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1 Reason for Change

This CR follows the discussion on Contribution 2011-0326R01 during the Pre-Beijing Meeting.  The INP#326R01 contribution proposes to add the CPM Message Storage Client in the EVVM user device as a deployment option. The concluding remarks on INP#326R01 presented during its review are as follows:
· of the three sets of comments received on INP#326, none has questioned the design validity of the proposed optional deployment,
· the recommended optional deployment does not impact the main and primary deployment (of the user accessing the storage via the EVVM Server) and is not in competition with it either,
· from an EVVM Service Provider’s perspective, this deployment scenario also offers an optimized configuration of the network, 
· the recommended deployment option adds value to the EVVM specifications package in terms of its comprehensiveness to include a quite useful, real world and valid deployment scenario and finally
· the incorporation of valid deployment scenarios into enablers’ architecture document is a quite acceptable practice in OMA.
The specific proposal in this CR provides a description of incorporate this optional deployment into an appendix section of the EVVM ER document.
This R01 revision was prepared in response to the following comments by Comverse and RIM:
Comverse’s comment: “the group had lengthy discussions and after much consideration decided to drop the MSS Client. Adding it back in an appendix may cause IOP problems. Furthermore, an appendix showing a selective choice of an optional deployment scenario cannot be normative. We do not see value in adding the proposed deployment diagram. In fact we have concerns in issues that may be caused if an MSS client accesses VMs in the MSS directly and bypass the EVVM Server.”

ALU’s Reply: A lengthy explanation had been provided via email to these comments as copied below.
1. Your comment: “the group had lengthy discussions and after much consideration decided to drop the MSS Client. Adding it back in an appendix may 

cause IOP problems.”
Yes, we did discuss it in length once in Vancouver. But, in the Pre-Beijing meeting, I presented INP#326R01 containing the reasons for re-introducing it. I’m not sure what IOP problems you might be referring to. Could you please elaborate on this? 
FYI, the outcome of the review in the Pre-Beijing Meeting Minutes is as follows: 

“Members seeks clarification how the MSC affects anything in case of roaming (we have an IP connection). It has been clarified that the slide 3 title is wrong; there is no change being proposed, it was meant to be an example. Any CRs generated from this input will be updating only the appendix, adding a deployment model. Only AT&T in the room supports this, Moh will create a CR and we will make a decision then.”

It was after the Pre-Beijing review and conclusion that I submitted CR#358 based on 326R01 proposed changes. 
2. Your comment: “Furthermore, an appendix showing a selective choice of an optional deployment scenario cannot be normative.”

You are right, and the appendix is not for normative. It was precisely my proposal to have it in an appendix and the agreed that any CR regarding this input will update the appendix (Please the Pre-Beijing minutes above.)  I agree that it should be informative as all architectural diagrams are informative. 

3. Your comment: “We do not see value in adding the proposed deployment diagram.”

In INP#326R01, I have listed the needs for and the benefits of adding the MSS Client to the EVVM capable device in more details than we discussed in the Vancouver meeting.

4. Your comment: “In fact we have concerns in issues that may be caused if an MSS client accesses VMs in the MSS directly and bypass the EVVM Server.”

I would like to know what specific issues may be caused by this proposed deployment option to be in an appendix of the AD document.
Having received no further comments, the CR has been re-submitted partially incorporating RIM’s comment as explained below.
RIM’s comments: “The agreement in Berlin was that while this deployment option is a valid scenario, we leave this deployment option out from the specification (it''s not in the scope) - the direct access is specified in the CPM Enabler, we need not mention it. If there''s anything to be captured in our specification, then it''s this very decision. I expected deployment drawings rather than an updated architecture figure with text like this: The OMA EVVM specification does not impose any restriction on accessing the message storage by other means. For example, it can be accessed via the Message Storage Client defined in [OMA CPM]. Having written down the proposal above, I realize that it is completely trivial, and therefore, not needed.”
ALU’s reply: The main purpose of this CR is to include the proposed deployment option in an appendix. RIM’s comment states it can be done by an updated architecture figure with their proposed text. But, they further state that this deployment is trivial, hence no need for documenting it. While this author accept the proposed text from RIM, believes that triviality is a relative concept to different school of thoughts. Therefore, with partial agreement with RIM’s comment, this revised version has been submitted. The revision includes removal of the Figure 12.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None.
4 Intellectual Property Rights

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

5 Recommendation

All proposed changes are presented in Section 6 below. It is recommended that the EVVM group reviews and agrees to the proposed changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Revision to Appendix D. Additional Information
D.3
Deployment Options

D3.1
Voicemail storage client in EVVM device

The OMA EVVM specification does not impose any restriction on directly accessing the EVVM stand-alone voicemail storage by other means. For example, as an alternative and optional deployment to Figure 2 of Section 6.2, the CPM Message Storage  can be to access it via the Message Storage Client defined in [OMA CPM] residing in the EVVM device. In this section, a voicemail storage deployment is provided using the CPM Message Storage model. It offers this optional deployment version as shown in  Figure 11.
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Figure 11 – Depiction of the optional deployment in the OMA EVVM logical architecture
With this deployment, an EVVM capable device will be able to support the EVVM user for accessing her/his voicemail storage objects without necessarily having to establish an EVVM voicemail service session.  
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