Huh? I think the services can be created (and already exist) without CPM, so this statement is not entirely valid. What CPM brings is a framework so that all of those existing services or new services to come can communicate with each other in a unified manner. Also, the bulleted list below the statement does not belong here.

Proposed Changes:

1. Change the sentence/add more sentences in a way that it describes the benefit of the unified framework introduced by CPM.   


	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0150
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: INP

Comment: the text states “Figure 1 shows a schematic, in which the CPM framework is composed of the set of building blocks…” but in the Figure 1 the CPM framework is only one block in the figure.

Proposed Change: clarify or modify the Figure.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0153
	2008.05.11
	T
	4, 2nd paragraph
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: A definition of CPM framework needs to be added. 

Proposed Change: Add definition.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0158
	2008.05.12
	T
	4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The framework is defined as a set of building blocks, but the Fig. 1 depicts the framework as one standalone block. Moreover the text talks inconsistently with respect to the fig 1 about CPM enabler. 

Proposed Change: Change enabler to framework in the relevant associated text and change Fig. 1 to depict the framework as a set of building blocks. 


	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0162
	2008.05.12
	T
	4
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: The use of CPM framework instead of (or complementary to) the use of CPM enabler is not consistent. It may be that the CPM framework is not defined. There is no definition for the term “framework” in OMA either! 

 Proposed Change: 

A comprehensive CR is needed to address consistently places where CPM framework is used. In case this approach is taken, a definition is needed, and use of CPM framework (assumed different than CPM enabler) should be restricted to an informative section, while the use of CPM enabler should be allowed in both informative and normative sections.
	Status: OPEN 

Nokia

	A0166
	2008.05.13
	E
	4.
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: clarify text

Proposed Change: 

The CPM Enabler provides a framework based on building blocks, by reuse of existing features/blocks and by defining new ones, to allow for both the consolidation of present and the creation of future seamless interpersonal interactive multimedia communication services which accommodate different user experiences such as deferred and Immediate Messaging, session-based messaging, and half duplex/full duplex conferencing.


	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0167
	2008.05.13
	T
	4.
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: add bullet

Proposed Change: 

CPM enables the creation of services that allow users to:

· communicate without knowing what network access technology is being used, 

· have enriched communications

· can start enriched communication from the user contact list


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0220
	2008.05.09
	T
	4, 4.1, 5.3.1.1, 5.3.1.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "device" seems to be used in the same meaning as "CPM Client".

Proposed Change: replace "device" with "CPM Client"
	Status: OPEN

Nokia & NSN

	A0255
	2008.05.12
	T
	4.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Add the CAB support Change: Add a bullet:

“CAB Support: The end-user experience provided by the CPM Enabler can be enriched by the functionality of the CAB Enabler.”
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0260
	2008.05.12
	T
	4.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP

Comment: CAB support is missing in the text.

Change: Add a sentence to reflect CAB support.
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0270
	2008.05.13
	T
	4.1
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: add bullet

Proposed Change: 

· Presence Support: The CPM Enabler provides a flexible interaction with the Presence Enabler. While CPM has to provide the needed support for presence, the invocation of the service itself does not require the presence service, and does not mandate an always-on condition for the CPM Users.

· Address book support : the user must be able to start any CPM conversation from a contact from his personal address book


	Status: OPEN

NSN

	A0278
	2008.05.11
	T
	4.2
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: A section on security considerations for the Message & Media Storage Server is missing.

Proposed Change: Add security considerations for the M&MSS.
	Status: OPEN

Nortel

	A0298
	2008.05.11
	T
	4.2.1, first sentence
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: This should not be limited to SIP signaling only.

Proposed Change: Move statement to section 4.2.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0308
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.2
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: INP

Comment: there is no sentence about “Message & Media Storage Client”

Proposed Change: introduce a sentence for M&M Client.
	Status: OPEN

Nortel

	A0311
	2008.05.12
	T
	4.2.2
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: Two issues as follows:

1. The paragraph on “User Plane Security, should apply to end-to-end. However, it only lists “User to CS” and “CS to User.” It should include the “CS to CS” link.

2. What about the case of CPM User to Non-CPM User? 

Proposed Change: A CR is needed to resolve the issues in cooperation with the SEC group.
	Status: OPEN 

Alcatel-Lucent (with SEC's help)

	A0322
	2008.05.12
	T
	4.2.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: It’s always network to network security considerations at the inter-working level. 

Proposed Change: The following sentence should be added to cover the missing link:

“Compatible with the Client-to-Network link of the User Plane, the same security measures should be applied to the Network-to-Network link.”
	Status: OPEN 

Alcatel-Lucent (with SEC's help)

	A0323
	2008.05.09
	T
	5
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: First sentence, “enabling framework” What is an “enabling framework”? OMA provides enablers (which are, more or less frameworks). But what is an enabling framework? 

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0324
	2008.05.09
	T
	5
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Third sentence, “The proposed architecture” 

Proposed Change: Remove the word “proposed”.
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0325
	2008.05.09
	T
	5
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Having read the first paragraph, I got the feeling that this text should have been part of the introduction section.

Proposed Change: Move the text to the introduction section, and discuss AM consists of identified dependencies, components and interfaces, etc
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0326
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.0


	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: 1st Sentence: The use of word “building” is not clear. Is it referring to the “Communication Services or the CPM Enabler? The sentence does not add much.

Proposed Change: Change it by referring to the CPM Enabler as a client-server architecture as follows: 

“The CPM Enabler is realized using a client - server architecture concept.” 
	Status: OPEN 

Orange

	A0328
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.0


	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: Last Sentence: It should indicate that the architecture design is based on the agreed “Use Cases” as well.

Proposed Change: Change it as it should be referring back to the CPM Enabler of the first sentence: The proposed architecture is based on the use cases and requirements compiled in [OMA-CPM-RD].
	Status: OPEN 

Orange

	A0329
	2008.05.13
	T
	5
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: add some text
Proposed Change: 

The CPM Enabler is realized as an enabling framework for communication services building over a client - server architecture concept. It interacts with other network elements and re-uses existing functions or technologies specified by other OMA Enablers and non-OMA specifications (e.g. IM, PoC, XDM, presence). The proposed architecture is based on the requirements in [OMA-CPM-RD].
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0338
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: as of today, CPM does not depend on CAB.

Proposed Change: delete phrase
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0343
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.1
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The dependency on CAB is not substantiated in the rest of the document.

Proposed Change: Either substantiate how the CAB enabler is used, or remove the dependency.
	Status: OPEN

Orange 

	A0353
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is a bunch of arrows with “external” written on them.

Proposed Change: Identify the external interfaces explicitly.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0354
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: There are dependencies listed in the previous section (5.1), however those interfaces are not identified. At a minimum, I would expect those interfaces to be identified that are relevant to the enabler on which CPM depends.

Proposed Change: Identify the “dependency” interfaces explicitly.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0355
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Get rid the “Other enablers” box the Supporting Enablers box, and show relationships to all relevant enablers.

Proposed Change: Identify all components and interfaces explicitly.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0357
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is no description or whatsoever for “Supporting Enabler clients”.

Proposed Change: Describe or remove.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0359
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: LG

Form: INP doc

Comment: the supporting enablers list on the server side is not exhaustive. 

Proposed Change: Either list everything or just write ‘Supporting Enablers’
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0367
	2008.05.12
	E
	5.2, figure 2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: <INPdoc>

Comment:  Missing dotted line from CPM Client to Supporting Enablers

Proposed Change: Correct


	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0369
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2, Figure 2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The intention with the reference point CPM-UUII is not clear! The reference point is not between any entities.

Proposed Change: Clarify by drawing CPM client in the remote network, and showing CPM-UUI in between both clients.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0373
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2, figure 2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Inconsistency in the figure legend. As I2 is mentioned, I) should as well be mentioned, for consistency.

Proposed Change: Change in the legend: “Interfaces to external enablers” to “I0 to OMA enablers and/or applications”  
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0374
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2, figure 2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: If the “Supporting Enablers” box contains all the OMA enablers required by CPM, then they intrinsically have the enablers clients as well as they are part of the OMA enabler specs (e.g., XDM, Presence).  It Is then inappropriate to have another dotted box specifically for “Supporting Enablers, Clients”. 

Proposed Change: 

1) Delete the “Supporting Enablers, Clients” dotted box and related I) dotted line going to the clients, 2) add n I) dotted line from the “CPM Client” to the “Supporting Enablers “.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0378
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2

Fig.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP

Comment: Referring to the “Supporting Enablers, Client” box. It is unclear whether these are clients for the Supporting Enablers (see box on top of diagram), or both Supporting Enablers AND other Clients. In either case, there should be specificity about which Clients we refer to, and not leave it generic. Also, the box seems to have no interface to any CPM entity.

Proposed Change: Add interface or reference point, and clarify in figure or text the relationship between this box and the Supporting Enablers box, as well as specifically which enabler Clients are included.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0379
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2

Fig.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP

Comment: Referring to the “Supporting Enablers” box (also related to previous comment for “clients”). It is unclear what “Other Enablers” are – a placeholder does not make sense – either there are identified other enablers, or that box is removed. Also, interfaces should be extended to specific enablers inside the box, because currently it is not clear which CPM component is dependent on which external enabler. Also – is the dependency on ALL of XDM (it's a big spec) or only on a specific XDMS server, or a subset of the XDM Core spec? More clarity needed, on a per CPM component entity. Also, be specific about which part of the Supporting Enablers is represented in this box (e.g. server-side) vs. which is represented in the “Supporting Enablers, clients” box, since when we refer to an OMA enabler, we include all the components of that enabler.

Proposed Change: Clarify all aspects of the Supporting Enabler box.  
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0388
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2

Fig.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP

Comment: There may be an inconsistency, or an error in the representation of “I2 interfaces”. I2 interfaces, like any interface, need to represent directionality (if you need to represent multiple, do so as well). There are no labels on any of them, may be a note is needed that they are all described, on a entity-to-entity basis in the text? Most now are represented by a single line between entities, without an arrow (are those reference points, are both RP and I/F used in this diagram?). On the other hand (see previous comment) one of those interfaces has been represented with an arrow – the one between VAS New Service and a the CPM Client.

Proposed Change:

The diagram should be fixed as well as the corresponding texts. 
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0391
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2

Fig.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP

Comment: Some interfaces using SIP are confusing, especially between CPM client and CPM server. It may be beneficial to show both CPM-CONV and CPM-NNI, otherwise this may be interpreted as not using the SIP/IP Core (i.e. that a SIP message is sent directly over CPM-CONV).

Proposed Change: Show associated interfaces exposed by Client and servers for SIP signaling, or extend the SIP/IP Core box in between CPM Client and CPM Server. Also update text to reflect the resolution.
	Status: OPEN

Alcatel-Lucent

	A0392
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2

Fig 2


	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP

Comment: The diagram is somewhat inconsistent in level of abstraction: very detailed in some places (e.g. some interfaces), very vague in others (e.g. optional dependencies). Also, it mixes representation of interfaces and reference points, not clear whether on purpose, or an artifact of not following AD best practices. At least one reference point (from SIP/IP core) does not have an endpoint on the other end. Also, you are not following AD best practices conventions: grey box is supposed to mean “optional”, while white is supposed to mean “mandatory”, and CPM is using the opposite convention apparently. According to AD best practices, only the border (solid vs. dotted) determines the distinction between specified in this enabler, vs. specified somewhere else (not the grey, which is used to make the distinction between optional and mandatory, regardless of where the spec comes from). For interfaces, the CPM diagram legend includes “Interfaces to external enablers, but no indication of what kind of lines are used for it). In AD best practices, a dotted-line interface or reference points means it is optional, while a solid line means it is mandatory.

Proposed Change:

Consider multiple diagrams (each consistent) with increasing level of detail. Possibly 1 high level, followed by detailed partial diagrams on particular areas of the architecture, if all details would make the complete diagram too busy.

Follow AD best practices for AD diagram representation conventions.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0393
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2

Fig.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP

Comment: How does the Inter-working Selection function relate to the BGCF which is part of SIP/IP Core? 

Proposed Change: 

A statement should be made about the relationship between ISF/IWF and its realization as BGCF/MGCF which is part of SIP/IP core.  
	Status: OPEN

Alcatel-Lucent

	A0403
	2008.05.07
	T
	5.2
	Source: NeuStar

Form: Review contribution

Comment: In Figure 2, some of the arrowed lines/interfaces do not make sense.  For example, CPM CS can communicate with CPM Client for incoming request, and CPM-UUI and CPM-NNI interfaces are bi-directional.  An interface from "Notification Entity" to "Interworking Selection Function" is needed if the former may directly send notifications via non-CPM means (e.g., SMS). 

Proposed Change: Discuss to determine whether to revise the architecture diagram.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0464
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2


	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In this moment the high level picture (Fig. 2) and the relevant text shows only supporting enablers & applications or external entitities with unspecified interfaces.

Proposed Change:

Add a new picture (Fig. 3) to draw the detailed CPM architecture, detailing out the enablers/components, applications, external resources and their associated interfaces that CPM is reusing.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0467
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP

Comment: Sync up text with changes in AD diagram(s). 

Proposed Change: 

Reflect in text the precise interactions between CPM components and dependent enablers (supporting enablers). For example for the CPM client it says “communicating with Presence Source, Watcher, XDM Client …” – but for what purpose?

For CPM Conversation Server, no interactions with Supporting Enablers are described (btw – interestingly enough, and possibly a new Comment – there is a mention of Charging enabler, which is not shown as a Supporting Enabler in the AD diagram).

Update the text below Fig 2 to reflect diagram modifications.


	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0475
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: Improvement of Figure 2 – Detailed View of CPM Architecture – is required to better reflect which existing OMA enablers (e.g. are  XDM, PoC and IM enablers) are used.

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0476
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: AD diagram fig2. Improvement of Figure 2 – Detailed View of CPM Conversation Server – is needed  to clarify the CPM Conversation Server representation in order to better reflect which are the functionalities provided and their potential relation with similar functionalities provided by existing enablers.
Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0477
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: AD diagram. Need to clarify link between interfaces and the SIP IP Core

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN

Alcatel-Lucent

	A0478
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: need to clarify the interface between CPM client and VAS new service

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0479
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: precise the interface exposed by the M&M client and used by CPM client

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0480
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: The need between CPM conversation server and M&MS seems not to be the same than between the M&M client and the M&MS server. So we need to consider two different interfaces.

Proposed Change: 

STO interface, replace by STO1 and STO2
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0481
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.2
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: add text

Proposed Change: 

The CPM Conversation Server functionalities are largely drawn from existing functionalities provided by existing enablers such as PoC, Full Duplex Voice & Video and SIMPLE IM. These existing functionalities will be enhanced to provide the level of functionality needed to fulfill the CPM requirements 


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0494
	2008.05.07
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NeuStar

Form: Review contribution

Comment: Add M&MS Client to 4th bullet on page 15. 

Proposed Change: 

a. Add "and M&MS Client" to the end of 4th bullet on page 15.

b. Add a sub-bullet, "Activating/de-activating storage of CPM Group Sessions for a CPM User", under the bullet on the 24th line on page 16.

c. Add a bullet, "Handling User Plane media" before the last bullet on page 17.
	Status: OPEN

Samsung

Bullet c closed without action. Please see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0433R01-CR_ADRR_5.3.1.1_CPM_Client_User_Plane

	A0512
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Presence Source" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

Samsung

	A0513
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Presence Watcher" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

Samsung

	A0515
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "XDM Client" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

Samsung

	A0516
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CAB Client" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

Samsung

	A0517
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Device Management Client" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN 

Samsung

	A0524
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: LG

Form: INP doc

Comment: last bullet: why do we have to mention “user plane” functions when they are already implied by other functions previously described?

Proposed Change: Delete the user plane communication related functions.
	Status: OPEN

Samsung

	A0525
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: LG

Form: INP doc

Comment: The sub-clause is missing a description on the usage of multiple CPM addresses. Clearly, there is a whole section in the requirements that deals with this topic.

Proposed Change: Provide a description that explains the usage of multiple CPM addresses.
	Status: OPEN

Samsung

	A0527
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0253

Comment: 

The following features identified as optional (MAY) are mandatory per the RD:

· Features related to “Multidevice usage”

· “Providing view of stored CPM Threads”

Proposed Change: 

Move these points to the paragraph listing the mandatory features (SHALL) 
	Status: OPEN

Partially closed

Please see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0429

Telefonica SA

	A0552
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.1, “internal communication”, 1st bullet
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Unclear for what reason the CPM Client communicates with these other clients.

Proposed Change: Add explanation for the reason why communication with these other clients takes place.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0558
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.1.1, page 17 line 14
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Update the text in line with diagram changes.

Proposed Change: 

The CPM Client is responsible for the following UE internal communication related functions:

· Communicating with Presence Source, Presence Watcher, XDM Client , Message & Media Storage Client, Push client and CAB Client


	Status: OPEN

Samsung

	A0559
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP

Comment: “The CPM client involves in the following high level functions” is not precise enough for an AD. The Client either uses some interfaces exposed by other entities, or exposes some interfaces. 

Proposed Change: Include in text changes the relationship between CPM client and supporting enablers (and/or supporting enablers’ clients).

The interfaces themselves, and the functions they expose need to be described in detail in the section that is dedicated to that particular interface. In the “components” description, it should explain which interfaces are used, not re-define the interfaces. It may be desirable to give examples of parameters that a particular entity will send or receive in case the interface is used differently by different entities that may use it. 
	Status: OPEN

Samsung

	A0560
	2008.05.12
	E
	5.3.1.1
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: Reference to Section 5.3.2 is not sufficient and not descriptive enough as compared to the first part of the sentence. The description should be specific regarding CPM Client’s interactions with other clients as well as Servers in the “Supporting Enablers box. Furthermore, we should be explicit as which Clients of which Enablers’ interactions are meant in each case.

Proposed Change: Revisions are required to explicitly describe the interactions between the Clients in the CPM Client box and the servers in the “Supporting Enablers.” 
	Status: OPEN 

Samsung

	A0561
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.1.1


	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: On Page 18: It is not clear as why the following CPM Client’s functional requirement is designated optional by using the verb “MAY”:

“The CPM Client MAY be able to perform the following client side CPM service logic related functions:

· Multidevice usage ……..”

Proposed Change: Change “MAY” to “SHALL” as many requirements listed here under “Multi-device usage” are considered essential to the multi-device environment.
	Status: OPEN 

Telefonica

	A0569
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: in this section,” Synchronizing (e.g. periodically and/or partially) with the local storage on the user’s device(s) , including proper handling of locally deleted items”  is unclear, the synchronization happens between local storage and network-based storage

Proposed Change: change the bullet as following:

Synchronizing (e.g. periodically and/or partially) the resources in local storage on the user’s device(s) with Message & Media Storage , including proper handling of locally deleted items.
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0570
	2008.04.30
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Jerry Shih (AT&T)

Form: INP

Comment: missing M&M Storage Client funtion

Proposed Change: 

Add the following new sub-bullet under first bullet item:

· Requesting the Message and Media Storage Server to generate access authorization of specified resources that could be shared with others to access.
	Status: OPEN 

AT&T

	A0571
	2008.05.07
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: NeuStar

Form: Review contribution

Comment: The M&MS Client manages the resources at the M&MS Server and local storage. 

Proposed Change: 

a. Change "in the network" to "Server and local storage on the device" in the 1st line on page 17.

b. Add "Server and local storage" after "Storage" in the 3rd line on page 17.

c. Add "Server or local storage" after "Storage" in the 5th and 13th lines on page 17.

d. Add "from the local storage" after "Objects" and "Server" after "Storage" in the 6th and 7th lines on page 17.

e. Add a new bullet, "Downloading CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads and Media Objects" from the Message & Media Storage Server to the local storage" after 7th line on page 17.

f. Add "Storage Server" in the 1st bullet on page 18.

g. Change "in the network" to "Server" in the last line on page 18.
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0574
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: the Media and Message Storage Client can access only the CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads and Media Objects related to a standalone CPM Message, a CPM Session or a CPM Conversation.

The access to Media independent from standalone CPM Messages, CPM Sessions and CPM Conversations is out of scope of CPM.

Proposed Change: add a statement that the access to Media independent from standalone CPM Messages, CPM Sessions and CPM Conversations is out of scope of CPM.
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0575
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Clarify bullet on Sync

Proposed Change: Synchronizing (e.g. periodically and/or partially) with the network storage , including proper handling of locally deleted items


	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0578
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The Message and Media Storage Client should also manage the local storage.

Proposed Change: Add appropriate text to the section.
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0579
	2008.05.12
	E
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: <INPdoc>

Comment: Clarify the meaning of “Listing”  

Listing stored CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads, Media Objects and folders residing in the Message and Media Storage, with or without filtering criteria

Proposed Change: 

Displaying stored CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads, Media Objects and folders residing in the Message and Media Storage, with or without filtering criteria
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0580
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.1.2


	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: 1st Paragraph, 2nd Sentence: It states “The Message & Media Storage Client is responsible for the following ….”

Proposed Change: Change it to either “SHALL be responsible for the following …“ or “SHALL be capable of the following …” 
	Status: OPEN 

AT&T

	A0581
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: document #0263

Comment: The Message and Media Storage Client also manages locally stored resources.

Comment: The Message and Media Storage Client also manages locally stored resources.

Proposed Change: Change “The Message & Media Storage Client manages resources stored at Message & Media Storage in the network” to “The Message & Media Storage Client manages resources stored at Message & Media Storage in the network as well as the locally stored resources”
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0591
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The CPM Controlling Function is an odd function to be included in the CPM Conversation Server, as its function is completely different from the other functions (the other functions provide services to a user, whereby the CPM Controlling Function provides group session related functions. Also, to be prepared for a future in which more sophisticated conferencing functions will be present, having the CPM Controlling Function inside the CPM Conversation Server doesn’t seem to be optimal, nor desirable.

Proposed Change: Split off the CPM Controlling Function to its own logical entity.
	Status: OPEN

Nortel



	A0594
	2008.04.23
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: China Mobile

Comment:The function of ISF isn’t complete, So thedescription  of fail with interworking is proposed to add to  ISF function 

Changes: Complete the description of  The Inter-working Selection Function:

The Inter-working Selection Function SHALL:

· Select the Interworking Function to which a CPM Session or CPM Message needs to be routed to, based on user’s preferences and/or service provider’s policies, and subsequently route the CPM Session or CPM Message to the selected Interworking Function.
· Select and route to another IWF, if available, in case of interworking failure with the previously selected IWF

· Send error response back to CPM CS if no Interworking Function can be used.


	Status: OPEN

China Mobile

	A0596
	2008.05.13
	E
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Nortel

Form: document #0263

Comment: The CPM Controlling Function stands apart from the other functions mentioned in the CPM Conversation Server component considering it is specific to multi-party communication whereas the other functions of the CPM Conversation Server component are user-specific

Proposed Change: Split off the CPM Controlling Function as a stand-alone logical entity.
	Status: OPEN

Nortel

	A0628
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0253

Comment: The CPM Participating Function may need to interact with a remote Message & Media Storage if the user request to send a CPM Message with referenced stored resources without prior download and the referenced resource belongs to a user in a different Service Provider domain that has given access to it.

Proposed Change: 

Add a note:

“Interact with the Message and Media Storage to handle a request from a CPM Client to compose CPM Messages without prior download of referenced stored resources. NOTE: it can be a remote Message and Media Storage for the case of media shared by another user in a different Service Provider domain”


	Status: OPEN 

Telefonica SA

	A0642
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Information on to which external enablers the PF connects is missing.

Proposed Change: Add information on the external OMA enablers that the PF uses.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0675
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 2nd paragraph is an incomplete sentence ending in a “SHALL”

Proposed Change: rephrase to “SHALL support the following functionalities:”

Note that this issue re-occurs in later sections and should be fixed the same way everywhere.
	Status: OPEN

Huawei

	A0693
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.3.2, “session handling”
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The CPM Controlling Function may not be the best place to enforce the “hidden mode” participation in a session, as this should also apply to one-to-one sessions .

Proposed Change: Reconsider all use-cases around “hidden mode” participation and decide what the best way to implement it is.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0694
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Information on to which external enablers the CF connects is missing.

Proposed Change: Add information on the external OMA enablers that the CF uses.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0709
	2008.05.07
	E
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: NeuStar

Form: Review contribution

Comment: Editorial comments 

Proposed Change: 

a. Add "Server." after "Storage" in the 4th and 8th lines.

b. Add the ending "." to the end of 5th through 7th lines.

c. Change "enclosing" to "associated" in the 9th line.

d. Change "Policy enforcement" to "Enforce policies" in the 10th line.

e. Delete the extra lines before the last line.

f. Add "SIMPLE" before "IM" in the last line.
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0710
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: in this section,” Provide metadata associated with items to be stored to the Message and Media Storage, e.g. identifier linking CPM Messages to their enclosing thread”  , what does the enclosing thread mean, it refers to CPM Threads or not.

Proposed Change: clarify the enclosing thread, change it with appropriate words.
	Status: OPEN

Orange



	A0713
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Missing “Server”  at the end of first bullet sentence

Proposed Change: add “Server” 


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0714
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/user preferences/service provider’s policies" – not clear how the policy can be enforced according to service capabilities. Either the CPM Conv. Server supports the specific capability and uses it based on user preferences/service provider’s policies or the CPM Conv. Server does not support the specific capability and then it cannot do any enforcement.

Proposed Change: remove "service capabilities"
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0715
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Handle permissions for invoking the CPM Conversation History Function which will be based on service provider policies." seems to be already contained in "Policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/user preferences/service provider’s policies"

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0716
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: unclear if the IM Conversation History Function is powerful enough to support CPM.

Proposed Change: delete sentence or argue otherwise.
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0717
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: clarify “recipient’s CPM Conversation Server”

Proposed Change: add “home” such that phrase reads “recipient’s home CPM Conversation Server”
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0718
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: LG

Form: INP doc

Comment: The value of the Conversation History Function is very limited. It could be simpler to rely on the PF to provide these few functionalities.

Proposed Change: Remove all mentions of CPM Conversation History Function and move the functionalities to PF section 
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0719
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: LG

Form: INP doc

Comment: Last sentence is not correct.

“The capabilities of the CPM Conversation History Function are based on the IM Conversation History Function.”

The capabilities are based on the CPM RD. And the possible fact that the realization will be based on IM is a Stage 3 story.

Proposed Change: Delete this sentence. 
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0720
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0253

Comment: 

The CPM Conversation History Function will be based on IM Conversation History Function, but it is also necessary to mention that this function may be further evolved to meet CPM requirements, as stated for the CPM Participating Function.

Proposed Change: 

The capabilities of the CPM Conversation History Function are based on the IM Conversation History Function and its further evolution to meet CPM requirements when necessary. 


	Status: OPEN 

Orange

	A0721
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Samsung Electronics

Form: INP

Comment: There is no need to restrict explicitly at the AD stage to the usage of the IM Conversation History Function to implement the CPM Conversation History Function. Propose similar wording as in the CF and PF sections.

Proposed Change: 
The capabilities of the CPM Conversation History Function are based on existing enablers.
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0722
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Add note on the interaction between the CPM Conversation History Function and the Message and Media Storage Server.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0723
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The remark on basing it on IM Conversation History Function is stage 3 material, and is questionable.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0724
	2008.04.23
	T
	5.3.1.3.3.
	Source: China Mobile

Comment: in this section,” Provide metadata associated with items” .need clarification about what “metadata” is and the way the preview of a media being created.

 Proposed Change: Clarify the “metadata” and how the preview of a media is created.
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0725
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: add text

Proposed Change: The capabilities of the CPM Deferred Messaging Function are based on the IM Deferred Messaging Function and its further evolution to meet CPM requirements when necessary.


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0726
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: 

Proposed Change: add bullet

· For storage of CPM Conversations:

· Involves the CPM Conversation History Function for the storing of CPM Conversations to the Message and Media Storage based on either CPM Client’s request or pre-defined setting.
· For handling of CPM Conversations or messages to a non CPM services:

· Decides whether the CPM conversation or message need to be route to a non-CPM services based on User Preferences and service provider policies
· Involves the CPM Interworking Selection Function for selection of the appropriate based on User Preferences and service provider policies

	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0727
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: 

Proposed Change: add bullet

· Provide metadata associated with items to be stored to the Message and Media Storage, e.g. identifier linking CPM Messages to their enclosing thread.

· Provide enrichment of the metadata of the CPM conversations by acceding to the CAB of the CPM user


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0728
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: IM enabler doesn't have M&M storage and meta data of CPM conversation could be potentially different

Proposed Change: CPM need to analyze how the history function specified by IM enabler need to be extended in order to support CPM needs (do we need a CPM XDMS for thread metadata?)
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0735
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "IM Conversation History Function" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN 

Acision



	A0745
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.3.4
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Explain the interaction between the CPM Deferred Messaging Function and external enablers.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

Nokia 

	A0750
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.3.1.3.4
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: IM enabler doesn't support the multidevice

Proposed Change: CPM need to analyze how the deferred messaging function specified by IM enabler need to be extended in order to support CPM needs for multimedia messaging and multidevices.
	Status: OPEN

Orange 

	A0757
	2008.05.07
	T
	5.3.1.4
	Source: NeuStar

Form: Review contribution

Comment: Need to include functions such as selection of another IWF when the selected IWF fails to interwork and indicating to the CPM CS if interworking is successful or fails.

Proposed Change: Will have a CR on this.
	Status: OPEN

Samsung

	A0774
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.5
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Elaborate on the external enablers that the ISF uses.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0784
	2008.04.30
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: Jerry Shih (AT&T)

Form: INP

Comment: missing function

Proposed Change: 

Add following bullet item:

· Generate access authorization on resources requested by Message and Media Storage Client and deliver it to the Message and Media Storage Client.
	Status: OPEN 

AT&T

	A0789
	2008.04.30
	E
	5.3.1.6
	Source: Jerry Shih (AT&T)

Form: INP

Comment: missing CPM Messages

Proposed Change: 

Change following text as marked:

· Performing content adaptation (e.g. for previewing) of stored Media Objects and CPM Messages before deliverying to the CPM device’s local storage, based on recipient’s preferences, Communication Capabilities, and/or service provider’s policies

	Status: OPEN 

AT&T

	A0795
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: the Message and Media Storage Server stores only the CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads and Media Objects related to a standalone CPM Message, a CPM Session or a CPM Conversation. The storage of Media independent from standalone CPM Messages, CPM Sessions and CPM Conversations is out of scope of CPM. The Message and Media Storage Server is not supposed to hold general files and to work as a network file system server.

Proposed Change: add a statement that the storage of Media independent from standalone CPM Messages, CPM Sessions and CPM Conversations is out of scope of CPM + update the 1st bullet list
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0801
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "whitelists" – not clear why both "whitelists" and "blacklists" are needed. Not clear what happens when a user is not included in any of the list or in both.

Proposed Change: clarify/use just one list
	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0805
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: Samsung Electronics

Form: INP

Comment: Usage of blacklists is not stated in the RD

Proposed Change: 
The stored resources can be subject to access control lists of Principals that can belong to the following categories:

· whitelists: a list of Principals that are considered as Authorized Principals for access to the resource;


	Status: OPEN

Ericsson



	A0808
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The storage of messaging related material and Media seem to have completely different requirements. It’s not clear that combining those storages in a single platform is a good idea.

Proposed Change: Consider splitting off the Media storage part into a separate logical entity.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0810
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Only the interaction with the external STI enabler is mentioned, but there will be more enablers the M&MSS will interact with.

Proposed Change: Add the interaction with the other external enablers.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0811
	2008.04.23
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: China Mobile

Comment: In RD CPM-STOR-007 function , “management(download\upload and forward) of the media independently  of the CPM message or CPM Session History it attached to” is not mentioned in this section.

Proposed changes:

Add this function in this section.
	Status: OPEN

China Mobile

	A0829
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: All the sections on external entities give a general description of what that entity is, instead of detailing how that entity relates to the CPM enabler.

Proposed Change: Rewrite sections to focus on the relation between the external entity and the CPM enabler (what does it do with CPM and/or how does CPM use the entity), including the interfaces that are used by CPM.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0833
	2008.04.30
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Jerry Shih (AT&T)

Form: INP

Comment: editorial

Proposed Change: 

Change following text as marked:

· May provide charging information..

	Status: OPEN 

AT&T

	A0834
	2008.05.07
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: NeuStar

Form: Review contribution

Comment: Include also SIP-capable non-CPM components. 

Proposed Change: Add "and between CPM components and SIP-capable non-CPM components" to the end of the 1st bullet.
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0837
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Performs authentication and authorization of the CPM user at the CPM Client based on the CPM user’s service profile" – meaning of "CPM user’s service profile" is unclear. In other places the same seems to be covered by "CPM User service subscription"

Proposed Change: replace "CPM user’s service profile" with "CPM User service subscription"
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0838
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Provides and maintains SIP-level registration of CPM users." – CPM Clients are registered, not CPM Users

Proposed Change: change to "Provides and maintains SIP-level registration of CPM Clients for the CPM User."
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0839
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "May provide service-level registration of CPM Address(es)." – meaning is unclear

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0840
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.2.1

SIP/IP Core
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The list of functions in SIP/IP Core need to include NAT traversal

Proposed Change: Include a statement in the list along the lines with:

"- Provides a NAT traversal method"
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0841
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.2.1, SIP/IP Core
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: There is a need to list implicitly registered CPM addresses.

Proposed Change: Update the bullet "May provide service-level registration of CPM Address(es)" to something along the lines of:

"May provide service-level registration of explicitly and implicitly CPM Address(es)
	Status: OPEN

AT&T

	A0842
	2008.05.12
	E
	5.3.2.1
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: In the 1st paragraph, the reference to [RFC3261] should be  related to SIP protocol as a whole and not the “number of” !

Proposed Change: Move the reference to the end of the first sentence”
	Status: OPEN 

AT&T

	A0844
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: CAB enabler does not seem to be needed by any CPM functional entity

Proposed Change: remove whole chapter
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0845
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: It is not defined what the CAB enabler is used for.

Proposed Change: Add the reason CPM uses the CAB enabler, or remove section.
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0846
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: It is not defined what the Presence enabler is used for.

Proposed Change: Add the reason CPM uses the Presence enabler, or remove section.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0856
	
	T
	5.3.2.5
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc

Comment: Provisioning and Management of configuration parameters necessary for the CPM Client.

Missing the M&MS client.    

Proposed Change: 

Provisioning and Management of configuration parameters necessary for the CPM Client and the Message and Media Storage Client.
	Status: OPEN

Sprint

	A0857
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.2.5
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The DM enabler also provides configuration parameters necessary for the M&MS Client.

Proposed Change: Add M&MS Client to the section.
	Status: OPEN

Sprint

	A0865
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.8
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: Some interfaces have been appointed protocols, but some not. 

Proposed Change: align protocol for every interface. Or delete all protocol aligned so far.
	Status: OPEN

Sprint

	A0878
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 1st bullet point: What is the distinction or assumption between Third-party Server Application and Third Party application server? What is a CPM enabled Third-party Server Application? The CPM enabler provides CPM functionality via the CPM-VAS interface, which can be used by (3rd Party) Applications. Whether the application is part of an application server or whether the application relays / provides functionality to some other entity is out of scope of CPM.

Proposed Change: Rephrase
	Status: OPEN

Nortel

	A0891
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: need to clarify the dependencies between the CPM client and the M&MS client – the interface and the dependencies needs to be specified

Proposed Change: define an interface for the CPM client to access to information provided by M&MS client
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0892
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: the relationship between interface and the SIP IP core need to be clarify

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN

Alcatel-Lucent

	A0915
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.3.4
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The CPM-IW3 interface isn’t really an interface on its own, but more a sub-interface of CPM-IW1 and CPM-IW2.

Proposed Change: Integrate the functionality of CPM-IW3 into CPM-IW1 and CPM-IW2.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0918
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.3.4
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The CPM-UUI interface isn’t really an interface on its own, but more a sub-interface of CPM-CONV and CPM-NNI.

Proposed Change: Integrate the functionality of CPM-UUI into CPM-CONV and CPM-NNI.
	Status: OPEN

Acision

	A0919
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.3.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: <INPdoc>

Comment:  Does continuous media always go through the IWF??

Isn’t the interworking for voice taken care of in the SIP/IP core?

·  Continuous Media transfer

· Control of continuous Media transfers

Proposed Change:

Modify the sentence as follows:

· Continuous Media transfer when not performed by the SIP/IP core

· Control of continuous Media transfers when not performed by the SIP/IP core
	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0926
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP

Comment: in this section, the protocol for STO interface is still undecided, from huawei’s view, no single protocol can fulfill all the functionalities here, so Huawei suggest to use multiple protocol in this interface, for the synchronization related requirements, suggest using OMA DS.

Proposed Change: change this section according to the spirit of the comments.


	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0929
	2008.04.30
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Jerry Shih (AT&T)

Form: INP

Comment: missing function

Proposed Change: 

Add the following bullet item:

· Requesting and obtaining access authorization to specific resources in the Message and Media Storage Server for sharing.
	Status: OPEN 

Ericsson

	A0930
	2008.05.07
	T
	5.3.3.6

on CPM-STO
	Source: NeuStar

Form: Review contribution

Comment: It is M&MS Client, not CPM Client, that accesses M&MS Server.  Add "authorization".

Proposed Change: 

a. Change "CPM Client" to "M&MS Client" in the 1st line on page 28.

b. Add "and authorization" after "Authentication" in the 1st bullet on page 28. 
	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0931
	2008.05.07
	E
	5.3.3.6

on CPM-STO
	Source: NeuStar

Form: Review contribution

Comment: Editorial comments

Proposed Change: 

a. Change the section number to 5.3.3.7.

b. Add "Server" after "Storage" in the 1st and 2nd lines on page 28 and in the 2nd through 9th bullets on page 29.

c. Delete ", or as an administrative entity", and add " or an administrative entity" before ")" in the 2nd line on page 28.

d. Change "functionality" to "functionalities include" in the line before the 1st bullet on page 28.

e. Change "Requesting that" to "Having" and delete "is being" in the 1st bullet on page 29.

f. Change "forward without download" to ""forward without download"" in the 2nd to the last bullet on page 29.
	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0934
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: First sentence. “on behalf of a CPM User, or as an administrative entity”  should be removed 

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A0936
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0253

Comment: 

Protocol selection for CPM-STO interface is missing

Proposed Change: 

Select an appropriate protocol that satisfies all the requirements applicable to this interface
	Status: OPEN 

Ericsson

	A0938
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Too detailed description which additionally duplicates the description of Message and Media Storage Server functions 

Proposed change: replace the whole chapter with the following bullets

 "Management of store CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads, and Media Objects" +

 "Searching for stored CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads, and Media Objects" +

 "Synchronisation between the Message and Media Storage Client’s local storage and the Message and Media Storage Server" +

 "Management of access permissions to specific items in the Message and Media Storage Server."
	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0940
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: CPM-STOR-007, CPM-STOR-014, CPM-STOR-015 does not limit the Authorized Principal to the same network users only. Not clear how other network users can access the Media and Message Storage Server of the local network user..

Proposed change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0942
	2008.05.01
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: KDDI

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0258

Comment:

There is no description of the protocols.”

Proposed Change: 

Describe appropriate protocol
	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0945
	2008.4.23
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: China Mobile

Comment：

In this section, the first bullet“Authentication” in “supported function” is not clear enough and  needs to be explained in detail 
	Status: OPEN
Ericsson

	A0946
	2008.04.23
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: China Mobile

Comment：In this section, the description of the CPM-STO

“The CPM-STO interface is provided by the Message & Media Storage to allow other entities (such as the CPM Client or the CPM Conversation Server) to access the Message & Media Storage on behalf of a CPM User, or as an” is not clear, especially the meaning of “administrative entity” 
	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0947
	2008.05.12
	
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: <INPdoc>

Comment:

There is no requirement for the following function

· Requesting that a Media Objects is being transcoded prior to downloading that Media Object (e.g. for a preview of the Media Object).

Proposed Change:

Remove this bullet
	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0948
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.3.6, 
	Source: Ericsson

Form: <INPdoc>

Comment: Does not specify the protocol used 

Proposed Change: Specify the protocol to be used as WebDAV and IMAP.   


	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A0950
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: CPM-STO the client needs some management functionalities that the server doesn't need because it make manly some put functions

Proposed Change: create a second interface for the client interface 


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0957
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.4
	Source: Acision

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Integrate these sections with the descriptions of the external enablers in 5.3.2.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0958
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.4.X
	Source: Ericsson

Form: <INPdoc>

Comment: Does not specify the protocol used 

Proposed Change: Specify that  the OMA enablers protocol will be reused.
	Status: OPEN

NEC

	A0959
	2008.05.07
	T
	5.3.4.1
	Source: NEC

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0237

Comment: Missing interfaces functionality in CAB interface section

Proposed Change: 

Add CAB interfaces functionality needed based on CPM RD and CAB RD.
	Status: OPEN 

Orange

	A0960
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: no functionality is needed from CAB enabler

Proposed Change: add the needed functionality or remove CAB enabler from supporting enablers
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0961
	
	T
	5.3.4.1
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc

Comment: Supported functionality: tbd   

Proposed Change: 

Add supporting functionality or delete this section 
	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A0962
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.4.1
	Source: Andrew Allen

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0260

Comment: 

Supported functionality: tbd

Proposed Change: Resolve this issue
	Status: OPEN 

Orange

	A0963
	2008.05.11
	T
	5.3.4.1
	Source: Andrew Allen

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0260

Comment: 

This text doesn’t define what Requirements functions are allocated to the XDM enabler.  

Proposed Change: Need to define what data is transferred across the XDM interface. E.g user preferences etc
	Status: OPEN 

Nokia

	A0964
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.4.1
	 Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Comment: Filling out the blank for CAB’s high-level functionalities. 

Proposed Change: A CR is being prepared.
	Status: OPEN 

Orange

	A0965
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.4.1

5.3.4.2

5.3.4.3


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: When reading these sections it feels as if some CPM functional entities would have to “communicate” with the external enablers in order to perform these functionalities. Instead of communication, CPM entities will implement (or be co-located with) particular functionalities from Presence, XDM and CAB.

Proposed Change: In the title use e.g. “Functionalities from the Presence Enabler” instead of “Communication with Presence Enabler”.
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0967
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.4.2


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: These are detailed functional description of Presence functionalities.

Proposed Change: Change to: 

“Presence Functional Entities co-located with CPM Entities:

Presence Source

Watcher

Watcher Information Subscriber”
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0972
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.4.3


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: These are detailed functional description of XDM functionalities.

Proposed Change: Change to: 

“XDM Functional Entities co-located with CPM Entities:

XDMC”


	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0973
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.4.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP

Comment: This section is very confusing. It is not very clear WHAT is being kept in XDM Servers for the purpose of CPM, but this section refers to managing such information. Also – is this title appropriate “Communicate WITH the XDM enabler”? If XDM enabler is re-used for some functionality, then this is not a matter of communication WITH the XDM enabler. The XDM enabler as such is a generic functionality, there is little need to communicate WITH the XDM enabler, neither is it clear what that would mean. On the other hand, one can communicate to specific servers out of the set of XDMS (e.g. XDM Shared Profile server), but then we need to be specific, that CPM entities act as XDM Clients for a specific purpose. Text then needs to be added to describe all CPM entities need to have XDM Clients attached to them. Furthermore, it is confusing to see that both detail and high-level were attempted within the same diagram (see our first comment about the picture.) The picture and text combination create a lot of confusion about the use of XDM (e.g. what is the CPM User Preference box representing? What else is XDM used for?).

Proposed Change: 

The proposed description should be revised to address the concerns. 
	Status: OPEN

Nokia

	A0994
	2008.05.13
	T
	5.3.5.3
	Source: Orange

Form: 

Comment: interface between VAS new service and CPM client is represented on the diagram but not describe

Proposed Change: add specification for the VAS interface to the CPM client


	Status: OPEN

Orange

	A1001
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 2nd bullet point: This is not a functionality provided by the CPM-VAS interface

Proposed Change: Remove bullet point
	Status: OPEN

China Mobile

	A1007
	2008.4.23
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: China Mobile

Comment：

I n this section, the first bullet“Authentication” in “supported function” is not clear enough and  needs to be explained in detail
	Status: OPEN

China Mobile

	A1010
	2008.05.12
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: <INPdoc>

Comment: 

The functionality of the VAS interface is dependent on the VAS API and is not normative.  

Proposed Change:

Specify that the functions provided by this interface are examples 

5.3.5.3.1 CPM-VAS

The CPM-VAS interface is provided by the CPM Conversation Server to allow CPM Conversation functionality to be accessible by external entities (such as Third-Party Applications).

Supported functionality:

· Authentication

· An external entity with appropriate rights can act on behalf of a CPM User

Examples of functionality that may be offered by this interface are:

· CPM Conversation management (e.g. starting / stopping a conversation, listing / searching ongoing conversations & associated Participants, replaying the recent history of a conversation, adding / removing Participants to a conversation, add / remove Media (continuous) to / from a conversation)

· CPM Message exchanges inside/outside a CPM Session:

· Media moderation controlled by the external entity during a CPM Session

· Sending of event notification with relevant information (e.g. user causing the event, type of event) from the CPM Conversation Server

· CPM service capabilities:

Indication of CPM service capabilities from the CPM Conversation Server.

Relaying of CPM service settings from the external entity to the CPM Conversation Server. 
The CPM-VAS interface is based on web services, and complies with the rules for web-services based interfaces within OMA as described in [OMA OWSER].


	Status: OPEN

Ericsson

	A1011
	2008.05.11
	T
	APPENDIX
	Source: Andrew Allen

Form: OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0260

Comment: Clarification of C

PM Conversation Server split  (CF vs PF) is needed. And deployment scenarios 

Proposed Change: Add this to the Appendix
	Status: OPEN 

Nortel


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

OMA MWG-CPM is recommended to agree with closing the ADRR comments listed in the Detailed Proposal section without action.
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