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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status
	Input Contribution

	A010
	2007.03.02
	T
	General
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: It is unclear if the requirements are mandatory or optional to all network elements.  It might be a good to add in the beginning of each subclause clarification about conditionality as OMA PoC 2 RD has, see example in OMA POC 2 RD 6.1.1 FUNC-NMT-001 and FUNC-NMT-002. 
Proposed Change: Adopt the method used in PoC 2 RD.
	Status: OPEN

Paul sent a mail on the reflector about that issue
	

	A011
	2007.03.02
	E
	General
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: It would be clarifying to have a short introductory text in the beginning of the subclause (before the table) as OMA PoC 2 RD has. 
Proposed Change: Adopt the method used in PoC 2 RD.
	Status: OPEN

Paul

	

	A019
	2007.03.02
	T
	1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: CPM Enabler provides services with following services… Why Presence SIMPLE (and maybe also XDM) is not listed? 

Proposed Change: Add at least Presence SIMPLE and consider adding XDM as well because many CPM requirements uses PRS & XDM
	Status: OPEN

No action required
	

	A081
	2007.03.02
	E
	3.2

CPM Message definition
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Extra dot not required

Proposed Change: Change as follows: “Information of a discrete nature that is sent to one or more recipients. A CPM Message can contain several discrete media (e.g. text, images, audio-clips, video-clips).”
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A082
	2007.03.02
	E
	3.2

CPM Message definition

Continuous Media definition
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Both the CPM Message & Continuous Media definitions enumerate end-users (using his/her device) and applications as senders.

Proposed Change: Change the enumeration and refer to a Principal instead.
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A083
	2007.03.03
	E
	3.2
CPM Message definition


	Source: China Mobile

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: A spell error in the definitions of “CPM Message”: … an end-user acces via …
Proposed Change: … an end-user access via …
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A084
	2007.03.04
	T
	3.2
CPM Message definition


	Source: IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0076-IBM-review-of-CPM-RD

Comment:   CPM message definition of  “of a discrete nature” makes no sense

Proposed Change: delete the phrase
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A085
	2007.03.04
	T
	3.2
CPM Message definition


	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

Michel
	

	A086
	2007.03.04
	T
	3.2 CPM Message / Continuous Media
	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

Michel
	

	A087
	2007.03.02
	T
	3.2 Continuous Media
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Definition of Continuous Media is circular and does not adequately reflect the difference with Discrete Media 

Proposed Change: 

Suggest the following Clarification:

“Information of a continuous nature (i.e. with an inherent notion of time) exchanged between two or more recipients. A Continuous Media can be initiated either by an end-user or by an application. A Continuous Media can be unidirectional (e.g. a  streamed video) or bidirectional (VoIP call between participants).”
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A088
	2007.03.03
	E
	3.2 Continuous Media
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Editorial: media is either the plural of medium or uncountable. Remove “a” continuous media.

Proposed Change: We suggest rewording as follows:

Information of a continuous nature exchanged between two or more recipients. Continuous Media can be initiated either by an end-user or by an application. Continuous Media can be unidirectional (e.g. a  streamed video) or bidirectional (VoIP call between participants)
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A089
	2007.03.04
	T
	3.2 Continuous Media
	Source: IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0076-IBM-review-of-CPM-RD

Comment:   Continuous media definition uses the word “continuous” to define itself.  No idea what it means.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A090
	2007.03.04
	T
	3.2 Continuous Media
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: The name of the term Continuous Media doesn’t include the transport characteristics that are included in the definition.

Proposed Change: Change name to Continuous Media Exchange.
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A1044
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.7

MLD-007
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: “Session History” may not be the right term

Proposed Change: Change the “CPM Session History” into “Conversation History”
	Status: OPEN, Pierre
	

	A1045
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.7

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, Pierre
	

	A1097
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.8

MAD-006 & 007
	Source: Samsung

Comment: Do not see how these requirements are related to multiple user addresses. Should be moved to a more general section.
Proposed Change: Move them to 6.1.1 (“Conversation”)
	Status: OPEN

Kyung Tak
	

	A1100
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.9
	Source: Telefónica SA

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Requirement missing

Proposed Change: Add the following requirement: ‘The CPM enabler SHALL be able to aggregate the Preferred Communication Modes of the different CPM user's devices into the Communication preference’
	Status: OPEN, Eduardo
	

	A1103
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.9
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP

Comment: clarify how groups (= user lists?) are related to CAB in practice; clarify which entity is responsible for presence subscriptions

Proposed Change:  add details
	Status: OPEN, Paul
	

	A1104
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.9
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: Does CAB requirements require that e.g. communication capabilities or other user preferences are updated in real-time e.g. from Presence Server or are these static information. If this is real-time then should we also consider performance issues (new requirements to decrease traffic per operator policies etc) 

Proposed Change: Clarify whether real-time (dynamic) data is required
	Status: OPEN, Paul
	

	A1110
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.9

CAB-002

CAB-003
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: CPM-CAB-002 & CPM-CAB-003 are confusing. The difference of usage of the two shall be explicited. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN, Pierre
	

	A1113
	2007.03.01
	T
	6.1.9

CAB-003
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: Define preferences individually is too much granularity for the end user. I would prefer one of several preferences profiles to select. Contact’s preferences: Is this a profile? If not the following applies.

Proposed Change: Add, "The CPM enabler SHALL be able to provide the CPM user with the Communication Preference associated to each of his contact based on the contact's preferences profile selection...."

Also add a requirement as "The CPM enabler SHALL be able to provide the CPM user with the Communication Preference profiles. (E.g. Friends, Family, Enemies, Business…)"
	Status: OPEN, Pierre
	

	A1114
	2007.03.01
	
	6.1.9

CAB-003
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: 
Proposed Change:
CPM-CAB-003

The CPM enabler SHALL be able to provide the CPM user with the Communication Preference associated to each of his contact based on the contact's preferences, and supported presence values. This information MAY be viewed on subscription or on a per request basis (e.g. when initiating a conversation) and SHALL be made available to all the CPM user's devices' Address Books.


	Status: OPEN, Pierre
	

	A1121
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.9

CAB-007
	Source: Samsung

Comment: If each device is registered with a different address and if each address has its own address book and settings, the devices will not have the same group membership or address book structure. So the requirement should focus more on the CPM address rather than the device.
Proposed Change: “All the user's CPM enabled devices, associated to the same CPM address or to multiple CPM addresses with a common set of preference settings and network-based storage, SHALL have a consistent and common view of group memberships and Address Book structure.”
	Status: OPEN, KyungTak
	

	A1122
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.9

CAB-007
	Source: Motorola
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, KyungTak
	

	A1145
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.10

VAS-007, 1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: Bullet 1 of the example reads « xxx”. That bullet refers to the concept of a hidden user, of CPM-CONV-027 & 028. As we recommended deletion of that hidden user, bullet 1 should be amemded accordingly. 
Proposed Change: Change bullet 1 to read “a participant joining  / leaving a communication, including in a hidden mode “.
	Status: OPEN, Kevin
	

	A1168
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.10- 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

Pierre
	

	A1190
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.11.2

AUT-001
	Source: Samsung

Comment: Does the “if applicable by the operator’s policies” mean whether the action requested by the principal is applicable, or whether the verification of this authorization is applicable? Looks rather related to the action itself, but some clarification would help.
Proposed Change: Change the requirement as marked:

The CPM enabler SHALL verify whether a Principal is authorized to perform the action(s) it requested, and if the action(s) is(are) applicable by the operator’s policies.
	Status: OPEN

Kyung Tak
	

	A1210
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: Generalize requirements to also cover Continuous Media and Sessions.

Proposed Change: Reword and add requirements.
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1211
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.16

IWF-001 & 003

	Source: Huawei

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 
‘SHALL be possible’ is not a valid key word in OMA domain.

Proposed Change: 

CPM-IWF-001
The CPM enabler SHALL allow CPM user to send a CPM Message from a CPM-enabled device to a device containing a messaging client of a non-CPM messaging service.

CPM-IWF-003
The CPM enabler SHALL allow CPM user to receive a message sent from a device with a messaging client of a non-CPM messaging service.
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1212
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.16

IWF-001 IWF-008
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: These are usability requirements.
Proposed Change: 

Move to section 6.1.13
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1213
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16

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, Gertjan
	

	A1214
	2007.03.03
	E
	6.1.16

IWF-004
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: editorial correction of IWF-004

Proposed Change: we suggest rewording as follows:

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 roaming in a network where CPM Service enabler is not supported.
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1215
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16

IWF-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

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


	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1216
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16

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, Gertjan
	

	A1217
	2007.03.04
	E
	6.1.16

IWF-004
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: Reword CPM-IWF-004 as follows:

“The CPM enabler SHALL be able to deliver CPM messages using the most appropriate …”.

Proposed Change: Add requirement.
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1218
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16

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, Gertjan
	

	A1218
bis
	2007.03.01
	T
	6.1.16

IWF-005 and 008
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: Regarding IWF-005 and IWF-008, since the requirements are with respect to invitations, the text should be specific to session invitations

Proposed Change:  change “an invitation” to “a CPM session invitation”
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1219
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.16

IWF-008
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Proposing a slightly different wording

Proposed Change: Change to: “When sending or receiving an invitation request, the CPM user SHALL NOT have to know or manually determine the messaging technology used by the other user to process the request.”
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1220
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16

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, Gertjan
	

	A1221
	2007.02.21
	E
	6.1.16

IWF-009
	Source: Cingular Wireless
Comment: use Message Thread in LIVE conversation is confusion.

Proposed Change: Change the requirement as marked:

When a CPM user exchanges messages with a non-CPM user, the CPM enabler SHOULD be able to identify messages associated to a CPM Message Conversation so that they can be displayed in a conversational view in the CPM user’s device if required by the CPM user’s preferences
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1222
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.16

IWF-009
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The intent of CPM-IWF-009 is for the CPM user to seamlessly see messages coming from a non-CPM messaging service as if it were a normal CPM conversation, where possible. 

Proposed Change: Proposed replacement of “in a threaded view” by “as a Conversation History”
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1223
	2007.03.01
	
	6.1.16

IWF-010
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: The CPM system does not have the control over the target non-CPM service, so how can it control the outcome???
Proposed Change:

The CPM enabler MAY be able to provide the necessary information to non-CPM messaging services so that a non-CPM Messaging Service user can view messages in the order they are sent by the CPM user and vice-versa.

	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1224
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.16

IWF-010
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The “vice-versa” part of the requirement is not addressed by the usage of “provide”. 

Proposed Change: Change to “The CPM enabler SHOULD be able to provide or derive the necessary information to / from non-CPM messaging services so that a non-CPM Messaging Service user can view messages in the order they are sent by the CPM user and vice-versa.”
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1225
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16

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, Gertjan
	

	A1226
	2007.02.28
	E
	6.1.14/6.1.16

IWF-011-013
	Source: NEC

Form: INP_ Doc 2007-0058

Comment: IWF-011-013 propose using presence information available from non-CPM messaging services.

Proposed Change: 

Discuss the need to have an optional support for interworking of different presence enablers, or clarify if this is intended.
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1227
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.16

IWF-011

IWF-012

IWF-013
	Source: China Mobile
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The full stops are missing.

Proposed Change: Add the full stops at the end of the sentences.
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1228
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.16

IWF-011
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP

Comment: IWF-011: basically a User having non-CPM Messaging Service may have a “normal” SIP based Presence available; is the assumption here that also the Presence is provided by other means? Or is the assumption that the User using no-CPM message service (e.g. MMS) may not have a SIP based presence available?

Proposed Change: clarify / rephrase
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1229
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16

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, Gertjan
	

	A1230
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.16

IWF-012
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP

Comment: IWF-012: basically a User having non-CPM Messaging Service may have a “normal” SIP based Presence available; what’s the main point of this requirement?

Proposed Change: clarify the meaning/ rephrase
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1231
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16

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, Gertjan
	

	A1232
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.16

IWF-013
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP

Comment: IWF-013: what does this mean in practice; what does the CPM Enabler do, e.g., does it create presence subscription and publish presence information on behalf of all possible non-CPM users?

Proposed Change: clarify
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1233
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16

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, Gertjan
	

	A1237
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.16

IWF-xxx
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: Add requirement that CPM enabler should be able to accept a CPM session invitation on behalf of a non-CPM user, in the case that the non-CPM Service does not support sessions.

Proposed Change: Add requirement.
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A1238
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.17

PRI-001
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: CPM-PRI-001: It is unclear what is meant by this requirement.

Proposed Change: Clarify requirement.
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A129
	2007.03.02
	E
	3.2

Media definition
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Media are not necessarily exchanged and can simply exist in storage without any exchange taking place.

Proposed Change: Change the definition as follows: “Information structure that takes different forms (e.g. an XML document, image, etc), referred to as Media Types. Media are typically exchanged between Principals or stored.”
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A130
	2007.03.02
	T
	3.2

Media definition
	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

Pierre
	

	A133
	2007.03.04
	T
	3.2
Address Book


	Source: IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0076-IBM-review-of-CPM-RD

Comment:   Address book uses “database” in definition which has certain meaning.

Proposed Change: change “database” to “set”
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A146
	2007.03.02
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: Align used definitions with PAG, PoC and IM specs.

Proposed Change: Check all used definition from XDM which already tries to align PoC & IM.
	Status: OPEN

Paul
	

	A147
	2007.03.01
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: "Chat" is mentioned in CPH-VAS-010 and CPH-PRI-002, however no definition is provided.

Proposed Change: Provide the definition as"A persistent CPM Group in which each CPM User individually joins the CPM Session, i.e., the establishment of a CPM Session to a Chat CPM Group does not result in other CPM Users being invited." (this definition was taken from PoC RD, "PoC" changed to "CPM")
	Status: OPEN

Paul
	

	A148
	2007.03.02
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: Add and use Principal/Primary Principal instead of Owner, Authorized User etc especially in requirements that are related to group management (XDM). Proposed Change:
Principal = An entity that has an identity, that is capable of providing consent and other data, and to which authenticated actions are done on its behalf. Examples of principals include an individual user, a group of individuals, a corporation, service enablers/applications, system entities and other legal entities (Source: [OMA-DICT])
Primary Principal =The Primary Principal is the user associated with the XCAP User Identity, which defines where the document resides. (Source: [XDM RD])
Authorized Principal = Define or remove / replace with above definitions
	Status: OPEN

Definition of Principal: See A004

Paul
	

	A149
	2007.03.02
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: Some definitions (that are used with Capitalized letters in a text)  are missing e.g Mailbox, Presence, Applications, CPM Framework, Multimedia Conferencing

Proposed Change: Add missing definitions or change from capitalized to normal letter
	Status: OPEN

Paul
	

	A150
	2007.03.02
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: Some definitions that are listed in 3.2 are not used with Capitalized letters in a text e.g. address book, media type, pre-defined group and adhoc group

Proposed Change: Change to capitalized letters or remove from definitions
	Status: OPEN

Paul
	

	A173
	2007.03.02
	E/T
	4

3rd para

HLF-003
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The end of the sentence “As the messaging experiences…” shall be reworded

Proposed Change: Change to “with respect to his device(s), his address(es) as well as based on the message and media types.” In section 4 and change CPM-HLF-003 into: “The CPM enabler SHALL provide the CPM User with a mechanism to set preferences based on his address(es), his device(s), his contact(s) as well as the message and/or media types.”
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A174
	2007.03.02
	E
	4

4th para
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: “media types” is preferable to “media files”

Proposed Change: Change to: “for any type of message and media types.”
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A213
	2007.02.21
	E
	4

8th item
	Source: Cingular Wireless

Comment: ANI for Application support is not confusion and not used in the document.

Proposed Change: Change the following text as marked:

Application support: The use of the CPM enabler for 3rd party applications is supported by a generalized Application support interface.

Proposed Change: Remove (ANI) from last entry of Table 21 in Appendix B
	Status: OPEN

Jerry
	

	A215
	2007.03.02
	E
	4

8th item
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Remove the abbreviations definition from the header.

Proposed Change: Change to: “Application support: The use”
	Status: OPEN

Jerry
	

	A217
	2007.03.04
	T
	4

8th item
	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

Jerry
	

	A227
	2007.03.04
	T
	4, 5.9, 6.1.9
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: The converged address book should be considered as a separate horizontal enabler.

Proposed Change: Split off requirements to a separate enabler package.
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A244
	2007.03.02
	T
	5.1.5 step 06
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: when Sally invites Joe to a voice call, it has to be clear that the call is a new session. The voice call session is not the same as the message session.
Proposed Change:  Change the following text:

6. Joe says yes, so Sally invites Joe to a voice call.
With:

6. Joe says yes, so Sally invites Joe to a voice call (a new voice session is created).

	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A245
	2007.03.02
	T
	5.1.6, item 2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: What does "…invitation with a validity period of 10 minutes to talk…." mean. The "to talk" is confusing.

Proposed Change: "…invitation with a validity period of 10 minutes to talk … "
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A247
	2007.03.02
	T
	5.2.3

(and impact on others)
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The sentences “Alice is at home and has three CPM devices, all of them are registered with the CPM System: a mobile phone, a fixed phone and a laptop. Alice registered to the CPM service with all her devices.” and “Bob is on holidays and also has three devices all of them associated with the CPM System: a mobile phone, a PDA and a laptop. Bob wants to share with Alice some photos of his holidays and sends her a message with these pictures. Bob wants to modify his on-going CPM Sessions with new media.”  seem to use “registered” and “associated”  in a very loose manner where there seems to be 2 levels of registration or association involved.
Proposed Change: Use the term “association” (and its derivatives like “associated”) for the “provisioning” of a device for a particular user, aka the semi-permanent association of the device to a particular user, for example for the purpose of setting and storing preferences.

Use the term “registration” (and its derivatives like “registered”) for the transient association between the user and the device on the system (aka availability).

If acceptable, that terminology shall be propagated where appropriate.
	Status: OPEN
Pierre
	

	A248
	2007.03.02
	E
	5.2.3

5.2.4

5.2.7

5.6.6

5.7.6

5.7.7

5.7.8

CPM-CONV-009

CPM-IWF-007
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The terms “requests” and “invitations” seem to be used interchangeably in the context of the establishment of a CPM Session

Proposed Change: Harmonize the terminology and use “invitation” as the triggering event of the establishment of a CPM Session.
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A266
	2007.03.02
	T
	5.2.9

Bullet 22
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Nortel’s understanding of the list of media in the context of a dynamic CPM Session is that it is the list of ongoing Continuous Media exchange taking place with other parties.

Proposed Change: Change to “22.
Bob is able to display information about ongoing CPM Sessions, Continuous Media and devices on his PDA.”
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A267
	2007.03.02
	T
	5.2.9 step 29
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: In step 29 is not clear if the streamed video is added to the ongoing voice session or is a new separate session.

Proposed Change: modify the following text:
29. From his PDA, Bob selects the CPM session he started with Alice, requests to add a streamed video (he has on his personal area in the CPM Service Provider domain) to the CPM session and to display it on his laptop.
With:

29. From his PDA, Bob selects the CPM session he started with Alice, requests to add a streamed video (he has on his personal area in the CPM Service Provider domain) to the CPM session and to display it on his laptop (the video session is a new session created in the CPM session).

	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A268
	2007.03.03
	E
	5.2.9
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Inconsistency of the terminology used according to the definitions

Proposed Change: we suggest rewording as follows:

35. Alice and Bob start to share the streamed video that Bob took in Sydney on their laptops while continuing their discussion on respectively her laptop and his PDA.
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A270
	2007.03.03
	T
	5.2.10
	Source: Motorola
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

Mubashir
	

	A271
	2007.03.02
	E
	5.2.11

Paragraph 1
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Rewording proposed

Proposed Change: Change to: “A user shall be able to receive new CPM Messages on all the devices on which he/she has registered and shall be able to invite to CPM Sessions from all the devices on which he/she has registered dependent upon his/her preferences, his/her device(s) capabilities and/or operator's settings.”
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A274
	2007.03.04
	T
	5.4 & 5.5
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: No need to separate group communication function in 2 different use-cases.

Proposed Change: Merge use-cases in sections 5.4 and 5.5.
	Status: OPEN

Gertjan
	

	A288
	2007.03.02
	T
	5.4.6
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The text says “select that she wants to start a CPM Session with group members”. It is unclear whether group-based communication (as in initiated based on a Pre-defined Group) allows for communication to take place outside of the context of a CPM Session and what constitutes or triggers the transition back and forth between a 1-to-N Conversation outside the context of a CPM Session, i.e. based on exchange of stand-alone CPM Messages , and a 1-to-N Group Session (see  OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0026 for more details on the grey area under consideration)

Proposed Change: This shall be explicited.
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A291
	2007.03.03
	E
	5.5.1
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: It is difficult from this short description to see the relationship of this use case with CPM.

Proposed Change: we suggest to explain that the use case describes rules that apply for group communication using the multiple service capabilities provided by CPM.
	Status: OPEN

Katell
	

	A292
	2007.03.02
	T
	5.5.2.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: “The benefits for the owner and/or creator of group are: […] Owner can have wider set of control on the group communication than ad-hoc group case has”. What do those “wider set of control”? If these are not explicated, this bullet point shall be removed.
Proposed Change: remove the bullet point “Owner can have wider set of control on the group communication than ad-hoc group case has” in case of absence of further details to back it up.
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A308
	2007.03.01
	T
	5.6.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: Doc #0059
Comment: Sentence 2, What does "associated" mean in that context? Is it associated via subscription or interworking with legacy services or something different?

Proposed Change: If there is no difference between associated and the provisioned CPM users, then use the same terminology.
	Status: OPEN

Hans
	

	A309
	2007.03.03
	E
	5.6.5

Bullet #6 
	Source: Motorola
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
Mubashir
	

	A310
	2007.03.03
	E
	5.6.5 Bullet 3
	Source: Motorola
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
Mubashir
	

	A311
	2007.03.03
	E
	5.6.5 bullet 16
	Source: Motorola
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
Mubashir
	

	A314
	2007.03.02
	E
	5.6.7


	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The terminology used is not consistent with the terminology adopted in San Francisco.

Proposed Change: make the corresponding changes.
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A316
	2007.03.03
	E
	5.6.7 bullet 5
	Source: Motorola
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

Pierre
	

	A317
	2007.03.03
	E
	5.6.7
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Inconsistency of the terminology used according to the definitions

Proposed Change: we suggest rewording as follows:

1. Alice would like the list of messages exchanged with Bob in the last 3 days.

2. Alice requests the CPM system to see this list of messages stored in her network-based storage in the CPM Service Provider domain. 

3. The CPM system delivers the requested information to Alice's PC which then displays the list of messages with some details about them (e.g. size, date, etc).

4. Alice then requests to create a new folder "Friends". The CPM system creates the folder. The view of Alice's network-based storage is refreshed on her PC to show the new folder in the network-based storage's view.

5. Alice requests to move all Bob's messages in the "Friends" folder. The CPM system then moves each message in this folder. The view of Alice's network-based storage is refreshed on her PC to show the new network-based storage organization.

6. Alice requests to open the "Friends" folder. The list of Bob's messages of this folder is then displayed on Alice's PC.

7. Alice selects the first message and requests to delete it. The CPM system then deletes the message. The view of Alice's network-based storage is refreshed on her PC to show the new list of messages included in the "Friends" folder. 

8. Alice has the history of her CPM Session with Claire on her PC. She would like to keep it on her network-based storage 

9. Alice requests the CPM system to store the CPM Session History in the "Friends" folder of her network-based storage in the CPM Service Provider domain.

The CPM system updates Alice's network-based storage to add the CPM Session History in the "Friends" folder of Alice's network-based storage.
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A325
	2007.03.04
	T
	5.7.6
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: Conversion to inviting message in step 3 may not be very user-friendly.

Proposed Change: Consider CPM enabler accepting the invitation on behalf of the non-CPM user.
	Status: OPEN

Gertjan
	

	A331
	2007.03.02
	T
	5.8.5
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Step 1: Aren’t the two CPM addresses already registered with the CPM System? Don’t you mean that the system authenticates Bob’s two addresses?

Proposed Change: 

Suggest adding the registration as a pre-condition and reword step 1:

“Bob switches on his device and both his personal and business CPM addresses are authenticated by the CPM System
	Status: OPEN

Indaka
	

	A331
bis
	2007.03.01
	T
	5.8.5
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

The use case does not make it clear which contacts that Bob sets his phone to “vibrate” or “ring” respectively.

Proposed Change:  

He invokes the preference setting menu A and sets the incoming message notification to “vibrate” for his personal address book contacts.

He invokes the preference setting menu B and sets the incoming message notification to “ring” for his business address book contacts.


	Status: OPEN

Indaka
	

	A331
ter
	2007.03.01
	T
	5.9.5
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: Since this use case is focused on the CAB, it would be clearer to add a clarification to Step 8

Proposed Change:  
Once Alice has validated the modification on her PC, the modification is automatically reflected in the address book on Alice's other devices.


	Status: OPEN

Indaka
	

	A331

quater
	2007.03.01
	T
	5.9.5

Step4
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP
Comment: In Step 4, it is unclear whether Alice’s presence status subscription or Bob’s actual presence status is displayed on her associated devices.
Proposed Change:  Alice decides to subscribe to Bob’s presence information from her PC. Based on Alice’s subscription request, Bob’s presence status is automatically reflected on her PDA and her mobile.


	Status: OPEN

Indaka
	

	A333
	2007.03.04
	T
	5.10.3
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: It is unclear what the “additional information” is that needs to be supported.

Proposed Change: Clarify the pre-condition.
	Status: OPEN

Gertjan
	

	A338
	2007.03.03
	T
	5.12.5
	Source: Motorola
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
 Dwight
	

	A343
	2007.03.02
	T
	General for all requirements
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: In many requirements there are several requirements inside one requirement. One requirement should have only one SHALL / MAY not several.

Proposed Change: Divide requirements so that there aren’t many SHALLs / MAYs inside one requirement.
	Status: OPEN
Paul
	

	A409
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1

HLF-011
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP

Comment: HLF-011 is too general: how and in which cases the profiles are used; their relation to devices and user addresses to be clarified; what kind of information a profile contains; is it stored at the network or can it be implemented at terminals; is synchronization between devices needed etc.

Proposed Change: clarify
	Status: OPEN
Basaraj
	

	A410
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1

HLF-011
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: requirement CPM-HLF-011 is not clear regarding what is a profile. The profile seems to be the same as a scenario: I have a profile "at home", "in the office" with specific user preferences…

Proposed Change: we suggest rewording as follows:

The CPM user SHALL be able to set his preferences for multiple profiles and indicate one as an active profile. The profiles may be set according to different scenario, such as Home, Office, Travel, Sleep, Meeting etc.
	Status: OPEN

Basaraj
	

	A411
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1

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

Basaraj
	

	A412
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1

HLF-011
	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why store
Proposed Change: 

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

Basaraj
	

	A413
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1

HLF-011
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: Requirement CPM-HLF-0011 is worded very complicated.

Proposed Change: Reword to make requirement much clearer.
	Status: OPEN

Basaraj
	

	A417
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1

HLF-0xx
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: The clause 6 and related subclauses lists a number of CPM requirements but very few PoC, XDM, Presence, and voice requirements.
Proposed Change: Add the following requirements and normative references:

CPM-HLF-0aa  "The CPM enabler SHALL support the IM functionality as described in [x1] and may evolve it if required.

[x1] OMA-RD-IM_SIMPLE-V1."
CPM-HLF-0bb  "The CPM enabler SHALL support the CPM related functionality as described in [x2] and may evolve it if required.

[x2] OMA-RD-PoC-V2_0."
CPM-HLF-0cc  "The CPM enabler SHALL support the CPM related functionality as described in [x3] and may evolve it if required. 

[x3] OMA-RD-XDM-V2_0 ."
CPM-HLF-0dd  "The CPM enabler SHALL support the CPM related functionality as described in [x4] and may evolve it if required.

[x4] OMA-RD-Presence SIMPLE-V1_0"
CPM-HLF-0ee  "The CPM enabler SHALL support the requirements described in [x5], [x6]. 

[x5]  3GPP TS 22.173

[x6] 3GPP2 S.R0006-A”
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A419
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1

HLF-0xx
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: The requirements seem to indicate that the CPM user uses a shared address book only, which resides somewhere in the network. I would expect that the user would like to use also the phone books in ME or UICC for CPM services. 

Proposed Change: Add a new requirement: 

CPM-HLF-0gg  The CPM client SHALL be able to use the phone book residing in mobile equipment and/or UICC as the default address book for CPM services.
	Status: OPEN

Michel
	

	A525
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.1
CONV-020,

021, 022, 023, 024 
	Source: KDDI, Motorola Japan

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Use of "pseudonym" should be an implementation matter.

Proposed Change: Delete these requirements
	Status: OPEN
Pierre
	

	A527
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.1

CONV-020
	Source: Huawei

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 
Can pseudonym be used as a user identity? 

Proposed Change: 
Please Clarify the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A528
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.1

CONV-020
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: what is a pseudonym? What is its lifetime (persistent? Disposable after the end of a Group Session?) and scope?

Proposed Change: provide a definition of pseudonym. Alternatively, the concept of pseudonym could be extended to be a more generic alias towards the user’s CPM address, usable as part of “chat room” type of Conversation or as a throw-away address pointing to the User’s main CPM Address (aka its identity). If acceptable, the pseudonym-related requirements shall be updated accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A529
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.1

CONV-020
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: to be anonymus, the user has to request that features when requesting to join an on-going CPM Group Session, so it is needed to modify the req as I think this is the case;.

If the user is invited to join, he/she cannot be anonymus, because the inviting user has to know his identity to invite him/her; if the user belongs to a CPM Pre-defined Group, the owner of the group (i.e. the principal that has created the group), has to know his identity to add him/her to the group.
Proposed Change: 
The CPM enabler SHOULD allow CPM user to use a pseudonym as the user identity when requesting to join anonymously in an on-going CPM Group Session, depending on the CPM Group and operator policies.
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A530
	2007.03.03
	E
	6.1.1

CONV-020
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: in CONV-020, use of term user identity can be misleading.

Proposed Change: we suggest rewording as follows:

The CPM enabler SHOULD allow the CPM User to be known to other participants by a pseudonym when participating anonymously in CPM Group Session depending on the CPM Group and operator policies.
	Status: OPEN

Pierre
	

	A597
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.1

CONV-033
	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: CPM-CONV-033: Capitalize usage of term Continuous Media.

Proposed Change: Replace Discrete Media with CPM Message.

	Status: OPEN

Gertjan
	

	A614
	2007.03.03
	E
	6.1.1

CONV-038
	Source: Motorola
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, Dwight
	

	A615
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.1

CONV-038


	Source: China Mobile

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Clarify what mechanism is used to recognize a CPM Message or a CPM Session as a part of a CPM Conversation.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN, Dwight
	

	A650
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.1

CONV-0yy
	Source: Huawei

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 
Does every message or session history need stored in the network storage?

Conversation histories always are long and large and the network storage is very easy to overflow. 

We think the CPM enabler should allow CPM User to store selectively. 

Proposed Change: 
We suggest add a new requirement.

The CPM enabler SHALL allow CPM User to store CPM Conversation histories selectively, e.g. store CPM Conversation histories according to some criteria.
	Status: OPEN, Gang
	

	A655
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-001 … 007
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: Why expire time is mandatory ? It sounds like nice to have. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A656
	2007.03.04
	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, Kyung-tak
	

	A657
	2007.02.23
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-001
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: What happens on expiry?  We think an expired message is simply not delivered at all, rather than being deleted in the recipient’s phone.

Proposed Change: Clarify requirement along the lines of the comment.
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A658
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-001
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: The "The CPM enabler SHALL allow the originating user to associate an expiry time to a CPM message, according to service provider settings." is to me conflicting. Either the user associate the expiry time or the service provider not both.

Proposed Change: Clarify statement to read “The CPM enabler SHALL allow the originating user to associate an expiry time to a CPM message, up to the according to  max time determined by service provider settings.“.
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A659
	2007.03.01
	
	6.1.2

DEF-003 
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: This requirement should changed to reflect the preference of the recipient.  It is assumed that the originator sets the expiry time as a message parameter as informational only.  There is no additional interpretation done by CPM with respect to the originator, or the requirement needs further refinement. 
Proposed Change: 
Suggested phrasing:

The CPM enabler, based on recipient's preferences, SHALL delete the message or retain the deferred message in the network storage if the time the message was deferred reaches the expiry time associated with the message.

	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A660
	2007.02.23
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-003

DEF-004

DEF-005

DEF-006

DEF-007

DEF-008
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: We don’t believe that there is a market requirement for management of deferred messaging timers on a per message basis.  Users will just download all their messages and manage them on the device.

Proposed Change: Delete these requirements
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A661
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-004

005


	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  what does “according to service provider settings” menas or bring?
Proposed Change: Remove words
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A662
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-004


	Source: Oracle

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  How do they relate?
Proposed Change: Remove 004,keep 005.
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A663
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-004


	Source: LogicaCMG

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0063

Comment: CPM-DEF-004 – CPM-DEF-00-8: These requirements describe quite complicated functionality for the end-user and the enabler, for which the use-case is not entirely clear.

Proposed Change: Consider removing these requirements, or at least scheduling these for a later CPM phase.
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A664
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-005
	Source: China Mobile

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: It is impractical to ask a CPM user to set one reminder setting for each deferred message, the reminder setting should be adopt to a group of messages.  
Proposed Change: Modify the “a deferred message” to “deferred messages”
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A665
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.1

DEF-006

DEF-007

DEF-008
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why would the recipient want to manage the expiry time? 

Proposed Change:
Delete DEF-006, -007 and -008
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A666
	2007.02.21
	E
	6.1.2

DEF-006
	Source: Cingular Wireless

Proposed Change: Remove CPM-DEF-006 which is covered in CPM-DEF-005. 

If want to be more specific in CPM-DEF-005, we could add (such as expiry time, method of notification etc.) after the settings.
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A667
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.2

DEF-006
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: CPM-DEF-006 reads “The CPM enabler SHALL allow the recipient user to request to extend the expiry time associated with a deferred message, according to service provider settings. “
Proposed Change: Clarify as “The CPM enabler SHALL allow the recipient user to request to extend extension of  the expiry time associated with a deferred message, according to service provider settings. “
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A668
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-006
	Source: Motorola
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, Kyung-tak
	

	A669
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-006
	Source: RIM

Form: Doc 0077

Comment: CPM-DEF-006 Does not make sense why the recipient needs to alter the expiry date/ time of a deferred message they have received? If the message is delivered then surely it’s in the inbox and expiry time is no longer valid.
Proposed Change:  rewrite or delete

	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A670
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.2

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, Kyung-tak
	

	A671
	2007.02.21
	E
	6.1.2

DEF-007
	Source: Cingular Wireless

Proposed Change: Remove CPM-DEF-007 which is covered in CPM-DEF-005
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A672
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.2

DEF-006 & 007
	Source: Huawei

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 
The two requirements are correlative, and we suggest combine them.

Proposed Change: 
Combine the two requirements.
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A673
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-007
	Source: RIM

Form: Doc 0077

Comment: CPM-DEF-007 006 Does not make sense why the recipient needs to alter the expiry date/ time of a deferred message they have received? If the message is delivered then surely it’s in the inbox and expiry time is no longer valid.
Proposed Change: rewrite or delete

	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A674
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.2

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, Kyung-tak
	

	A675
	2007.02.21
	E
	6.1.2

DEF-008
	Source: Cingular Wireless

Comment: Isn’t CPM-DEF-008 covered by both CPM-DEF-003 and CPM-DEF-005? 

Proposed Change: Recommend to remove it.
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A676
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.2

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

Comment: It should be possible, but not mandatory, for the CPM enabler to inform the user if a msg is about to expire. Further rationale: We understand that operator’s today have as a common model to charge for what is stored or set a hard limit on the storage size. As well, sending such reminders creates a lot of traffic on the network and many users would consider it as spam.
Proposed Change: 

CPM-DEF-008 The CPM enabler SHALL MAY inform the recipient user whether it allows the reminder and/or the extension of an expiry time associated to a deferred message.     

  
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A677
	2007.03.03
	T
	6.1.2

DEF-008
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: DEF-3 through DEF-8 seem rather complex functionality from a user experience point of view and are not likely to be used very often, SHALL seems overkill. 

Proposed Change: we suggest to replace SHALL by a SHOULD in DEF-008.
	Status: OPEN, Kyung-tak
	

	A678
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.2

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, Kyung-tak
	

	A684
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.3

GRP-001, 003 and 012
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP

Comment: It’s unlear if changes in the Pre-Defined Group definition affects an on-going CPM Sessions (modifications are allowed in e.g. GRP-003 and GRP-012). 
Proposed Change:  Extend GRP-001, GRP-003 and GRP-012 with a sentence: “The changes in group definition SHOULD not affect the on-going CPM Group Sessions. “
	Status: OPEN, Gertjan
	

	A705
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.3

GRP-003
	Source: Telecom Italia
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: I guess the req applies to Pre-defined group.
Proposed Change: 
The CPM enabler MAY allow mechanism to create/modify/delete specific information for a the Pre-defined group (e.g. keywords, subject).
	Status: OPEN, Thomas
	

	A734
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.3

GRP-007
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Why singling out CPM Group definition as something that can be delegated to another Principal versus other functions. Those aspects shall rather be reflected as subject to appropriate permissions in a more generic manner. The requirements here are  1. partial access to a Group information 2. creation and transfer of ownership

Proposed Change: Create a table listing for the various domains / components within the CPM enabler (e.g. Network-based storage, Communication handling, Group communication, Address Book, VASP interface, …) the various resources that can be accessed (e.g Folder / Thread / Message / Session History / Media in the network-based storage, functionalities exposed by the VASP interface, …) and the various rights that can be granted by the owner of the resource to another Principal (upload, list, search, download, move, delete, preview for a piece of media, send, receive, transfer, reply for a Message, …). This table would hence be a reference point to summarize requirements that pertain to transfer of rights between Principals.
	Status: OPEN, Pierre
	

	A786
	2007.03.03
	E
	6.1.4

PRS-005
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: editorial correction of PRS-005 for RD consistency regarding the terminology used. Also this requirement seems more appropriate to be in the Converged Address Book section.

Proposed Change: we suggest moving the requirement to the CAB section and also rewording as follows:

The CPM User MAY expose different values of presence attributes to different groups of users or single users in his/her Address Book.
	Status: OPEN, Katell
	

	A792
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.5

general
	Source: NOKIA

Form: INP

Comment: Are all possible media mandatory for all clients ? Maybe UE doesn't support all possible media. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN, Michel
	

	A825
	2007.03.03
	E
	6.1.5

MED-005, 006, 007
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Requirements MED-005, MED-006 and MED-007 are more specific to CPM message handling than media

Proposed Change: we suggest moving those requirements to the Conversation – Stand-alone messaging section.
	Status: OPEN

Katell
	

	A838
	2007.03.01
	
	6.1.5

MED-007, 009, 012
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: With respect to MED-007, MED-009, MED-012, should there be additional requirements for a session?

	Status: OPEN, Ann
	

	A846
	2007.02.21
	T
	6.1.5

MED-008
	Source: LGE

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: the concept is very complicated. What is the use case? Do we really need such requirement?
Proposed Change: Delete MED-008 
	Status: OPEN, Michel
	

	A847
	2007.03.01
	
	6.1.5

MED-008
	Source: Comverse

Form: INP

Comment: The wording of the requirement makes it difficult to understand its intent.  Also, given the complexity from a UI and usability point of view, we believe it’s not a mass market feature, and the requisite on the CPM system should be downgraded to “may”.
Proposed Change: 
CPM-MED-008
The CPM enabler MAY allow an inviting CPM user to indicate the primary media types such that any secondary media (less important ones) would depend on the presence of the primary media (the crucial ones for the CPM Session) so that the invited CPM user can accept an offered media type only if the primary media types on which the secondary media type depends are accepted too.

	Status: OPEN, Michel
	

	A848
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.5

MED-008
	Source: Huawei

Form: INP doc

Comment: 
CPM-MED-008 only limits the invitation receiver to CPM user. In some scenario, such as chat room, the CPM enabler should also receive the invitation as the invitation receiver, so the “invited CPM user” should be changed to “invitation receiver”
Proposed Change: 

The CPM enabler SHALL allow an inviting CPM user to indicate dependencies between the offered media types such that secondary media (less important ones) would depend on the presence of primary media (the crucial ones for the CPM Session) so that the invitation receiver (CPM enabler or CPM user) can accept an offered media type only if the other media types on which the media type depends are accepted too.
	Status: OPEN, Michel
	

	A849
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.5

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

Comment: Term « Secondary media«  defined as part of CPM-MED-008
Proposed Change: 1) In 3.2: Define ”secondary media” as less important media with respect to the primary media. 2) Clarify 6.1.05, CPM-MED-008 by rewording as “ The CPM enabler SHALL allow an inviting CPM user to indicate dependencies between the offered media types such that secondary media (less important ones) would depend on the presence of primary media (the crucial ones for the CPM Session) so that the invited CPM user can accept an offered media type only if the other media types on which the media type depends are accepted too. “        
	Status: OPEN, Michel
	

	A850
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.5

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

Comment: Term « Primary media«  defined as part of CPM-MED-008
Proposed Change: 1) In 3.2: Define ”Primary media” as more important media with respect to the secondary media.  2) Clarify 6.1.05, CPM-MED-008 by rewording as “ The CPM enabler SHALL allow an inviting CPM user to indicate dependencies between the offered media types such that secondary media (less important ones) would depend on the presence of primary media (the crucial ones for the CPM Session) so that the invited CPM user can accept an offered media type only if the other media types on which the media type depends are accepted too. “
	Status: OPEN, Michel
	

	A851
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.5

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

Comment: 008 reads “The CPM enabler SHALL allow an inviting CPM user to indicate dependencies between the offered media types such that secondary media (less important ones) would depend on the presence of primary media (the crucial ones for the CPM Session) so that the invited CPM user can accept an offered media type only if the other media types on which the media type depends are accepted too.”
We don’t understand the requirement, if there are several required media, why they are not both part of the negotiation? Moreover why should the enabler send an invitation when the CPM enabler knows if the user has also accepted the other media?

.
Proposed Change: 

CPM-MED-008 The CPM enabler SHALL allow an inviting CPM user to indicate dependencies between the offered media types such that secondary media (less important ones) would depend on the presence of primary media (the crucial ones for the CPM Session) so that the invited CPM user can accept an offered media type only if the other media types on which the media type depends are accepted too
CPM-MED-008a  “ The CPM enabler SHALL allow an inviting CPM user to 

propose to the CPM invited user both the primary & secondary medias.”

CPM-MED-008b  “ The CPM invited user SHALL have the possibility to negotiate with the CPM inviting user the media(s) to use during the CPM session.”
CPM-MED-008c  “ The CPM session SHALL occur if the outcome of the negotiation is successful (e.g., acceptance of a/some of the primary media(s)).”
	Status: OPEN, Michel
	

	A852
	2007.03.02
	E
	6.1.5

MED-008
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This requirement shall be reworded to streamline its meaning.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN, Michel
	

	A853
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.5

MED-008
	Source: Nortel

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: This shall be extended to Principals

Proposed Change: Change “CPM Users” into “Principals”
	Status: OPEN, Michel
	

	A854
	2007.03.03
	E
	6.1.5

MED-008
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: MED-008 ( In most cases users will start with one media (e.g. text) and add other media progressively (e.g. voice) depending on counterpart's capabilities. This functionality is very advanced, does it need to be a SHALL?

Proposed Change: we suggest to change SHALL into SHOULD.
	Status: OPEN, Michel
	

	A855
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.5

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, Michel
	

	A886
	2007.03.04
	T
	6.1.6

STOR-001
	Source: IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-CPM-2007-0076-IBM-review-of-CPM-RD

Comment:   STOR-001 should refer to the enabler providing an address book, not how it is implemented (ie references to network storage)

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN, Michel 
	

	A890
	2007.02.21
	T
	6.1.6

STOR-002
	Source: Cingular Wireless

Comment: Should allow access by any authorized devices.

Proposed Change: Change the requirement as marked:

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 the network-based storage for later retrieval.

	Status: OPEN, Thomas
	

	A891
	2007.03.02
	T
	6.1.6, STOR-002
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-RD-CPM-v1_0-20070208-D

Comment: CPM-STOR-002 reads ” 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 the network-based storage for later retrieval using the same device.“ , which could be interpreted that once deleted a message is inaccessible by other devices than the one that deleted. 
Proposed Change: Clarify to read “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 the network-based storage for later retrieval using the same or any other of the user’s device(s).”

Editor’s Note: same idea as in previous comment
	Status: OPEN, Thomas
	

















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

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

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

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

© 2007 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 301)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewReport-20070101-I]

© 2007 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 55 (of 301)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewReport-20070101-I]

