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1 Reason for Contribution

The current naming of CPM is likely to cause confusion inside OMA and later-on in the marketplace.
2 Summary of Contribution

CPM (Converged IP Messaging) is more than Messaging. As it includes an impressive list of other communication facilities, we propose to rename it to CPC (Converged IP Communication). 
3 Detailed Proposal

CPM started with the intention to harmonize todays diverging messaging experiences, to get over existing silos and to put this new messaging generation on top of an IP infrastructure. Also, the fixed and the mobile world should be converged.
From the onset, we however struggled with how to subsume PoC traffic under messaging. One can make the argument that PoC is kind of a series of voice messages distributed from a sender to a group of receivers. On the other hand, PoC is closer in nature to traditional voice conversations than it is to messaging.
As CPM intends to also support VoIP and Video-o-IP, we start to lose any relation to messaging. VoIP is an alternative technical means to set up a voice call between two or more parties. This is not messaging at all. Same applies to Video-o-IP.

We would also like to give a concrete example of how the term CPM leads to confusion and makes the resulting specs unclear and unwieldy: from the start of the requirements work we struggled with the term “CPM message”. Would it subsume non-message-like things like a streamed video? People argued that we would need an alternate term like “CPM stream”. While it is not entirely clear yet, if “stream” subsumes both uni-directional and bi-directional realtime multimedia traffic, it shows that we have something besides messaging – something of a distinctively different nature. Recently, Nortel and LogicaCMG came up with an encompassing contribution how to fix the issue, see http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/REQ/REQ-CPM/2007/OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0011R01-INP_Study_on_the_impact_of_alternate_message_definitions.zip . In this contribution a “CPM Message” is relegated to contain material of a discrete nature only, e.g., text, images, audio-clips or video-clips. A “CPM Stream” in contrast would contain material of a “continuous” nature, be it unidirectional like a streamed video or bidirectional like a VoIP call. As it is cumbersome to always say “a CPM Message and/or a CPM Stream” in situations where both apply, the authors argue “that for greater flexibility, it is preferable two have two distinct definitions depending on the media nature (continuous vs. discrete) and a general overarching term to cover both types of communication.” (Note the prominent use of “communication”). So, they introduce the term “CPM Communication” to denote “a CPM Stream or a CPM Message”. 
Now we arrived at a point where Converged IP Messaging consists of an exchange of Converged IP Messaging Communications, which can bei either be Converged IP Messaging Streams or Converged IP Messaging Messages. While we highly appreciate the meticulous work of the authors, the situation has become unbearable. Basically, besides the overly long names, we now say that “Converged IP Messaging Streams” are no messages (though it is statet in the name) while “Converged IP Messaging Messages” are messages indeed (and we say it twice to hammer this home ()

Renaming CPM to CPC in contrast, would allow us to use a more appropriate wording like, for example, CPC conversations (or sessions or whatever) to exist of exchange of CPC streams and CPC messages. 
As we look into the future and consider the potential CPM has, we see a multitude of applications that could benefit from what we are defining now. One striking example is Multimedia Conferencing. Adding features like sharing of documents, whiteboarding and, voting to CPM would enable Conferencing. CPM’s architecture - as we envision it today - would be a good base to enable such advanced functionality.
Taking all this together, it should be clear that the original idea of integrating messaging experiences leads us to design a system which is capable and intended to do much more. So, the more general term “Converged IP Communication” would be more appropriate. If we would however keep the term messaging to subsume many important non-messaging experiences, we would set false expectations, mislead discussions both in OMA and in the public, as well as to unnecessarily restrict its success in the marketplace then as people would not see the wealth of its applicability.
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

Discuss and adopt the proposal. 
If adopted, the corresponding permanent documents (RD and AD drafts) would need to be changed accordingly. The author would be willing to bring corresponding CRs in a short timeframe. 
Forapolis would need to take care of adapting the portal.
We do not see a need to change the WID but would be open to discussion.










NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES (WHETHER EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) ARE MADE BY THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE OR ANY OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE MEMBER OR ITS AFFILIATES REGARDING ANY OF THE IPR’S REPRESENTED ON THE “OMA IPR DECLARATIONS” LIST, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE ACCURACY, COMPLETENESS, VALIDITY OR RELEVANCE OF THE INFORMATION OR WHETHER OR NOT SUCH RIGHTS ARE ESSENTIAL OR NON-ESSENTIAL.

THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE IS NOT LIABLE FOR AND HEREBY DISCLAIMS ANY DIRECT, INDIRECT, PUNITIVE, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THE USE OF DOCUMENTS AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENTS.

USE OF THIS DOCUMENT BY NON-OMA MEMBERS IS SUBJECT TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE USE AGREEMENT (located at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/UseAgreement.html) AND IF YOU HAVE NOT AGREED TO THE TERMS OF THE USE AGREEMENT, YOU DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE, COPY OR DISTRIBUTE THIS DOCUMENT.

THIS DOCUMENT IS PROVIDED ON AN "AS IS" "AS AVAILABLE" AND "WITH ALL FAULTS" BASIS.

© 2007 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 2)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-InputContribution-20070101-I]

© 2007 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 2 (of 2)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-InputContribution-20070101-I]

