Doc# OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0078-INP_Oracle_CPM_RD_Review_Comments[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Review Contribution

Doc# OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-2007-0078-INP_Oracle_CPM_RD_Review_Comments
Review Report


Review Contribution
	Title:
	CPM RD V1.0 Review Comments from Oracle
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Material Being Reviewed:
	OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D 

	Submission Date:
	3 March 2007

	Source:
	Stéphane H. Maes, Oracle,
stephane.maes@oracle.com
Ph: +1-203-300-7786

	Attachments:
	n/a
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Replaces:
	n/a


1. Instructions
OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-DI is open for review.
2. Review Comments

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1
	2007.03.03
	T
	1
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why is the scope limited to “interworking to enable future IP-based messaging services to interwork with other, non-CPM based, Messaging Services (e.g. SMS, MMS)” but does not say anything about email, IM, and fax 9or even voice/video message?
Proposed Change: 
Suggest either: (1) The group clarifies and motivates the reasons
Or
(2 - better) example list includes such messaging channels.
Or 

(3) If it is assumed that (some of ) these examples are covered in IPbased messaging services it would be great to mention which ones list them there and list the others as part of the example (e.g. SMS, MMS, …).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	2
	2007.03.03
	T
	1
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: What does it mean to “provide a a converged messaging capability focussing on the user experiences provided with the following services:

-
Text messaging enabled services. SMS, IMPS, SIMPLE IM, Email, MMS

-
Voice-enabled services: PoC, VoIP

-
Video-enabled service: Video-o-IP” .
Is it interworking? Is it reproducing the features? Is it reproducing the capability (i.e redefining email, …)
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase to select some of the options in comment above: provide features, provide same capability, provide interworkung [then define well somewhere] or something else and for which one of the messaging system is it what aspect.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	3
	2007.03.03
	T
	1
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why is there no mention of XMPP? 
Proposed Change: 

Mention IM XMPP


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	4
	2007.03.03
	T
	1
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 

Potential issue based on previous comment. 

If the intent is to reproduce the capability of some of the existing protocols on IP, one should be very clear that some of these exist by definition on IP (e.g. email, VoIP/voicechat, IPTV/Video chat, IM (SIMPLE or XMPP based)). These are clearly IP based. One would hope that the intention is not to simply reproduce the work of such solution, but instead take advantage of them and integrate them into an appropriate interworking scheme and not a re-specification of the same capabilities…

To aim at building new specifications that competes or compete with the existing messaging channels for the same capabilities is to be absolutely avoided and is in our view not an acceptable approach.
Proposed Change: 

Clarify clearly in the scope what is the intent and in particular agree to a statement that:

“The intent of CPM is by no means to reproduce or replace existing IP based messaging capabilities but to provides way to ensure interworking across these messaging systems and availability of the different messaging channels in IP networks (i.e. to send or receive message in these channels from an all IP network).


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	5
	2007.03.03
	T
	1
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: what is Video-o-IP? The notation or terminology is not conventional. 
Proposed Change: 

Add references (see after), acronym but also define or position versus Video chat, Video on Demand, Video telephony etc…


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	6
	2007.03.03
	T
	2
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Its seems that all the messaging channels / mechanisms for example described in section 1, should have proper references in this section so that we clearly know what is meant for example by IM, VoIP, Video-o-IP,…
Proposed Change: 

Add references for these services or any other messaging service referred to in the document,,,


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	7
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 

Definition of Ban: what does it mean to “attend”? Does it mean that we are talking of chat / conferences? Is it in another context: like lack listed for a messaging service or a target?
Proposed Change: 

Unable to provide suggestion. Clarification needed.

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	8
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2 
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The definition of CPM enabler is problematic: it still does not tell us what  it is. What is convergence of end user communication services experience.

Proposed Change: 

Define it as: CPM enabler: OMA enabler that exposes converged IP messaging capability over IP.

Add a definition of converged messaging over IP like (to be done by WG): capability to send or receive any type of multimedia messages or stream on IP networks as well as to other messaging channel via interworking.

Interworking should be defined too.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	9
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2 
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The definition of CPM service is problematic: Service is out of scope of OMA, i.e. not standardized by OMA. 

Proposed Change: 

Define as an application that uses the CPM Enabler.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	10
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 

Definition of Non-CPM Messaging Service: what is the difference between pre-existing and other. The others are pre-existing also …
Proposed Change: 

Fix definition. Don’t categrorize
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	11
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2

	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  Definition of Non-CPM Messaging Service: What is the intent of (fixed) in front of SMS and MMS. Why not mobile also?
Proposed Change: 

Removethe distinction.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	12
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: CPM Message: it seems that the usage of discrete is unclear or possibly ambiguous. 
Proposed Change: 

Change terminology, add definition or re-phrase
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	13
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: CPM Message/ Continuous media. Distinction does not seem as clear as one my thing. A continuous session is starts end ends. As such it is also a discrete message…
It seems that continuous media is bounded by a CPM session and therefore discrete across sessions (especially as finite in time)…

Are the definitions supposed to overlap or refer to different concepts? Are these mutually exclusive categories?

Proposed Change: 

The group should answer and fix appropriately by indicating in the definitions if they are mutually exclusives or not as well as relating continuous to session…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	14
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2

	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Moderated CPM Group Session has an editor’s note. This is to be removed for formal review. 
The nature of the note implies that the decision on how the issue is resolved will require in our opinion a new formal review! These are open issues not reviewed by the membership as proposed.

Proposed Change: Address editor’s note and remove.
Upon completion of RDRR and RD and new formal review is to take place!
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	15
	2007.03.03
	
	3.2

	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Definition of CPM User: To have access is irrelevant… What doe sit mean? Either the intention is to say it uses it or that it is authorized to use it. The former should be defined (i.e. do I send, do I receive, do I do other things?). The latter seems out of scope as set by SP policies for the CPM service not the enabler…
Proposed Change: 

Clarify based on suggestions above

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	16
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Definition of media. 
1) Does it match IETF definitions?

2) How doe sit relates to CPM messages, continuous media and CPM conversations

Proposed Change: refer to IETF (if appropriate) and relate to other definitions.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	17
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Definition of Deferred Message: why stored in network. It can also be stored in enabler or service… 
Proposed Change: Remove “in the network” at the beginning of the definition and replace “from the network” by “from the store where the message has been stored” at the end.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	18
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Definition of Preferred Communication Mode should probably include communication channels (e.d. SMS, MMS, email), possibly to be defined 
Proposed Change: 

Add as suggested and define communication channel as the existing communication mechanisms with which interworking is provided including CPM channel…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	19
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Definition of Preferred Communication Model. We can imagine other criteria based on presence, location, time calendar etc…
Proposed Change: Add some text allowing that like: the list is not exhaustive. Preference may also relate preferences to criteria like to…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	20
	2007.03.03
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Definition of Preferred Communication Mode: “The Preferred Communication Mode is set by the CPM user on a per device basis.” Seems a requirement, not a definition.
Proposed Change: remove from definition and add requirement is none present on this.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	21
	2007.03.03
	E
	3.3
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: As pointed out many acronyms are missing. 

Proposed Change:
Assign editor to take a pass at all the missing acronyms and define them in 3.3.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	22
	2007.03.03
	T
	4

	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: While deferred and immediate messaging are clearly different experiences, session based, duplex and half duplex seems quite different and not a way to characterize the range of what CPM seems to address. We believe a better definition of convergence + interwoking should be provided in this first paragraph
Proposed Change:
The WG should provide a better description. The reviewers can’t exactly figure it out based on proposed text so far…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	23
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1

GRP-007


	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why calling out just OMA enablers such as Presence [OMA Presence] and XDM [OMA XDM? These are in fact not really messaging enablers nor especially SIP based (XDM)… yes interaction takes place but based on the text given so far only because some other messaging enabler rely on them. The definition of preference for example did not refer to presence. So while we would expect that indeed decisions on what channel to select etc may be presence based we would recommend that when referring to it for the first time we explicitly state how presence and XDM are used/interacted with if not through other non mentioned enablers.
Proposed Change:
Add more messaging enabler and explain why XDM/presence 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	24
	2007.03.03
	T
	4

	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: define interworking in “To achieve maximum connectivity between end-users and then enable a seamless transition from existing messaging services to Converged IP Messaging, it interworks with other, non-CPM based messaging systems.”
Proposed Change: Provide explanation or possibly refer to messaging interworking  or…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	25
	2007.03.03
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: In“To achieve maximum connectivity between end-users and then enable a seamless transition from existing messaging services to Converged IP Messaging, it interworks with other, non-CPM based messaging systems.”, it seems frankly inappropriate to state “then enable a seamless transition”. CPM is a new messaging channel that will interwork with others. One would hope that the RD does not imply that for example the goal of CPM would be to replace email??? There is no communication system more IP ready than email!
Proposed Change: 

Remove the words or tone done (e.g. state that CPM will allow users to move from using one communication channel to another more easily.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	26
	2007.03.03
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: In conversation handling, it is not clear if conversations are sometimes going cross channels. Again probably because of the lack of a concept of channel well introduced.
Proposed Change: 

Define / introduce concept of channel as proposed above. Explain if a conversation combines channels but stick to the same channels or if it is possible that for example a conversation involves two channels where sent information is sent in one channel but response are received I another. Or is the model such that CPM will ensure that responses come in same channels as initial information was sent?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	27
	2007.03.03
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Presence Support: “While CPM has to provide the needed support for Presence”: what does it mean?
Proposed Change: 

Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	28
	2007.03.03
	T
	4

	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Presence support: “the invocation of the service itself does not require the presence service of necessity, and does not mandate an always-on condition for the CPM users”. What does it mean? The text so far has not said anything about how presence would be sued and for what/ the sentence seems incorrect in English and missing first some detailed on what one should expect to use presence for..
Proposed Change: 

Explain and fix sentence.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	29
	2007.03.03
	T
	4

	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Item 6: explain interworking.
Proposed Change: 

Define or provide reference and provide some details on what is meant and how it is expected to work from a  user or SP point of view.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	30
	2007.03.03
	T
	4

	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not limit to storage to network. It can be at the sending or receiving end or in specific channels.
Proposed Change: 

Remove the notion of “network storage”. Just allow storage by the enabler or service as well as in the involved channels.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	31
	2007.03.03
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Bullet 8: What is ANI? Why not just state that there is an I0 interface that can be used by applications. It is the SP policies / binding or deployment model that determines if only local / in domain or 3rd party applications can use.
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase to as above. Remove ANI (or other wise define and it should be compatible with the comment we made above).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	32
	2007.03.03
	T
	4 – figure 1
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Figure 1 does not contain any useful information not contained in the definitions. It also does not explain anything and the caption is the same as the ext in body!
Proposed Change: 

Remove figure or add a paragraph that details what is to be inferred from the picture. It should explain the concepts and why they are important!
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	33
	2007.03.03
	T
	4.1 – Figure 2
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 

There is not explanation of the figure.
Proposed Change: 

Add a detailed explanation of the concepts!.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	34
	2007.03.02
	T
	4.1 – Figure 2
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Shouldn’t it be possible that a user be both using CPM and non-CM channels?
Proposed Change: 

Explain and add to figure.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	35
	2007.03.03
	T
	4.1 – Figure 2
	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: What is the notion of CPM home service. Please define. Note that it should allow CPM services to be offered in a particular IP domain (e.g. enerprise, ISP, …) not just a mobile operator home network…
Proposed Change: 

Update figure or to remove home CPM domain and base it on the notion of IP domain or define the notions while remaining compatible with caveat in comment.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	36
	2007.03.03
	T
	5.2.7

	Source: Oracle
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Steps 3/12 9and any other of the same type) is out of scope of an OMA enabler. It is set by SP policies and or the service.
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase to make sure it is not implied that it is the CPM enabler that does this (i.e. the state the CPM service)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	37
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-001

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: What does it mean and integrated user experience? The qualification is not actionable it mentions  things should be involved
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase to clearly state what relates to enabler requirements and drop what are UI requirements (out of scope) or service requirements (out of scope). The requirement may have to be broken into what is really required on the enabler.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	38
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-002


	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: It may affect other messaging services that are CPM aware… It MUST NOT affect the enablers or resources that support other communications channels when interworking is involved. Also this is when there is interworking. This is to be added as a qualification..
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase as MUST NOT about messaging enabler or channels that are interworking with CPM (i.e. not about services).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	39
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-003

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not limit the list… At least calendar, time, sender (when receiving) , recipient (when sending), presence etc must be included. 
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase as a open list that must at the minimum include the one mentioned + above and can be extended..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	40
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-004/5

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Shouldn’t there be a generic URI scheme for other channels? 
Proposed Change: 

Add a requirement for other channels to interwork with.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	41
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-006/7

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Shouldn’t there be a requirement stating how these are handled (acted upon / preserved) with interworking? 
Proposed Change: 

Add requirements accordingly.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	42
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-007

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define or explain priority 
Proposed Change: 

Address
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	43
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-008

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Shouldn’t there be a requirement stating how these are handled (acted upon / preserved) with interworking? 
Proposed Change: 

Add requirements accordingly.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	44
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-009

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Are there requirements on how CPM addresses are to relate to a user, channel, device etc..
Proposed Change: 

Add requirements to explain if there are suc assumptions otherwise add a requirement that states that address may be different for each …and CPM MUST be able to support that
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	45
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-010

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Shouldn’t there be then a requirement that states that CPM MUST be able to reject messages based on preferences. Are there other CPM behavior expected in such cases?
Proposed Change: 

Add requirements to explain / address the above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	46
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-011

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define profile
Proposed Change: 

Add text / definition or reference to profile before having such a requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	47
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1 - CPM-HLF-011

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why store
Proposed Change: 

Remove store just state define and process/use.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	48
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-001/002

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why SHOULD. It sems to be a MUST
Proposed Change: 

Use SHALL.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	49
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-003

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define notification and how it relates to the rest. It seems that this is first part of a bigger requirements which is that CPM enabler must support / include a notification based scheme where the enabler allows a component to be made aware of en event so that it immediately can act on it (see for example MEM enabler). If that is the case such requiremenst are to be added and it is important to state if:
· This is a MUST or not

· Define notifications in definition sections
· Define if there are restrictions on the notion of notifications

· Explain how expected to relate to sessions, messages etc…

· How does it relate to the notion of invitation etc..
Proposed Change: 

Address by updating requirement based on comment
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	50
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-004

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Requirement needs to be fixed based on comments made earlier
Proposed Change: 

-Remove “(e.g. not registered in the home network)”

- Replace “in user’s network-based storage” by “at a specific location” or in a specific way”

Also consider adding a requirement that states that CPM MUST enforce these preferences…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	51
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-008

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define validity period
Proposed Change: 

Address as mentioned
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	52
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-010

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Are there no privacy caveats like the user may not want the sender to know he has rejected just that it failed etc…
Proposed Change: 

Address question via clarification of requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	53
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-011

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Not clear! This is probably related to the need to define what is desired / meant by notification. Otherwise the invite was already a notification…
Proposed Change: 

Add a definition of invitation in definition sections that relates to session etc…

Add an explanation of notification versus invitation + clarify requirement
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	54
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-015/016

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The requirements contain an editor’s note. This is to be removed for formal review. 

The nature of the note implies that the decision on how the issue is resolved will require in our opinion a new formal review! These are open issues not reviewed by the membership as proposed.

Proposed Change: Address editor’s notes and remove. 
Upon completion of RDRR and RD and new formal review is to take place!
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	55
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-019/20

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why just SP policies. Are we assuming that the CPM group then reflects the users preferences? Who set up the group? I would assume that users can setup groups and define that. 

How do policies relate to preferences etc. It seems that a discussions of policies is needed and differs from preferences etc…
Proposed Change: 

Clarify requirement. Add requirement on users being able to create groups and defines such settings. Define and add requirements that CPM enforces these settings / policies / preferences.

Change operator policies to policies (at the minimum to CPM Service provider policies)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	56
	2007.03.03
	E
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-025

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: red fonts
Proposed Change: 

Editor to fix color
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	57
	2007.03.03
	E
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-031

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: red fonts
Proposed Change: 

Editor to fix color
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	58
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-031

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  The requirements contain an editor’s note. This is to be removed for formal review. 

The nature of the note implies that the decision on how the issue is resolved will require in our opinion a new formal review! These are open issues not reviewed by the membership as proposed.

Proposed Change: Address editor’s notes and remove. 

Upon completion of RDRR and RD and new formal review is to take place!
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	59
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-036

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  The requirements contain an editor’s note. This is to be removed for formal review. 

The nature of the note implies that the decision on how the issue is resolved will require in our opinion a new formal review! These are open issues not reviewed by the membership as proposed.

Proposed Change: Address editor’s notes and remove. 

Upon completion of RDRR and RD and new formal review is to take place!
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	60
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-036

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  The requirement is unclear! What does it mean? Messages are delivered even if user does not want? Or they will be delivered later when he wants so it’s possible to send messages even if user not there or not available? We believe it means that message can be delivered when availability / presence makes it possible.
Proposed Change: Clarify and rephrase requirement. We suggest to consider the phrasing proposed I the comment.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	61
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-039

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  Is this a enabler or service / client UI requirement
Proposed Change: Clarify and remove if a service / client UI requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	62
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-040

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  The requirements contain an editor’s note. This is to be removed for formal review. 

Proposed Change: Address editor’s notes and remove. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	63
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-041

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  The requirements contain an editor’s note. This is to be removed for formal review. 

The nature of the note implies that the decision on how the issue is resolved will require in our opinion a new formal review! These are open issues not reviewed by the membership as proposed.

Proposed Change: Address editor’s notes and remove. 

Upon completion of RDRR and RD and new formal review is to take place!
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	64
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-041

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  Fix according to previous comments about home network versus domain.
Proposed Change: Remove (e.g. not registered in the home network)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	65
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-041

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  Can’t believe that reject the CM session is the only option.
Proposed Change: Remove the sub-buller / example or add more items (and state not exhaustive if you do not get the full list).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	66
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-042

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  This seems in conflict with CPM-CONV-036? 
Proposed Change: Clarify with respect to 036 and fix phrasing.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	67
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-043

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  Is this a enabler or service / client UI requirement
Proposed Change: Clarify and remove if a service / client UI requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	68
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1 - CPM-CONV-043

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  If kept based on previous comment it seems that this is hardly the only criteria to consider. View by sender, subject, threads, conversations etc should be considered.
Proposed Change: Clarify and address based on comment.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	69
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.2 - CPM-DEF-001/002 – Full section

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  Expiry is undefined
Proposed Change: Add definition in definition section and clarify requirement + add explanation. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	70
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.2 - CPM-DEF-005

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  what does “according to service provider settings” menas or bring?
Proposed Change: Remove words 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	71
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.2 - CPM-DEF-004/005

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  How do they relate?
Proposed Change: Remove 004,keep 005. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	72
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.2 - CPM-DEF-006

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  Can’t help wondering why the recipient would do that. If he knows about the message and can do the update why not get the message or redirect it somewhere where it can get it now… [Possibly with conversion to the channel]
Also if do that why do it for a message. If it is the case that a channel is needed and not available then why not do the extension for all message (deferred now and future – till changed or till the channel is available or use by the user..).

Proposed Change: Explain then update requirement to at least include the option above of  re-directing… Also add other aspects described above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	73
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.2 - CPM-DEF-007

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  Same comment as 72: why not also all current and future messages.
Proposed Change: Also add other aspects described above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	74
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.2 - CPM-DEF-008

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unclear. Who allows what? Clearly this is something that the user must be able to control!
Proposed Change: Fix requirement accordingly
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	75
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.3 - CPM- GRP-009


	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unclear. How does it relate to groups? What does it mean? Why real time? Do you mean continuous?  Floor control may apply also to discrete communications as defined by these guys…
Why media specific? For CPM as multiple channels are supported it seems that it’s generic in general and may be for some channels

Also one should make sure that floor control is not assumed solely to be conveyed as part of the media transport. Session control mechanism also work for that.
Proposed Change: Explain, define real time or better do not limit to real time or continuous. Move to another section (e.g. HLF).
Rephrase to state that CPM provide a mechanism to enable floor control across some or all channels.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	76
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.4 - CPM-PRS-001


	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unclear. What doe sit mean to “provide presence support for the CPM user”. Does it mean delegate to presence enabler or contributing to presence or using presence? For what?
Proposed Change: Clarify or remove 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	77
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.4 - CPM-PRS-002

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Except the last bullet the other bullets are unclear.
Is this a enabler or service / client UI requirement
Proposed Change: Explain requirements and update phrasing. 

Also, clarify and remove if a service / client UI requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	78
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.4 - CPM-PRS-003

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unclear. What is are the service capabilities? Please define or clarify requirements.
Proposed Change: Rephrase to explain and possibly add definitions in definition section.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	79
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.4 - CPM-PRS-004

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  The requirements contain an editor’s note. This is to be removed for formal review. 

The nature of the note implies that the decision on how the issue is resolved will require in our opinion a new formal review! These are open issues not reviewed by the membership as proposed.

Proposed Change: Address editor’s notes and remove. 

Upon completion of RDRR and RD and new formal review is to take place!
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	80
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.4 - CPM-PRS-005

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  The requirements is on presence not CPM as far as we can tell

Proposed Change: Clarify or remove requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	81
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.4 and whole RD

	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  In general we believe that the use and value of presence for CPM and associated requirements are misunderstood and should be further detailed and specified. 

On the other hand we also believe that the model is mostly to use presence via a normal presence enabler client.

The main gap is in modeling presence aggregation across channels that may not provide presence support )(definitively not OMA presence aware). OMA presence enabler does not model yet well such aggregation.
Proposed Change: Further study is needed. Requirements on aggregation are needed. Clarification f other requirements are also needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	82
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 - CPM-MED-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Is this a statement of extensibility of the media type? Why not phrase it this way. That means being able to use any media type including introducing new ones and being bale to define / negotiate them.
Proposed Change: Phrase it this way
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	83
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: What is direct delivery
Proposed Change: Define direct delivery in definition sections and rephrase to clarify requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	84
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why is it limited to discrete media and not continuous?
Proposed Change: Remove restriction to discrete media.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	85
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 whole
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Discrete media is not defined. CPM message is defined.
Proposed Change: Add definition of discrete media in definition section.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	86
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-003
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why is it limited to discrete media and not continuous? A stream may also be stored (e.g. voice or video mail/message…)
Proposed Change: Remove restriction to discrete media.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	87
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-003
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why the qualification “temporary”
Proposed Change: Remove temporary.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	88
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: A discrete media can immediately be played also. It seems that the requirement is only about continuous media because of the examples
Proposed Change: Add example of playing a discrete message.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	89
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-005
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Should this be in general based on any preference or other policies (see previous comment on policies from user / service provider).
Proposed Change: Add generic policies to requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	90
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-006
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Notification seems to differ from notion of notification described in e.g. CPM-CONV-003.

Is this a notification or meta data added to the message / session?

What is expected properties of this information. How CPM using it? How is it used / preserved by channel when interworking takes place?
Proposed Change: Clarify and rephrase requirement. Ensure that no ambiguity between the concepts exists when the other type of notification is described in answer to comment to other notion.

Add requirements to answer questions above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	91
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-007
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: “etc” makes the requirement impossible to satisfy unambiguously…
Also do not limit to user to set the policies up.
Proposed Change: Remove etc. Rephrase to say that the CPM will apply any policy that defines how the message must be handled (how transformed, how tested, how processed) and give the rest as examples.

Add requirements that any authorized principal.  can specify these policies
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	92
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-008
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This is a design choice, not an appropriate requirement.
Proposed Change: Remove and rephrase to state that CPM must support negotiation of media types when multiples are possible

Add a similar negotiation requirement on channels to use.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	93
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-009
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: What about similar policies for certain session / message/media under certain conditions.
Proposed Change: Add a requirement that adapts proposal in 92 to add also that the policies may indicate what can not be done.

For current requirement 009, extend or duplicate to cover proposal of 92 for current message. 

For current 009 and proposal jin sentence just above: Is this done via meta data, API, outband? Add detail in same or other requirements
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	94
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-010
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limited to continuous media?
Proposed Change: Remove the restriction and extend to any session /message / invitation.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	95
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-011
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limited to continuous media?
Proposed Change: Remove the restriction and extend to any session /message / invitation.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	96
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 -CPM-MED-012
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Notification seems to differ from notion of notification described in e.g. CPM-CONV-003 and CPM-MED-006.

Is this a notification or meta data added to the message / session?

What is expected properties of this information. How CPM using it? How is it used / preserved by channel when interworking takes place?
Proposed Change: Clarify and rephrase requirement. Ensure that no ambiguity between the concepts exists when the other type of notification is described in answer to comment to other notion.

Add requirements to answer questions above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	97
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.5 –Editor’s note
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  There is an editor’s note. This is to be removed for formal review.  We agree with it though.

The nature of the note implies that the decision on how the issue is resolved will require in our opinion a new formal review! These are open issues not reviewed by the membership as proposed.

Proposed Change: Address editor’s notes and remove. 

Upon completion of RDRR and RD and new formal review is to take place!
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	98
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The requirements contain an editor’s note. This is to be removed for formal review. 

The nature of the note implies that the decision on how the issue is resolved will require in our opinion a new formal review! These are open issues not reviewed by the membership as proposed.

Proposed Change: Address editor’s notes and remove. 

Upon completion of RDRR and RD and new formal review is to take place!
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	99
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage
Also correct operator => service provider
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:
The CPM enabler SHALL provide user-specific storage for a CPM user’s address books to be available to the user via all those IP networks where connectivity is permitted by the CPM service provider and where the storage is located in.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	100
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage.
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow CPM user to delete a stored CPM Message locally on one of his registered devices and keep the stored CPM Message in storage for later retrieval using the same device.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	101
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why restricted to same device
Proposed Change: Remove words
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	102
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-003
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM service provider SHALL be able to determine the network access types which can be used by the user for retrieving a stored CPM Message from the user’s storage.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	103
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage
Also correct operator => service provider
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL be able to store 

•
CPM Messages

•
CPM Sessions into Session Histories

•
CPM Conversations into CPM Threads 

•
Media

in the user's storage in the CPM Service Provider domain according to the user's preferences and/or service provider's settings..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	104
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limited to service provider’s domain
Proposed Change: Remove the restriction.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	105
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-006
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL support access to all stored CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, media, etc. stored in the user's storage from any of the user's CPM capable devices.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	106
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-007
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage
Also correct operator => service provider
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The user's devices local storage SHALL be able to be automatically synchronized with the any other CPM user's storage designated and based on the user's preferences (e.g. filtering criteria) and/or service provider's settings.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	107
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-008
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage
Also correct operator => service provider
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM Enabler  SHALL  support  to the  synchronization (e.g. periodically and/or partially) of : 

· the stored CPM Messages or CPM Session Histories 
· the CPM Threads 
· the Media

· the  list of stored CPM Messages and/or CPM Session Histories and/or Media 

between the local storage of the CPM user’s device(s)  and any other CPM user's storage designated and based on the user's preferences  and/or the service provider’s settings.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	108
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-009
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow the CPM user to forward stored CPM Messages and CPM Session Histories stored in his designated CPM storage in the CPM Service Provider domain without previously downloading them to the device.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	109
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-009
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limited to service provider’s domain
Proposed Change: Remove the restriction.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	109
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-010
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow the CPM user to download all or part of a stored CPM Messages that is stored in his designated CPM storage either directly from a link or from a list of  stored CPM Messages.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	110
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-011
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow the CPM user to download media that is stored in his designated CPM storage either directly from a link or from a list of media.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	111
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-012
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow the CPM user to download a preview of media stored in his designated CPM in the CPM Service Provider domain.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	112
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-012
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limited to service provider’s domain
Proposed Change: Remove the restriction.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	113
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-013
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Also correct operator => service provider
Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow the CPM user to upload CPM Messages and CPM Session Histories to his designated CPM storage in the CPM Service Provider domain 

· automatically (e.g. when CPM Messages are received and sent), or

· manually

on the basis of user’s preferences (e.g. filtering criteria) and/or service provider’s settings.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	114
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-013
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limited to service provider’s domain
Proposed Change: Remove the restriction.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	115
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-014
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow the CPM user to upload media to his designated CPM storage in the CPM Service Provider domain.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	116
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-014
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limited to service provider’s domain
Proposed Change: Remove the restriction.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	117
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-015
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to create new folders in the designated CPM storage of the CPM Service Provider domain.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	118
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-015
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limited to service provider’s domain
Proposed Change: Remove the restriction.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	119
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-016
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to move 
· stored CPM Messages and CPM Session Histories, and/or

· CPM Threads 

· media

from one folder to another in the designated CPM user's storage of the CPM Service Provider domain.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	120
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-016
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limited to service provider’s domain
Proposed Change: Remove the restriction.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	121
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-017
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to delete
· stored CPM Messages and CPM Session Histories, and/or 

· CPM Threads 

· media

from the designated CPM user's storage of the CPM Service Provider domain.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	122
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-017
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limited to service provider’s domain
Proposed Change: Remove the restriction.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	123
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-018
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to access a list of 
· stored CPM Messages or CPM Session Histories, and/or

· CPM Threads 

· media

stored in the designated CPM user's storage that match with some specific criteria (e.g. recipient, originator, date, stored in a specific folder…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	124
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-020
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Operator > service provider

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow the CPM user select data (e.g., media) from his designated CPM storage (without downloading them to his device) and/or from his device’s storage and add them to a message. When the CPM user subsequently requests for the message to be sent, the CPM enabler SHALL be able incorporate into the message, any selected data from the designated CPM user’s storage (without downloading them to the sender’s CPM user’s device), according to user's preferences and/or service provider's settings.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	125
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-021
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow the CPM user to set his preferences to store media from incoming CPM Messages in his designated CPM storage and receive only CPM Messages including the link to access this media on his designated CPM storage.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	126
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-022
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The requirements contain an editor’s note. This is to be removed for formal review. 

The nature of the note implies that the decision on how the issue is resolved will require in our opinion a new formal review! These are open issues not reviewed by the membership as proposed.

Proposed Change: Address editor’s notes and remove. 

Upon completion of RDRR and RD and new formal review is to take place!
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	127
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-023
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to give permission to other Principal(s) to access some media in user's designated CPM storage, either at the time of upload or at a later time.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	128
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-024
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to give to other Principal(s) access and/or writing permission to a folder (i.e. CPM Messages and Media stored in it) in the user's designated CPM storage.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	129
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-025
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to manage (e.g. give/modify/revoke) the permissions associated to the media and folders in the user's designated CPM storage.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	130
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-026
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to set a deadline after which a sharing permission to the media and folders in his/her designated CPM storage will be revoked automatically.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	131
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-027
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to specify which permission attributes (e.g. read/write access, access deadline, list of Principals who have access permission) associated to the media and/or folders in the designated CPM storage can be shown to other Principals.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	132
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-028
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL be able to notify to a Principal that he/she has been given/modified/revoked permission to access some media or to access and/or write in a folder in another user’s designated CPM storage, and explain the way to do it if the permission has been given.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	133
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-030
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to access the media and folders (i.e. CPM Messages and Media stored in them) in another user's designated CPM storage for which the Principal has access permission
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	134
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-031
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an authorised Principal to upload media to folders in a CPM user's designated storage for which the Principal has writing permission.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	135
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-033
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL ensure that DRM rules are respected when a user gives permission to access media in his/her designated CPM storage.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	136
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-035
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL be able to send the storage overflow notification to user if the user’s designated CPM storage is closed to overflow or overflowed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	137
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -CPM-STOR-036
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL be able to manage as a whole (i.e. forward, delete, upload to the designated CPM storage) those CPM Messages and Session Histories stored as part of a CPM Thread.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	138
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -Whole
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: If to be used for example with enterprises, there is a need to either ensure that no storage takes place in specific domains and / or to control how storage takes place and expires in other domains. 

Proposed Change: Add a requirement that states that authorized principals MUST be able to designate CPM storage location


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	139
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -Whole
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: If to be used for example with enterprises, there is a need to either ensure that no storage takes place in specific domains and / or to control how storage takes place and expires in other domains. 

Proposed Change: Add a requirement that states that authorized principals MUST be able to forbid storage in specific domain / locations and ensure that this is the case.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	140
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.6 -Whole
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: If to be used for example with enterprises, there is a need to either ensure that no storage takes place in specific domains and / or to control how storage takes place and expires in other domains. 

Proposed Change: Add a requirement that states that authorized principals MUST be able to set policies on retention of data stored in a designated CPM storage. 


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	141
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define notification and how it relates to the rest. It seems that this is first part of a bigger requirements which is that CPM enabler must support / include a notification based scheme where the enabler allows a component to be made aware of en event so that it immediately can act on it (see for example MEM enabler). If that is the case such requirements are to be added and it is important to state if:

· This is a MUST or not

· Define notifications in definition sections

· Define if there are restrictions on the notion of notifications

· Explain how expected to relate to sessions, messages etc…

· How does it relate to the notion of invitation etc..
Proposed Change: 

Address by updating requirement based on comment
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	142
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We defined CPM service provider not operator

Settings of policies?
Proposed Change: 

Change operator to service provider

Change settings to policies
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	143
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We defined CPM service provider not operator

Settings of policies?
Proposed Change: 

Change operator to service provider

Change settings to policies
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	144
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define notification and how it relates to the rest. It seems that this is first part of a bigger requirements which is that CPM enabler must support / include a notification based scheme where the enabler allows a component to be made aware of en event so that it immediately can act on it (see for example MEM enabler). If that is the case such requirements are to be added and it is important to state if:

· This is a MUST or not

· Define notifications in definition sections

· Define if there are restrictions on the notion of notifications

· Explain how expected to relate to sessions, messages etc…

· How does it relate to the notion of invitation etc..
Proposed Change: 

Address by updating requirement based on comment
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	145
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-003
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We defined CPM service provider not operator

Settings of policies?
Proposed Change: 

Change operator to service provider

Change settings to policies
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	146
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We defined CPM service provider not operator

Settings of policies?
Proposed Change: 

Change operator to service provider

Change settings to policies
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	146
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define / explain user registration
Proposed Change: 

Re-phrase to detail or add definition in definition section + explanation.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	147
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-005
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define notification and how it relates to the rest. It seems that this is first part of a bigger requirements which is that CPM enabler must support / include a notification based scheme where the enabler allows a component to be made aware of en event so that it immediately can act on it (see for example MEM enabler). If that is the case such requirements are to be added and it is important to state if:

· This is a MUST or not

· Define notifications in definition sections

· Define if there are restrictions on the notion of notifications

· Explain how expected to relate to sessions, messages etc…

· How does it relate to the notion of invitation etc..
Proposed Change: 

Address by updating requirement based on comment
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	148
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-007
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define / explain user registration
Proposed Change: 

Re-phrase to detail or add definition in definition section + explanation.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	149
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-009
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why the restriction to continuous media
Proposed Change: 

Remove the restriction.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	150
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-010
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Use of registration seems to differ from CPM-MLD-004

Proposed Change: 

Reconcile across this requirement (CPM-MLD-004) and disposition of corresponding comment and the usage here..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	151
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-011
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Use of registration seems to differ from CPM-MLD-004

Proposed Change: 

Reconcile across this requirement (CPM-MLD-004) and disposition of corresponding comment and the usage here..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	152
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-012
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We defined CPM service provider not operator

Proposed Change: 

Change operator to service provider
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	153
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-013
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We defined CPM service provider not operator

Proposed Change: 

Change operator to service provider
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	154
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-014
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Use of registration seems to differ from previous requirements in this section
Proposed Change: 

Reconcile across the requirements with registration and disposition of corresponding comment and the usage here…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	155
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-015
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why not other policies here
Proposed Change: 

Extend requirements to any policies that may decide this.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	156
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- CPM-MLD-016
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We defined CPM service provider not operator

Proposed Change: 

Change operator to service provider
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	157
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.7- Whole
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Can devices be used simultaneously or sequentially (e.g. multi-device or multi-modal (voice and GUI) interactions)?

OMA has MMMD enabler…

The discussion covers tehse cases therefore one should identify it explicitly.

Proposed Change: 

Add a requirement that state that CPM MUST e able to support sequential or simultaneous use of different modality or devices
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	158
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.8 - CPM-MAD-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Use of registration seems to differ from previous requirements in the previous sections 9device versus address)
Proposed Change: 

Reconcile across the requirements with registration and disposition of corresponding comment and the usage here…

Add appropriate definitions in definitions section to cover all these cases.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	159
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.8 - CPM-MAD-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Clarify which address (user, regarding sender or target or all of above)?
Proposed Change: 

Re-phrase to clarify intent of requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	160
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.8 - CPM-MAD-007
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not restrict to network storage. 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase as:

The CPM enabler SHALL allow a CPM user to have a common storage (e.g. Address Book, storage of media) for all or a subset of his/her CPM addresses.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	161
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.9 - CPM-CAB-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define service capabilities 

Proposed Change: Re-phrase or add a definition in definition section +an explanation.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	162
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.9 - CPM-CAB-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Viewed by who?

Proposed Change: Re-phrase to clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	163
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.9 - CPM-CAB-003
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Viewed by who?

Proposed Change: Re-phrase to clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	164
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.9- CPM-CAB-005
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We defined CPM service provider not operator

Settings of policies?
Proposed Change: 

Change operator to service provider

Change settings to policies
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	165
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.9 - all CPM-CAB-0XX requirements
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Across all the requirements in this section: are we sure these are  enabler or service requirement
Proposed Change: 
Review, Clarify and remove if a service requirements.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	166
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why protocol, why not interfaces? It should be interface per the OSE (I0)
Proposed Change: 

Change protocol to interface
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	167
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: OK with requirement BUT in fact the real requirement is that the functions exposed through third party (per OSE as well as figure 2 must allow exactly the same functionality for a third party application or user as if it was another application or user. Restrictions are imposed by service provider policies, not CPM.
Proposed Change: 

Add a requirement that states that CPM MUST offers the same features to any user or application independently of the domain. Restrictions are put by the service provider policies not by the CPM enabler specifications.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	168
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- Whole
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We do not understand the reason for the requirement her considering our comments 167.
Proposed Change: 

Keep proposal in comment 167. remove all other requirement in section 6.1.0.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	169
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No reason to particularize to VAS
Proposed Change: 

Keep generic move as HLF for any application
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	170
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-005
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No reason to particularize to VAS
Proposed Change: 

Keep generic move as HLF for any application
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	171
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-006
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No reason to particularize to VAS
Proposed Change: 

Keep generic move as HLF for any application
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	172
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-007
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No reason to particularize to VAS
Proposed Change: 

Keep generic move as HLF for any application
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	173
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-008
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No reason to particularize to VAS
Proposed Change: 

Keep generic move as HLF for any application
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	174
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-008
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No reason to particularize to VAS
Proposed Change: 

Keep generic move as HLF for any application
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	175
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-008
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define notification and how it relates to the rest. It seems that this is first part of a bigger requirements which is that CPM enabler must support / include a notification based scheme where the enabler allows a component to be made aware of en event so that it immediately can act on it (see for example MEM enabler). If that is the case such requirements are to be added and it is important to state if:

· This is a MUST or not

· Define notifications in definition sections

· Define if there are restrictions on the notion of notifications

· Explain how expected to relate to sessions, messages etc…

· How does it relate to the notion of invitation etc..
Proposed Change: 

Address by updating requirement based on comment
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	176
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-009
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No reason to particularize to VAS
Proposed Change: 

Keep generic move as HLF for any application
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	177
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-010
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No reason to particularize to VAS
Proposed Change: 

Keep generic move as HLF for any application
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	178
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-011
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No reason to particularize to VAS
Proposed Change: 

Keep generic move as HLF for any application
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	179
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-012
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No reason to particularize to VAS
Proposed Change: 

Keep generic move as HLF for any application
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	180
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.10- CPM-VAS-013
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The functions exposed through third party (per OSE as well as figure 2 must allow exactly the same functionality for a third party application or user as if it was another application or user. Restrictions are imposed by service provider policies, not CPM.

This out of scope of CPM: per the OSE principles.
Proposed Change: 

Remove requirement
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	181
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.11 - CPM-SEC-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Do not limit to CBCS
Proposed Change: 

Add first a generic requirement on screening:

The CPM enabler MUST be compatible with content screening based on users or service provider’s policies..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	182
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.11 - CPM-SEC-003/4/5
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This is also something that policies/PE can provide
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase all these requirements to state compatibility rather than require support by the enabler.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	183
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.11.1 - CPM-AUC-001/2
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This is also something that policies/PE can provide
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase all these requirements to state compatibility rather than require support by the enabler.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	184
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.11.2 - CPM-AUT-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This is also something that policies/PE can provide
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase the requirement to state compatibility rather than require support by the enabler.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	185
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.12 - CPM-CHA-001/3/4
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This is also something that policies/PE can provide
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase all these requirements to state compatibility rather than require support by the enabler.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	185
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.13 - CPM-USA-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This requirement in this section seems more a service / client UI requirement
Proposed Change: 
Remove service /client UI requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	186
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.13 - CPM-LI-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: What does it means? 

This requirement is not compatible with enterprise policies.

How does it relate with channel specific lawful intercept.

This requirement can’t be satisfied with strong encryption of the message / media…
Proposed Change: 

Rephrase to clarify conditions under which requirement applies and how relates with lawful intercept in interworking cases.

Add requirements that allow authorized service providers to ensuer that lawful intercept Is not possible (e.g. enterprise not subject to lawful intercept regulation).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	187
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.13 - CPM-LI-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: What is SIP/IP core?
Proposed Change: 

Provide rigorous definition and reference or remove the mention to it.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	188
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.13 - CPM-LI-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: requirement is about a specific realization or implementation. It has no place here and contradicts statements in early sections of the RD as well as OMA charter/principles.

Remove the “SHOULD be used”

Extend to cover other channels

Proposed Change: 

Rephrase as

CPM MUST be able to rely on available mechanisms provided by the underlying network when available for specific realizations

Add a requirement stating:

CPM MUST be able to rely on available mechanisms provided by communication channels involved in the CPM conversation when they are available 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	189
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.13 - CPM-LI-003
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The requirement is unclear, why use when the enablers are not involved.
Remove the “SHOULD be used”

Proposed Change: 

Rephrase as

CPM MUST be able to rely on available mechanisms provided by OMA enablers involved in the CPM conversation when they are available..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	190
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.16 - CPM-IWF-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This requirement in this section seems more a service / client UI requirement
Proposed Change: 
Remove service /client UI requirement.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	190
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.16 - CPM-IWF-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define most appropriate
Proposed Change: 
WG to rephrase to clarify the requirement.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	191
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.16 - CPM-IWF-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No need to introduce roaming that is not define here not detailed in terms of impact. Many network do not have that notion.
Proposed Change: 
Rephrase to:

The CPM enabler SHALL be able to deliver the received messages using the most appropriate non-CPM messaging technology in case that the intended recipient does not have a CPM capable device, is not a CPM user, or is in a network where the CPM service is not supported.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	192
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.16 - CPM-IWF-007
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why limit to user preference
Proposed Change: 
Extend requirement to any policy (e.g. service provider)

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	193
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.16 - CPM-IWF-008
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This requirement in this section seems more a service / client UI requirement
Proposed Change: 
Remove service /client UI requirement.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	194
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.16 - CPM-IWF-010
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This requirement in this section seems more a service / client UI requirement
Proposed Change: 
Remove service /client UI requirement.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	195
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.16 - CPM-IWF-011
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: That seems widely undefined…

We believe this is rather a dependency on presence to provide presence aggregation.

Otherwise yes it can be done but from an OMA specification point of view this requirement in this section then seems more a service / client UI requirement
Proposed Change: 
Recommend removing the requirement but identifying the dependency on presence and provide it to presence WG.

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	196
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.16 - CPM-IWF-012
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: That seems widely undefined…

We believe this is rather a dependency on presence to provide presence aggregation.

Otherwise yes it can be done but from an OMA specification point of view this requirement in this section then seems more a service / client UI requirement
Proposed Change: 
Recommend removing the requirement but identifying the dependency on presence and provide it to presence WG.

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	197
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.16 - CPM-IWF-013
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: That seems widely undefined…

We believe this is rather a dependency on presence to provide presence aggregation.

Otherwise yes it can be done but from an OMA specification point of view this requirement in this section then seems more a service / client UI requirement
Proposed Change: 
Recommend removing the requirement but identifying the dependency on presence and provide it to presence WG.

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	198
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.16 - whole
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The section misses requirements on how interworking with channel is to be provided (e.g. no impact on the channel others than CPM, what requirement on how meta data from CPM is used in these channel or preserved, on how preferences apply on these channels, on how addressing is to take place, on how sessions are materialized in such channels (i.e. what requirement on how to map message to right sender in right channel), etc..)

Proposed Change: 
Recommend considering these issues s and adding requirements to address these topics…

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	199
	2007.03.03
	T
	Appendix B + 6.17
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Multi-device is part of MMMD. Please consider modifying terminology

Proposed Change: 
Modify terminology or reconcile with MMMD

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>



	200
	2007.03.03
	T
	Appendix B 
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Totally unclear what it means / what purpose it serves

Proposed Change: 
Detail or remove

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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