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1 Reason for Contribution

This contribution documents the comments that Acision has to the contributions that have been submitted to the Shenzhen interim meeting.
2 Summary of Contribution

Review comments to the contributions submitted to the Shenzhen interim meeting.
3 Detailed Proposal

OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0304R02
· Acision believes that this document is related to an ongoing action, and therefore should not (yet) be discussed.

· Acision disagrees with the use of a MIME resource-list body to transport the original request URI. This imposes too much processing overhead on both the ISF and the IWF (i.e. parsing of yet another MIME body part and XML parsing of the resource-list). A SIP header should be used for this.
Disposition status: Acision believes that this document is to be noted. As per the discussions and agreement in Singapore, Acision objects to the agreement of this document, due to the reasons described above. This is a sustained objection.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0410R01
· Acision has no comments to the document.

Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0420R01
· Acision believes that this document should already have been noted, after the discussions in Singapore.
Disposition status: Acision believes that this document is to be noted, as per the discussions and assigned action in Singapore.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0421R02
· Acision believes that this document should already have been noted, after the discussions in Singapore and the subsequent agreement of document OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0442R01.
Disposition status: Acision believes that this document is to be noted. As per the discussions and agreement in Singapore, Acision objects to the agreement of this document. This is a sustained objection.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0422R01
· Acision has no comments to the document.

Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0431
· Acision has no comments to the document.

Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0448
· Acision is confused by the proposal, and the reasons for making this change. Why would this procedure be simpler than the one currently in the SD?
· In the proposed update, how would the CPM Client receiving the one-to-many session invitation know that this session invitation is a replacement for a one-to-one session? In the proposed update Acision cannot see how the receiving CPM Client would be able to re-route Media across the new session, instead of the old 1-1 session.

Disposition status: Acision objects to the agreement of the document, unless the questions raised above can be answered in a sufficient manner.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0449
· This contribution is strongly related to OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0448. Acision has the same questions / issues with this contribution as for that contribution. We believe that the discussions on 0448 should be concluded first, before discussing this document. This document should be updated to the conclusions of the discussions on document 0448.
Disposition status: Acision objects to the agreement of the document, unless the questions /issues raised for document OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0448 can be answered in a sufficient manner, and this document is updated to reflect the conclusions on document OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0448 .
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0452
· Acision has no comments to the document.

Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0453
· General: Acision appreciates the efforts of Ericsson in their attempts to have the RD match reality with respect to the CPM 1.0 scope. However, it might be better to do an update of the scope in the RD in one go, once we know what the exact scope will be. This prevents many disjoint contributions putting requirements to a future phase.

· Change 1: Acision would rather see the additions as notes in the actual section text, instead of additions to the section titles.

· Change 2: Acision doesn’t think that just adding one requirement set to a future CPM release will handle the postponement of the Content storage requirements. This way a lot of confusion remains on the existing requirements, on what they actually reflect. Unfortunately, we have to analyze each of the storage requirements to clarify what is meant and to reflect that there will be no network storage for standalone media objects in CPM 1.0
Disposition status: Acision objects to the agreement of this document for the reasons explained above.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0454
· Section 5.2.2: Add “realization” at the end of each bullet, for better readability.

· Section 5.2.2.1: Rephrase the first sentence to: “The following document describe the interworking between CPM and SMS using the IP-SM-GW:”, for better readability.
Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document, if the above editorial updates are performed.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0456
· Acision appreciates the efforts of Ericsson in resolving the open issues on deferred messages.

· Acision has no comments to the document.

Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0457
· Acision appreciates the efforts of Ericsson in creating the SCR table.

· Acision believes that the proposed tables are a good start, but that more work is needed.

· Update the title of appendix A.2 to “SCR for Interworking Function”.

· Acision is not sure whether the labels in the item column are conform the SCR rules.

· Acision is not sure whether all SCR entries must by mandatory. Given the flexible nature of IWF maybe all must be optional. Maybe we should have one mandatory SCR rule mandating “interworking”, which then has a requirement for implementing either SMS interworking, MMS interworking, or email interworking (or any possible combination of them).

· The requirement column should be used for a number of the SCR rules, e.g. (assuming a linear numbering of the rules) CPM-TS-Int-S-001-M should have as requirement “CPM-TS-Int-S-002-M OR CPM-TS-Int-S-003-M”. Note: this example is not an exhaustive list of where the requirement column should be used.

· Add separate SCR rules for “Interworking with MMS” and “Interworking with email”, just as is proposed for SMS.
· Upon agreement of the initial version of SCR tables, Acision proposes that from that moment any contributions to the interworking TS also will include updates to the SCR tables, to ensure that they won’t go out-of-sync with the main body of the TS.
Disposition status: Acision likes to see its comments handled prior to agreement of this CR. Alternatively, Acision can agree to the agreement of the document, under the condition that updates are needed and will be acceptable.

OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0458
· Acision has no comments to the document.

Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0459
· Acision has no comments to the document.

Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0460
· Acision would like to know to which requirement the text that is added to the TS is related. As far as we can see there is no requirement related to this functionality.
Disposition status: Acision objects to the agreement of this document, until it can be shown that the functionality is in scope of the CPM 1.0 requirements.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0461
· Change 2: Acision does not believe that a new flow is necessary for this case. We do not have any error flows in the SD, and adding just this one makes the flows appendix in the SD inconsistent, and we should then add more error flows. Acision recommends taking this change out of the contribution.
Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document, but does recommend to only agree to change 1, and to not add another flow to the SD.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0462
· Section 8.x.x.x: Lots of mentioning of IM, where we are working on CPM.

· Section 8.x.x.x: Step 3: Why is this different from what the SD says? The SD states that a SIP NOTIFY is used when the CPM Client is on-line, and the Push enabler is used when it is not on-line. The TS should mimic this behaviour.

· Section 8.x.x.x, Step 3a: If we are using SIP MESSAGE for the notification instead of SIP NOTIFY, then why aren’t we using the Push enabler for this case as well, so that it can choose between SIP push and “legacy” push (over SMS, IP, ...)? It doesn’t seem to have a lot of value to have this special SIP MESSAGE, as there is no real connections between the CPM Client and the CPM PF. This way we don’t have to invent a notification mechanism by ourselves.
· Section 8.x.x.x, step 3b: It was agreed we would use the Push enabler for this.
Disposition status: Acision objects to the agreement of this document, until the issues raised above are handled. This is a sustained objection.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0464
· Question: Would it be appropriate to let the PF / CF always act as a passive point to downstream elements and active points towards upstream elements? In that way there doesn’t need to be a distinction between the handling of the originating PF and thus a lot simpler procedures to create / implement.
Disposition status: Acision has no problems with the agreement of this document, unless the question raised above brings new insights to the contributors.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0465
· This contribution is related to contribution OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0464. The same question / comment applies here as well.
Disposition status: Acision has no problems with the agreement of this document, unless the question raised above brings new insights to the contributors.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0466
· Acision  welcomes this contribution, filling a gap in the current TSes.

· What is the difference between the Controlling Function address and the Exploder URI? How are each of these being used?

· CPM Server Presence Support: It has not been decided that this will a CPM server component will act as a presence source. Therefore it is too soon to add this to the list of provisionable parameters.

Disposition status: Acision has no problems with the agreement of this document, under the condition that the issues raised above are fixed.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0467
· Acision has no comments to the document.

Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0469
· General: The definitions mentioned in the input contribution have been established in the RD phase after many discussions. Acision does not think it is appropriate to re-open those discussions again, and spend a lot of time on finding new definitions for these terms. 

· Slide 5: Acision does not agree to the perceived unclarity. The definitions are clear with respect to the non-realtime and realtime aspects of a CPM Conversation versus a CPM Session. For the rest they are indeed similar.
· Slide 6: The proposed definition rules out sending of pictures and other multimedia content as part of messages exchanged during a session. This is not acceptable. The CPM Message definition provides an appropriate description of the concept we need for messages within a CPM Session.

· Slide 7: The updates are not correct, as the picture now shows the availability of a session within a session. This cannot be correct.

· Slide 8: We cannot agree to changing these definitions this late in the TS development process, due to the comments above, especially our first, general, comment.
Disposition status: Acision objects to the agreement of this document for the reasons explained above. This is a sustained objection.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0470
· 1st paragraph, step 2: Replace “User Plane” with “Media Plane”.

· 2nd paragraph: Where are these “hist-settings” supposed to be? Define where they come from.

· 3rd paragraph: This paragraph is not necessary, as we already have a generic section on this in the TS.
Disposition status: Acision has no problems agreeing to a revision with the above mentioned editorial issue fixed.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0471
· Acision has no comments to this contribution.
Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0472
· 1st paragraph: Remove “and if” from the sentence.

· 2nd paragraph: Replace “User Plane” with “Media Plane”.

· 3rd paragraph: Where are these “hist-settings” supposed to be? Define where they come from.

· 4th paragraph: This paragraph is not necessary, as we already have a generic section on this in the TS.
Disposition status: Acision has no problems agreeing to a revision with the above mentioned editorial issue fixed.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0473
· General: References are made to [RFC5547], but no formal reference is added. This reference is not present in the SD yet, so it must be added with this CR.

· General: Capitalization needs to be checked. There are a number of non-defined terms capitalized (e.g. CPM 1-1 File Transfer Session, File Transfer Session).
· Section 5.2.x.1.1: The last sentence seems to suggest that a CPM File Transfer can also occur outside of a CPM Conversation. This is not true; if a CPM File Transfer is not associated with an existing CPM Conversation, then a new CPM Conversation is started. The conversation indication will always be present.
Disposition status: Acision objects to the agreement of the document in its current form; however has no problems agreeing to a revision with the above mentioned issues fixed.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0474
· General: Capitalization needs to be checked. There are a number of non-defined terms capitalized (e.g. CPM 1-1 File Transfer Session, File Transfer Session).

Disposition status: Acision has no problems agreeing to a revision with the above mentioned editorial issue fixed.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0476
· Section Xxx, step 6: There is no need to distinguish between registered and non-registered. In both cases all options (reject, store, interwork, defer) are available. The only difference is for deliver, as that is obviously not possible if the user is not registered. This is how it is defined in the SD. The TS should reflect this.

Disposition status: Acision objects to the agreement of this document if the above mentioned issue is not fixed. Acision is willing to work off-line with Ericsson to bring the contribution to an agreeable state.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0478
· Acision doubts whether adding this statement helps the development of interoperable products. If this is needed then normative statements need to be added.
Disposition status: Acision objects to the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0478
· Acision has no comments to this contribution.
Disposition status: Acision has no problem with the agreement of this document.
OMA-MWG-CPM-2009-0479R01
· It would be good to extract the user preferences handling to a separate section in the TS, so that we can easily use that text for large message mode message handling without having to duplicate the text.

· We can only agree to this document once the list of user preferences and their format have been agreed upon.
Disposition status: Acision proposed to defer disposition of this document until the user preferences have been defined both in the list of user preferences and their format.
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

It is recommended that OMA MWG-CPM takes these comments into account when handling the contributions in the Shenzhen interim meeting.
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