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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-REL-2006-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

· Submitters are encouraged, but not required, to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible

· Marked up versions of the document can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.

RC doc are internal docs and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.
2. Review Comments

2.1 <doc ref>

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	3/3/07
	E
	3.2

CPM Thread
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: Stored representation of a CPM Conversation. A CPM Thread stored in a specific user’s storage is limited to the exchanges in which this storage-owning CPM user has participated. (Will there be default storage for users provided by operators where threads will be stored. If no default storage is available what happens to CPM threads?)
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A002
	3/3/07
	E
	3.2

CPM Group Session
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: Adding the term “CPM” in front of Group
Proposed Change: A CPM Session established for a Pre-defined CPM Group or Ad-hoc CPM Group.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A003
	3/3/07
	E
	3.2

CPM Session History
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: Definition without the content part is not very clear
Proposed Change: Stored representation of the content exchanged during a CPM Session.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A004


	3/3/07
	E
	3.2

CPM Service Provider (CPM SP
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: User may not be proper. Since users can be legacy as well.
Proposed Change: A service provider that offers the CPM service to his CPM subscribers.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A005


	3/3/07
	E
	3.2

CPM Service Provider domain
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: Users may not be appropriate word.
Proposed Change: The domain of the CPM Service Provider that offers the CPM service to his CPM Subscribers.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A006
	3/3/07
	E
	3.2

Preferred Communication Mode
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: “may communicate with others” does not seem to very clear.
Proposed Change: Information on the way the CPM user wishes to be communicated with. This information can be a combination of:
· Media  forms (e.g. text, voice, video file) taken from a subset of service capabilities of the device

· Conversational modes (i.e. Message or Session)

The Preferred Communication Mode is set by the CPM user on a per device basis.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A007
	3/3/07
	E
	3.3


	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: Add ANI to the abbreviation list
Proposed Change: Add ANI to the abbreviation list
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A008
	3/3/07
	E
	4

Item 1, bullet #3
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: 
o
Handling of multiple addresses on multiple devices (this needs to be clarified. Does it mean that multiple addresses are supported on multiple devices simultaneously? E.g. A user has two Devices D1 and D2 and has two addresses, A1 and A2. Now should A1 and A2 both be affiliated to D1 and D2. So any message coming in for A1 will be delivered to both D1 and D2 and any message coming in for A2 will also be delivered to D1 and D2.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A009
	3/3/07
	E
	5.2.8


	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: 5.2.8
Alternative flow (This alternate flow does not differentiate much if at all, from steps 21-25 in section 5.2.7 

Proposed Change: Delete section 5.2.8
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A010
	3/3/07
	T
	5.2.10
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: Alice has only one device (her mobile handset) enabled for CPM and she receives a message from Bob with a large jpeg image which is displayed on the device as a thumbnail (this is not clear, why only thumb nail of the image is presented on the mobile device. If displaying thumb nails on the mobile device was Alice’s preference then it would have been ok. ). Instead of viewing the entire message, Alice forwards the message and attachment to her email account and downloads the entire image and contents as an email from her laptop. (Alice could have the original message in her network storage according to her preference or alternate delivery address)
Proposed Change: Alice has only one device (her mobile handset) enabled for CPM and she receives a message from Bob with a large jpeg image which is displayed on the device according to the device capabilities. Instead of viewing the entire message, Alice forwards the message and attachment to her email account and downloads the entire image and contents as an email from her laptop.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A011
	3/3/07
	E
	5.5.5

Bullet #6
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

1. Comment: Carol thinks that the meeting would be useful also for David, and decides to invite him, but the invitation gets rejected. (A reason why the invitation to David was rejected would be helpful)
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A012
	3/3/07
	E
	5.5.6

Bullet #6
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

1. Comment: After Alice’s presentation Alice as a moderator gives the floor (to speak) to Bob. (Remove “(to speak)”. By having it, it is more confusing and restrictive. Because getting floor may be “to speak” as well as sharing media and other things.)

Proposed Change: After Alice’s presentation Alice as a moderator gives the floor to Bob.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A013
	3/3/07
	E
	5.6.5

Bullet #6 
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: Alice has set her preferences so that Alice's CPM system stores Bob's message (clarification needed: does Alice has a preference for storing incoming messages from a particular address or just store any incoming message?)  in Alice's network-based storage in the CPM Service Provider domain.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A014
	3/3/07
	E
	5.6.5 Bullet 3
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: e.g. is not proper
Proposed Change: Bob's CPM system then verifies that Bob has the rights (i.e. Bob has enough credit on his account) to submit this message, and forwards the message to Alice's CPM system.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A015
	3/3/07
	E
	5.6.5 bullet 16
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The intent of the sentence “download a preview” is not very clear. It can become an implementation issue.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A016
	3/3/07
	E
	5.6.7 bullet 5
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: bullet 5 refers to move all Bob’s messages, this could be confusing.
Proposed Change: Alice requests to move all Bob’s messages that were exchanged within last three days …. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A017
	3/3/07
	E
	5.6.9 bullet 6
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: in bullet 6, the “share” is not clear. It could mean that John owns a folder and should share the folder with Alice. But the rest of the text in 6, 7, 8 suggests that Alice is giving John permission. If this is the case then there is no difference between this case and the one in bullet 1.)
Proposed Change: The use case of sharing with John should be removed or reworded to John providing permissions to Alice for one oh his picture folder.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A018
	3/3/07
	E
	5.72
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: Description for Peter could be simplified
Proposed Change: A non-CPM user 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A019
	3/3/07
	E
	5.7.2.1
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The first two sentences can have improved English.
Proposed Change: Mary should be able to communicate with Peter for immediate and store/forward messages.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A020
	3/3/07
	E
	5.7.2.1
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The first sentence for Peter is not relevant to CPM. The second sentence could cleaned up as well.
Proposed Change: Remove the sentence that talks about Peter can interact with others.

Second sentence could be reworded to “Peter should be able to communicate (message exchange) with Mary.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A021
	3/3/07
	E
	5.6.8 bullet 8
	Source: Mubashir Mian

From: <INP doc>

Comment: “keep” is not appropriate
Proposed Change: replace “keep” with “store”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A022
	3/3/07
	T
	5.7.6
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: It is not appropriate to state “Upon selecting the send Option”. It is too UI specific and some one could take it as an direct implementation guideline.
Proposed Change: Mary selects Peter from the address book and send an invitation. Mary’s CPM device submits the invitation to the CPM system within Mary’s CPM service provider domain.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A023
	3/3/07
	E
	5.7.7 bullet 1
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: Avoid using UI implementation specific language.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A024
	3/3/07
	E
	5.7.9
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: It is not clear if the sender here is only intended for CPM user. We cannot control legacy implementation so it cannot imply for legacy clients.
Proposed Change: The CPM user should not have to select exact message delivery technology.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A025
	3/3/07
	T
	5.12.5
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: This use case is not making much sense for an IM like invites. The experience is getting more complicated then if the user would just send a short text message and mark it urgent. The use case may have been ok for voice call termination that needs to terminate into a Voicemail box. 
Proposed Change: Either reword the use case for Voice call or remove the use case all together. We should avoid unnecessary complexity in specifications that could be asked of client vendors to be developed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A026
	3/3/07
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The numbering scheme should be corrected.
Proposed Change: 5.1.7 should be 5.12.6
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A027
	3/3/07
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The second sentence “Clients should pre-fetch lengthy audio or video message content or make it available on a streaming basis” should be removed. No relevance to the use case.
Proposed Change: remove the second sentence
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A028
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.1

CPM-HLF-006
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The term “privacy indication” is not very clear. One example such as not forwarding does not clearly tells the entire scope of what else may be intended from this term.
Proposed Change: Please clearly define the term “privacy indicators” and the boundaries of what this means to have clear direction for client implementation.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A029
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.1

CPM-HLF-007
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The term “priority indication” is not clearly defined. If priority is high, does it mean it will be ahead of the queue on the server for delivery or it just needs to arrive at the client and the client displays to the user this message is market high priority.
Proposed Change: Define what the term “priority indication” and the intent for what the clients/server should be thinking from implementation perspective. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A030
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.1

CPM-CONV-024
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The CPM enabler SHOULD provide a possibility for CPM user to use different pseudonyms in different CPM Group Sessions. Is the intent of this requirement that a CPM user can have multiple pseudonyms?
Proposed Change: The CPM enabler SHOULD support multiple pseudonyms per user/address and the CPM enabler SHOULD allow the user to use different pseudonyms in different CPM sessions.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A031
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.1

CPM-CONV-025
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The last part of the sentence could be a separate requirement independent of this requirement.
Proposed Change: Remove “if not currently banned by the group moderator” from the requirement. Add new requirement with the following text: “A banned CPM user SHALL not be able to join a CPM Group session”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A032
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.1.

CPM-CONV-031
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: Add a few commas and re order she/he.

Proposed Change: The CPM enabler SHALL allow a CPM user to retrieve from his/her CPM enabler, the list of CPM Sessions he / she participates in and of all CPM Group Sessions, he/she is subscribed to as well as their related Media .

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A033
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.1.

CPM-CONV-034
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: What is the use case for when a sender modifies or wants to modify a continuous media session and the recipient of the session does not accept the modification. This use case needs to be spell out clearly. What if the user neither accepts nor rejects (no action) then what happens to the sender modifications. What if one user accepts and one user rejects etc.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A034
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.1

CPM-CONV-035
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: May be this requirement needs some qualification to allow for very low tier CPM devices.
Proposed Change: The CPM enabler SHALL allow CPM user to handle several CPM sessions in parallel according to the device capabilities.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A035
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.1

CPM-CONV-038
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: including CPM sessions in a conversation is not a very clear idea from a use case perspective. Users are often interested in messages and content. In addition, It is possible for user to have empty sessions and then it can potentially be confusing to the user.
Proposed Change: The CPM enabler SHALL provide the means to recognize CPM Messages/content as part of a CPM Conversation.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A036
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.1

CPM-CONV-039


	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The term “CPM Session Histories” is not very clear from message threading concept perspective. It is not clearly understood what session histories will have as data that will be applicable to a message threading concept.
Proposed Change: remove session histories from the requirement
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A037
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.1

CPM-CONV-040

CPM-CONV-039
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: It is not clear from 040 requirement that if the device will need to generate a local live threaded view. If it is expected that the client generates a local threaded view then it may be important to specify the relationship of the locally generated threaded view and locally generated thread history to that of the server generated threaded view and thread history. This is important because of the synchronization function to synch all the threads with network storage.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A038
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.2

CPM-DEF-006
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The use case for this requirement is not very clear. If the user is able to request extension of the expiry time why don’t the user just get the message. At least download it to the user network storage.
Proposed Change: Either explain the use case for this requirement or remove the eequirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A039
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.3
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: “well before” in the requirement statement may not be appropriate wording as it may run into implementation details issues.
Proposed Change: The CPM enabler MAY support informing group members about the intended CPM Group Sessions before the CPM Group Session starts. The criteria for informing user SHALL be according user preferences e.g. inform 15, 30, 60 mins etc. in advance of the Group Session.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A040
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.3

CPM-GRP-008
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The CPM enabler MAY allow definition of different roles for group members, e.g., a moderator and host of the CPM Group Session. These roles and the authority that goes with these roles is not clear. Please clarify the roles and the authority that goes with these roles.
Proposed Change: either define a finite number of roles and their authority or remove the requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A041
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.3

CPM-GRP-012
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: Clarify requirement so only authorized CPM user can make modifications to membership rules for a pre-defined group.
Proposed Change: The CPM enabler SHOULD allow an authorized Principal to add, or modify, or delete set of membership rules for a CPM Pre-defined Group.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A042
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.5

CPM-MED-003
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The CPM enabler SHALL allow for user-initiated retrieval of temporary (please define temporary) stored discrete media. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A043
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.5

CPM-MED-004
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The CPM enabler SHALL provide the means to transfer a media (e.g. sound or video clip) which is immediately (this term is not clear from user behaviour perspective) played at the recipient end, if supported and enabled by the recipient user.
Does immediate in this context mean “automatic” e.g. like SMIL player. Please explain via use case.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A044
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.5

CPM-MED-010
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The CPM enabler SHALL allow CPM user to accept/reject a request for receiving continuous media. What is the behavior/impact of a rejection by the recipient, on the originator?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A045
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.5

CPM-MED-011
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>
Comment: The CPM enabler SHALL provide support to exchange continuous media in parallel (pararrel is not very clear in this context) between CPM users.

Need further explanation from a use case perspective.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A046
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.6

CPM-STOR-012
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: The CPM enabler SHALL allow the CPM user to download a preview (the term preview is not very clear from user behavior or implementation perspective) of media stored in his network-based storage in the CPM Service Provider domain.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A047
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.6

CPM-STOR-013
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: Does this requirement imply  that session histories are stored on the handset and that is why the user should get the capability to upload session histories to network storage. 

Will session history storage be a default behavior for the CPM server.

If session histories are to be stored on the handset, please provide details of what kind of data will be part of the session history that is stored on the handset.
Proposed Change: remove session histories from the requirement
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A048
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.6

CPM-STOR-021
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: I think this requirement will complicate the user experience in a general messaging client like a CPM client. I know email (IMAP) behaves this way but then people are used to this only for email not for MMS. Since sender of the message may be talking about the media in his text and user will receive the text first and without the media the text portion may not make much sense. Media could be inline and may not be coming in as attachment, these behaviors will unnecessary complicate the user experience and the client UI that goes with it. 
Proposed Change: Remove the requirement or phase it out.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A049
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.6.

CPM-STOR-022
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: Once we mention authorized principal then this part of the requirement “residing in storage space to which he has permission for access” becomes redundant.
Proposed Change: Remove “residing in storage space to which he has permission for access” from the requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A050
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.6

CPM-STOR-023


	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: (remove “at the same time” or move it to later phase. This will complicate UI experience without adding too much benefit)
Proposed Change: The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to give permission to other Principal(s) to access some media in user's network-based storage.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A051
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.7

CPM-MLD-010


	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: Available media on the device in the last part of the sentence is wage/not very clear.
Proposed Change: The CPM enabler SHALL provide CPM user with a mechanism to access/retrieve, from one of his/her devices, a list of his/her registered devices and. the media capability of that device.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A052
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.7

CPM-MLD-011
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: The CPM enabler SHALL provide CPM user with a mechanism to access/retrieve (this should also be clarified such as access and or retrieve), from one of his/her devices, a list of his/her counterpart’(s’) (this term is not very clear from use case perspective) registered device(s) and the available Media on them.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A053
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.7
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: The CPM enabler SHALL be able to synchronize all CPM Threads, a subset (the term “subset” from a use case perspective is not clear. Clarify the intended use case) of the CPM Threads, or a subset of stored CPM Messages / CPM Session Histories to all of the end-user’s devices, irrespective of on which device these messages are created (e.g. drafts) and/or received, depending on operator policies and/or end-user preferences and filtering-rules.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A054
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.7

CPM-MLD-014


	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: The CPM enabler SHALL allow a CPM user to simultaneously register a single CPM address on multiple CPM-enabled devices according to operator settings. (what will be the consequences of this for receiving VoIP calls. Where is the VoIP call delivered? Does the user have to declare different preferences for VoIP calls then message delivery?)

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A055
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.7

CPM-MLD-015
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: The recipient CPM user SHOULD be able to indicate the preference for which devices the message should be delivered to, and the CPM enabler SHALL take indicated preferences into account. (shall this preference be extended to VoIP calls as wells or we generally covering VoIP when we refer to a CPM message. Because an average user may not be able to understand this and thus could potentially have wrong settings such that all his VoIP calls can go to his laptop which may not be with the user all of the time)
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A056
	3/3/07
	E
	6.1.8 

CPM-MAD-007
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: The CPM enabler SHALL allow a CPM user to have a common network-based storage (e.g. Address Book, storage of media) for all or a subset of his/her CPM addresses. (Will this not offer complications for synchronization of data, threads, sessions, etc.? This means that the device will offer than single inbox and storage locations for messages, threads, etc. )

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>: 

	A057
	3/3/07
	T
	6.1.9

CPM-CAB-007
	Source: Mubashir Mian
From: <Inp doc>

Comment: All the user's CPM enabled devices SHALL have a consistent and common view of group memberships and Address Book structure. (what is consistent and common view? How can it be guaranteed if the user has multiple CPM devices from multiple vendors e.g. a phone, a laptop, a PDA etc. )
Proposed Change: Delete this requirement
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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