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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:

A0025, A0084, A0104, A0106, A0126, A0128, A0132, A0133, A0136, A0137, A0143, A0150, A0153, A0158, A0162, A0166, A0167, A0220, A0255, A0260, A0270, A0278, A0308, A0325, A0338, A0343, A0378, A0391, A0475, A0476, A0477, A0480, A0527, A0552, A0559, A0560, A0561, A0628, A0642, A0694, A0727, A0745, A0774, A0810, A0811, A0829, A0844, A0845, A0846,  A0891, A0892, A0946, A0950, A0957, A0959, A0960, A0961, A0962, A0963, A0964, A0965, A0967, A0972, A0973, 
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

	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	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
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	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

	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	

	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	




	


	
	
	
	
	




	


	
	
	
	
	




	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	

	



	


	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

	
	
	
	
	



	


	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

	
	
	
	
	

1. 
2. 

	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	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

	
	
	
	

	



	


	
	
	
	

	


	


	
	
	
	
	




	


	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 
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	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

	
	
	
	

	



	


	
	
	
	

	




	


	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

	
	
	
	


	





	


	
	
	
	

	




	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	

	




	


	
	
	
	
	







	


	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

	
	
	
	
	




	


	
	
	
	
	




	


	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

	
	
	
	
	





	


	
	
	
	
	






	



	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	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

	
	
	
	
	




· 

	


	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
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	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

	
	
	
	
	




	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	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
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	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

	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	



	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 

	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	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

	
	
	
	
	




· 
	


	
	
	
	
	




· 

	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	




· 

	



	
	
	
	
	



	


	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
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	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

	
	
	
	
	





	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	
	
	
	
	



	


	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
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	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
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	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

	
	
	
	
	



	


	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
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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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