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1 Reason for Change

This CR addresses the following comments:
	A378
	2007.03.01
	E
	6.1 

HLF-006
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: “that requests that the content not be forwarded” sounds strange. 

Proposed Change: Change to “that the content of a CPM message will not be forwarded”
	Status: CLOSED

See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393


	A379
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1

HLF-006
	Source: Telefónica SA

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We don’t see a market need for privacy indication in CPM Messages

Proposed Change: Remove CPM-HLF-006
	Status: CLOSED
Privacy/Sensitivity indicators are supported in several messaging systems used today


	A380
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1

HLF-006
	Source: Huawei

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  There are two “that” in the e.g.

Proposed Change:  e.g. request the content not to be forwarded
	Status: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393 , (example is removed) 


	A381
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1 
HLF-006
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: in the requirement the example is misleading. One could interpret that the privacy is associated to the content and to the forwarding service. One could as well interpret that the recipient could block message/session receipt via DRM. We propose the following interpretations…
Proposed Change::

1) The CPM enabler SHALL support the use of privacy indications in CPM messages, e.g. that requests that the content not be forwarded
2) The CPM enabler SHALL make use of DRM to ensure that messages are not forwarded to recipients that are not allowed support the use of privacy indications in CPM messages, e.g. that requests that the content not be forwarded
	Status: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393, (example is removed)
The requirement is not about specifying DRM rules regarding the consumption of the content but to support a user level indication.

	A382
	2007.03.02
	E/T
	6.1 

HLF-006

HLF-008
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: Requirements CPM-HLF-006 and CPM-HLF-008 are more about privacy than high level functions.
Proposed Change: Move CPM-HLF-006 and CPM-HLF-008 to section 6.1.7 & renumber accordingly.
	Status: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393
It is not necessary to move HLF-006 to the Privacy section as it purely about an indicator and not about preserving the anonymity of the sender or his identity in transit or storage.


	A383
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1

CPM-HLF-006
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Shall the privacy indication be applicable to entire Conversations, e.g. when only Continuous Media are being exchanged?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393
The privacy indicator is applied on a per message basis.

	A384
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1 

HLF-006

HLF-008
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP

Comment: Privacy specific requirements could be moved to privacy subsection 6.1.17.

Proposed Change: move HLF-006 (HLF-007) and HLF-008.

Editor’s Note: same as previous comment
	Status: CLOSED
See A382


	A385
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1

HLF-006
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: “permission indication” seems more appropriate than “privacy indication”, and the req should apply to the message instead of the content.
Proposed Change: 
“The CPM enabler SHALL support the use of permission indications in CPM messages, e.g. that requests that the message not be forwarded”
	Status: CLOSED
See A381. Permission as per DRM rules is a separate issue.


	A386
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1

HLF-006
	Source: Motorola
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: CLOSED

See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393


	A387
	2007.03.03
	E
	6.1.1

HLF-006
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: editorial correction to clarify the requirement CPM-HLF-006

Proposed Change: we suggest rewording as follows:

The CPM enabler SHALL support the use of privacy indications in CPM messages, e.g. indication that the content shall not be forwarded
	Status: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393


	A388
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.1

HLF-006
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: Requirements CPM-HLF-006 up to CPM-HLF-012 still use the “old” terminology.

Proposed Change: Update to use the new terminology.
	Status: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393


	A389
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1 

HLF-006

HLF-007
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP

Comment: HLF-006/007: More clarifying text needed (e.g. more examples of which kind of indications are required); e.g. is one of the privacy indications that the sender wants to remain anonymous. What is the difference between HLF-006 and HLF-007?

Proposed Change: add more clarifying texts. Remove HLF-007.
	Status: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393 .

HLF-006 is not about the anonymity of the sender but a way of indicating to the recipient that the message is private. 

HLF-007 is about message priority/importance.


	A390
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1 

HLF-006

HLF-007
	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: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393


	A391
	2007.03.02
	
	6.1

HLF-007


	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The term ‘importance’ is more appropriate.

Proposed Change: 

“The CPM enabler SHALL support the use of importance indications in CPM messages.”


	Status: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393

	A392
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1

HLF-007
	Source: Motorola
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: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393 .

	A393
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.1

HLF-007
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Define or explain priority 
Proposed Change: 

Address
	Status: CLOSED
See CR OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0368-CR_A378_A393


2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

n/a
3 Impact on Other Specifications

n/a
4 Intellectual Property Rights

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

5 Recommendation

Implement the proposed change and close A378 to A393 in the RDRR.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Section 6.1
6.1 High-Level Functional Requirements

	CPM-HLF-006
	The CPM Enabler SHALL support the use of privacy indications.
	CPM V1.0

	CPM-HLF-007
	The CPM Enabler SHALL support the use of priority indications.
	CPM V1.0


Change 2:  Add new requirement to 6.1.16
6.1.16 Interworking

	CPM-IWF-0XX
	The CPM Enabler SHOULD preserve privacy indications when interworking.
	CPM V1.0

	CPM-IWF-0XY
	The CPM Enabler SHOULD preserve priority indications when interworking. 
	CPM V1.0
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