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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

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

· Avoid changing Comment/Ids once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

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

2. Review Information
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	Name Of Group
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	<List the groups involved in the review.  The first four should be Req, Arch, Sec and IOP (these should not be deleted).  List the source and any other OMA group involved.>
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	<note if served as Host, Source or Reviewer of material (where they are providing comments)>
	<note which groups were explicitly invited>
	<provides place to note if group had been involved with material before the review or if there were key non-technical issues or concerns that the group would like to note explicitly.  This would provide opportunity to note the comprehensiveness of prior involvement or willingness to engage.  Specific technical comments should be presented in the space available below.>
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3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-AD-CPM-V1_0-20080418-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008.05.09
	E
	All
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Different language used in different parts of the document – probably as a side-effect of contributions from different countries.

Proposed Change: In MS Word, hit CTRL+A, then go to menu Tools->Language->Set language… and select English U.S. (or, English U.K. according to the template), and before clicking ok make sure that the auto-detect language option is not checked.
	Status: OPEN

	A002
	2008.05.09
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: “The Converged IP Messaging (CPM) enabler provides the convergence of multi-media communication services…” Is it really convergence that CPM provides? I think CPM provides a framework, which can be used to achieve convergence of existing services.

Proposed Change: “The Converged IP Messaging (CPM) enabler provides a framework that be can leveraged to converge new and existing communication services, like Instant Messaging [OMA-SIMPLE-IM] or Push to talk over Cellular [OMA-POC].”
	Status: OPEN

	A003
	2008.05.09
	E
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: “under the umbrella of an enabler” I do not think we mean just “an enabler” here – we want to emphasize that it is only one.

Proposed Change: Delete  “under the umbrella of an enabler”
	Status: OPEN

	A004
	2008.05.09
	E
	1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: “to” is missing

Proposed Change: /allows develop/allows to develop/allows developing
	Status: OPEN

	A005
	2008.05.09
	E
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The meaning of this text is not clear: “by selecting specific capabilities into a single communication scenario”

Proposed Change: Delete the text.
	Status: OPEN

	A006
	2008.05.09
	E
	1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: delete “of” in paragraph two 

Proposed Change: /building of a range->building a range/
	Status: OPEN

	A007
	2008.05.09
	E
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Is there any particular reason for having those few words formatted bold?

Proposed Change: remove bold formatting
	Status: OPEN

	A008
	2008.05.09
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The third paragraphs talk about the scope of the enabler. This section is supposed to describe the scope of the AD (and not the enabler).

Proposed Change: Remove  third paragraphs or clarify 
	Status: OPEN

	A009
	2008.05.09
	E
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Paragraph 2: replace “needing” with “requiring”

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	A010
	2008.05.09
	T
	1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: [OMA Presence] and [OMA XDM] are used as references but are not included as references in chapter 2.

Proposed Change: Add references to chapter 2.1 or use [OMA-XDM-AD] and [OMA-PRS-AD]
	Status: OPEN

	A011
	2008.05.09
	T
	1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Having read the “Scope” section, it is still unclear what is in the scope of this document. This section does not include any actual scoping – it is more like an introduction section (to the enabler itself); making it more or less useless when it comes to the actual scope.

Proposed Change: Add real scoping for the AD document. E.g. The scope of this AD document is to describe the components, interfaces, and interactions that are necessary to achieve this and that (what’s written in the RD). 
	Status: OPEN

	A012
	2008.05.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sometimes “URL:” is part of the links, sometimes it is not.

Proposed Change: Make it consistent either way – I would prefer removing all occurrences of “URL:”.
	Status: OPEN

	A013
	2008.05.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sometimes the links are underlined (click-able), sometimes they are not.

Proposed Change: Make it consistent either way – for the sake of readability, I would prefer removing all click-able links and leaving them plain text.
	Status: OPEN

	A014
	2008.05.09
	T
	2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: [RFC2617] is not listed while used in the document

Proposed Change: add [RFC2617] to the list of references, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0228
	Status: OPEN

	A015
	2008.05.09
	T
	2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Is Presence V2.0 required or can Presence 1.0 fulfill CPM requirements?

Proposed Change: Investigate and fix if needed
	Status: OPEN

	A016
	2008.05.09
	T
	2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: [OMA-CSCSF-AD] is not used in the document

Proposed Change: remove, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0228
	Status: OPEN

	A017
	2008.05.09
	T
	2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: [OMA-DPE-RD] is not used in the document

Proposed Change: remove, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0228
	Status: OPEN

	A018
	2008.05.09
	T
	2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: [OMA-CBCS-AD] is not used in the document

Proposed Change: remove, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0228
	Status: OPEN

	A019
	2008.05.09
	T
	2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: The document name for [OSE] is missing (i.e. OMA-AD/RD-...)

Proposed change: add, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0228
	Status: OPEN

	A020
	2008.05.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: URL is incorrect for [RFC3325]

Proposed change: correct to URL:http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc3325.txt, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0228
	Status: OPEN

	A021
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in “CPM-based Service” description. 

Proposed Change: “fulfil”->”fulfill”
	Status: OPEN

	A022
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in “User Plane” description. 

Proposed Change: “signalling” -> ”signaling”

Comment: you have to decide whether to use US or UK English. This proposal changes UK to US while previous comment changes US to UK.
	Status: OPEN

	A023
	2008.05.09
	T
	3.2, "Discrete Media"
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Discrete Media" is defined by reference to RD, but the RD does not contain the "Discrete Media" definition.

Proposed Change: add definition
	Status: OPEN

	A024
	2008.05.09
	T
	3.2, "User Plane"
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: The definition does not cover a CPM Conv. Server communicating with another CPM Conv. Server or a CPM Conv. Server communicating with an Interworking Function

Proposed Change: E.g. "A specification of the Media and Media control signalling (e.g. floor control) between two CPM functional entities."
	Status: OPEN

	A025
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.2, "Pager Mode"
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "MSRP Session" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or change "MSRP Session" -> "MSRP session", see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229
	Status: OPEN

	A026
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Caps use in “MMD” description.

Proposed Change: “MultiMedia” -> “Multimedia”


	Status: OPEN

	A027
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in “XML” description.

Proposed Change: “eXtensible” -> “Extensible”


	Status: OPEN

	A028
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "UAPROF" is not used in the document

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A029
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "DPE" is not used in the document

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A030
	2008.05.09
	E
	3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CSCSF" is not used in the document

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A031
	2008.05.09
	T
	3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "VAS" and "HTTP" are used in the document, but not defined in here

Proposed Change: add, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229
	Status: OPEN

	A032
	2008.05.09
	T
	whole document
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sometimes "CPM enabler" is used and sometimes "CPM Enabler" is used.

Proposed Change: either define and consistently change to "CPM Enabler" or change to "CPM enabler" 
	Status: OPEN

	A033
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: “The CPM Enabler provides building blocks…” I thought that CPM provides a framework. What good is an enabler that provides building blocks only? We will also define how it works, right? That makes it a framework, does it not?

Proposed Change: “The CPM Enabler provides building blocks, by reuse of existing blocks and by defining new ones, to allow” -> “The CPM Enabler provides a framework that allows” Insert “thru extensibility and re-use” if needed.
	Status: OPEN

	A034
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The second paragraph starts with an incorrect statement: “Figure 1 shows a schematic, in which the CPM framework is composed of the set of building blocks” Either the text is wrong or the picture. Assuming that the picture is valid, the building blocks are sitting on top of CPM (instead of being part of CPM). Also, forget the term “building blocks” – they are CPM-based Services; it is actually said on the figure itself.

Proposed Change: New sentence: “The CPM-based Services take advantage of the CPM framework as shown in Figure 1.”
	Status: OPEN

	A035
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The second sentence in paragraph two is not good enough: there is no CPM Enabler on figure 1, and it is not easy to understand.

Proposed Change: New sentence: “The CPM-based Services communicate via the features and functions exposed by the CPM framework.”
	Status: OPEN

	A036
	2008.05.09
	E
	4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: word missing in 2nd par

Proposed Change: s/schematic/schematic overview/
	Status: OPEN

	A037
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: in the 1st paragraph, "CPM Enabler provides building blocks" while in 2nd paragraph, "CPM framework is composed of the set of building blocks". it is not clear how CPM enabler differs from CPM framework

Proposed Change: replace "CPM framework" with "CPM Enabler"  everywhere or  explain the difference
	Status: OPEN

	A038
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: in figure, CPM framework is not shown as a set of blocks but only as one block.

Proposed Change: delete the corresponding phrase in the first sentence of 2nd paragraph such that it reads “Figure 1 shows a schematic overview in which …”
	Status: OPEN

	A039
	2008.05.09
	E
	4

Figure 1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The colors of the bars are nearly identical on a printed document.

Proposed Change: Either make the picture black & white, or pick colors that are different in the printed documents as well.
	Status: OPEN

	A040
	2008.05.09
	T
	4

Figure 1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: This is no architecture.

Proposed Change: Remove the word “architecture” from the caption under the picture.
	Status: OPEN

	A041
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Paragraph 3: Why are the words “personal” and “Applications” needed here? Clarification needed.

Proposed Change: Either one of these sentences should be fine:

a. “CPM supports both one-to-one and one-to-many communications.”

b. “CPM supports one-to-one and one-to-many communications, and also includes support for inter-personal and inter-Application scenarios.”
	Status: OPEN

	A042
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Paragraph 3: Caps use/What are Applications? (Definition missing?)

Proposed Change: Either de-capitalize the word, or add definition for Applications.
	Status: OPEN

	A043
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Paragraph 4: Huh? I think the services can be created (and already exist) without CPM, so this statement is not entirely valid. What CPM brings is a framework so that all of those existing services or new services to come can communicate with each other in a unified manner. Also, the bulleted list below the statement does not belong here.

Proposed Changes:

1. Change the sentence/add more sentences in a way that it describes the benefit of the unified framework introduced by CPM.   


	Status: OPEN

	A044
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 1: This bullet does not make much sense. Most users do not know the underlying technology for any system. 

Proposed Change: Remove the bullet.
	Status: OPEN

	A045
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 2: This is nothing new.

Proposed Change: define what parallel means
	Status: OPEN

	A046
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 3: This sentence has no meaning.

a. Concurrently associate? Meaning?

b

Proposed Change: Remove/clarify/modified the bullet.
	Status: OPEN

	A047
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 6: How would users be aware of any seamless transition from legacy to CPM if the first bullet in this section claims that users should be aware of the underlying technology?
Proposed Change: Clarify whether the user is aware of the transition, or the system hides it from the user completely.
	Status: OPEN

	A048
	2008.05.09
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Second last paragraph. First, what is the relevance of this paragraph to the AD? It adds nothing but raises questions. 

Proposed Change: Remove the paragraph.
	Status: OPEN

	A049
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: This section useless; it is supposed to describe what the AD provides for CPM Version 1.0 – not what CPM will provide in the end or a short summary for the RD.

Proposed Change: Remove all bullets and describe what 1.0 of the AD provides: describe that the AD contains a high-level system description, dependencies, architectural diagram, interface and component summary, etc. In the end it should be a good mixture of the scope and the ToC, in a manner that it is easy to read and understand. A good proposal requires a good scope description, because the current one is rubbish. Also, include a reference to the RD – it is clear about which requirements come in version one.
	Status: OPEN

	A050
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: General comment to all bullets where applicable: Can we make them one sentence?

Proposed Change: For example, the first bullet should be: “The CPM Enabler supports the following conversation handling requirements:”
	Status: OPEN

	A051
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 1, sub-bullet 2.

1-1=0, 1-N=?, 1-Application=?

Proposed Change: Add abbreviation, or definition for these, and use them consistently over the entire document.
	Status: OPEN

	A052
	2008.05.09
	E
	General
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Consistent use one-to-one, one-to-many or 1-1, 1-N, etc

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A053
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 1, sub-bullet 2. It is not clear what the difference is between 1-1 and 1-Application.

Proposed Change: Either add a good definition, or delete “1-Application”, because it is already covered by one-to-one and one-to-many messaging.
	Status: OPEN

	A054
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 1, sub-bullet 3.

What is “invocation”? Where is this “Media” added? Why limit it at this point?

Proposed Change: Please clarify the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	A055
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 1, sub-bullet 4.

What is “invocation”? Where are these “users” added? Why limit it at this point?

Proposed Change: Please clarify the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	A056
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 1, sub-bullet 6.

Change of user device? I do not think you mean hardware/software updates here, so I take it that a re-wording is in order here?

Proposed Change: New sentence: “Transfer of an active CPM Session from one device to another, without disrupting the conversation.”
	Status: OPEN

	A057
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 3.

Is there any particular reason for having “Group Communication and Management” with capitals?

Proposed Change: Either make “Communication and Management” lower-case, or add definition for “Group Communication and Management”.
	Status: OPEN

	A058
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 3.

Is there any particular reason for having “CPM Group Conversation” with capitals?

Proposed Change: Either make “Group Conversation” lower-case, or add definition for “CPM Group Conversation”.
	Status: OPEN

	A059
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 3.

Incorrect use of definitions? “CPM Pre-defined and Ad-hoc Groups”

Proposed Change: Either add a new definition for “CPM Pre-defined and Ad-hoc Groups”, or replace the quoted text with “CPM Pre-defined Groups and CPM Ad-hoc Groups”
	Status: OPEN

	A060
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in bullet 4, 1st sentence.

Proposed Change: “The CPM enablers supports” -> “The CPM enabler supports”
	Status: OPEN

	A061
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 4, 1st sentence.

Is the word “preferences” necessary?

Proposed Change: Use the defined terminology on user preference -> “User Preference Profile”
	Status: OPEN

	A062
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Dot use in bullet 4.

Proposed Change: Use either or three dot, but not two.
	Status: OPEN

	A063
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 4, 2nd sentence.

The sentence contains an agreement about user profiles storing only communication preferences. 

Proposed Change: Remove the word “Communication”.
	Status: OPEN

	A064
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 4, 2nd sentence.

The word “those” implies a reference to the previous sentence. It is not clear which part it actually refers to (the preferences or the profiles). Same for the word “They” in the 3rd sentence.

Proposed Change: Clarify the sentences/references.
	Status: OPEN

	A065
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 4, 2nd sentence.

Does not make much sense. Associate what with what?

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	A066
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 4, 3rd sentence.

This is the introduction section. While examples are fine, details and agreements are not.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	A067
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 5, 1st sentence.

What is the “N:M scenario”?

Proposed Change: Clarify/add definition as needed, or remove.
	Status: OPEN

	A068
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 5, 3rd sentence and the sub-bullets following it.

It seems to me that the 2nd sentence covers all that.

Proposed Change: Remove 3rd sentence and the following sub-bullets.
	Status: OPEN

	A069
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 5, 3rd sub-bullet

It has nothing to do with addressing.

Proposed Change: Remove 3rd sub-bullets.
	Status: OPEN

	A070
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: 2 occurrences of: “…and any time during a CPM Conversation.”

Proposed Change: “…at any time during a CPM Conversation.”?
	Status: OPEN

	A071
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: “Media Support: CPM supports”

Proposed Change: “Media Support: The CPM Enabler supports”
	Status: OPEN

	A072
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in bullet 1.

Proposed Change: “SIP signalling security” -> “SIP signaling security” 
	Status: OPEN

	A073
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Presence Support: … and does not mandate an always-on condition for the CPM Users.

It is not clear what is “always-on condition”

Proposed Change: Add definition or replace with “does not mandate the CPM Users to indicate their availability for any service.
	Status: OPEN

	A074
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Presence Support" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A075
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1

Presence Support
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: What does “flexible interaction” refer to? Re-phrase the whole paragraph.
Proposed Change: “The CPM Enabler utilizes the services of the Presence Enabler and implements Presence functional entities. The invocation of the CPM service, however, does not require the support for Presence Service.
	Status: OPEN

	A076
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Network-based Storage" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A077
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Application Support" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A078
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM User" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230
	Status: OPEN

	A079
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Enabler" in "Presence Enabler" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: add definition , see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230
	Status: OPEN

	A080
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Client" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: add definition , see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230
	Status: OPEN

	A081
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Conversation Server" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: add definition , see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230
	Status: OPEN

	A082
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "User Equipment" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: add definition, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230
	Status: OPEN

	A083
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: User preferences – different font size.

Proposed Change: Use the same font size as for other text.
	Status: OPEN

	A084
	2008.05.09
	T
	1 thru4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sometimes "Immediate Messaging" is used and sometimes "immediate messaging" is used

Proposed Change: define in 3.2
	Status: OPEN

	A085
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: “SHALL be at least as secure…” What is the definition of “secure”?
Proposed Change: re-phrase
	Status: OPEN

	A086
	2008.05.09
	E
	4, bullet list

4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "conversation" -> "CPM Conversation"
	Status: OPEN

	A087
	2008.05.09
	E
	4, 3rd paragraph and 4th paragraph and bullet list

4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM" -> "CPM Enabler"
	Status: OPEN

	A088
	2008.05.09
	T
	4, 4.1, 5.3.1.1, 5.3.1.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "device" seems to be used in the same meaning as "CPM Client".

Proposed Change: replace "device" with "CPM Client"
	Status: OPEN

	A089
	2008.05.09
	E
	4, last bullet
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM based service" is defined.

Proposed Change: "CPM based service" -> "CPM-based Service"
	Status: OPEN

	A090
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Enabler Version 1.0" -> " CPM Enabler version 1.0"
	Status: OPEN

	A091
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Conversation Handling" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed change: "Conversation Handling" -> "CPM Conversation handling, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229"
	Status: OPEN

	A092
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Deferred Messaging" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: Define  in 3.2 
	Status: OPEN

	A093
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Media Support" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229
	Status: OPEN

	A094
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Group Communication and Management" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A095
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Group Conversation" is not defined in 3.2. Most likely should be replaced with "CPM Group Session"

Proposed Change: change to "CPM Group Session", see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229
	Status: OPEN

	A096
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "User Preferences" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case , see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229
	Status: OPEN

	A097
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Communication Preferences" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A098
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "User Preference Profile" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A099
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "They are also a way to provide for address/device/access point selection." – The user preferences are not supposed to be used for address selection or access point selection. They could be used for CPM Client routing for terminating requests.

Proposed Change: Change e.g. to "User preferences influence routing of the terminating requests"
	Status: OPEN

	A100
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: selecting access points via user preferences is not covered by a requirement (could find it only in informational section of RD).

Proposed Change: delete “/access point” 
	Status: OPEN

	A101
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "User Addressing" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A102
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1, "User Addressing" sub-list
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: it can be useful to state that the addresses are CPM user addresses

Proposed Change: "address" -> "CPM user address"
	Status: OPEN

	A103
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Multi-device" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A104
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: unclear what “shared media” means. Also, no requirement for this.

Proposed Change: delete “and shared Media to allow filtering of histories to user’s views”
	Status: OPEN

	A105
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Isn’t this supposed to be normative?

Proposed Change: Move this entire section (and its sub-sections) to a normative section – it does not belong here. Alternatively, removing all normative statements could solve this, but then again – security is supposed to be serious, isn’t it?
	Status: OPEN

	A106
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in bullet 1.

Proposed Change: “SIP signalling security” -> “SIP signaling security”
	Status: OPEN

	A107
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo section title

Proposed Change: “SIP signalling security” -> “SIP signaling security”
	Status: OPEN

	A108
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in last paragraph

Proposed Change: “For further SIP signalling,” -> “For further SIP signaling,”
	Status: OPEN

	A109
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS

Proposed Change: replace with 3GPP IMS / 3GPP2 MMD
	Status: OPEN

	A110
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Difference between "CPM service" and "CPM Communication Service" is not clear

Proposed Change: "CPM Communication Service" -> "CPM service", see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229
	Status: OPEN

	A111
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Address" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229
	Status: OPEN

	A112
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: First sentence: “The CPM Client SHALL be authenticated” is it really the CPM Client that SHALL be authenticated? How about the user?

Proposed Change: Incorporate the user into the sentence (maybe remove the client?) – In the end, it is the user who pays for the service.
	Status: OPEN

	A113
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Second sentence: “The CPM Conversation Server SHOULD rely” Why is this a SHOULD? Mind sharing your thoughts with us?

Proposed Change: Elaborate why this is a SHOULD; otherwise make it a SHALL.
	Status: OPEN

	A114
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Third sentence: “It is assumed” It was a SHOULD in the sentence before…

Proposed Change: Make it consistent with the previous sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	A115
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Third sentence: “access level security” What is this? There are only three kinds of security considerations in this section: “SIP signaling”, “User plane”, “CPM Interworking Function”.
Proposed Change: Remove or create a new section that describes “Access level security”.
	Status: OPEN

	A116
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Third sentence: “support the…” The second half of the sentence makes the whole sentence unclear.
Proposed Change: Split the sentence and clarify, or remove the second half completely starting from “support the…”
	Status: OPEN

	A117
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in last paragraph

Proposed Change: “For further SIP signalling,” -> “For further SIP signaling,”
	Status: OPEN

	A118
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: What is the purpose of the NOTE at the bottom? It should be obvious after reading RFC3261.

Proposed Change: Remove the note.
	Status: OPEN

	A119
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: First sentence, “SHOULD be protected” Are you sure that this is a SHOULD?

Proposed Change: Please clarify why this is not a MUST – and please pay special attention to this case: what should happen if it was requested, but there is no support for such thing.
	Status: OPEN

	A120
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Any particular reason to have “CPM Interworking Function” with uppercase letters? There is no such definition.

Proposed Change: Fix capitals, or add definition.
	Status: OPEN

	A121
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Several typos in paragraph

Proposed Change: “signalling,” -> “signaling,” Occurs three times, please fix all of them.
	Status: OPEN

	A122
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: First sentence. The signaling security a MUST. So, what happens when the non-CPM interworking function does not provide a necessary signaling security features? 

Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: OPEN

	A123
	2008.05.09
	T
	4.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Second sentence. The user plane security is only a SHOULD. So, what happens when the non-CPM interworking function does not provide a necessary user plane security features? 

Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: OPEN

	A124
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Several typos in paragraph

Proposed Change: “signalling,” -> “signaling,” Occurs three times, please fix all of them.
	Status: OPEN

	A125
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: [OMA SEC_CF] -> [OMA-SEC_CF]
	Status: OPEN

	A126
	2008.05.09
	E
	4.2.2, 4.2.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "User Plane" is defined

Proposed change: "user plane" -> "User Plane"
	Status: OPEN

	A127
	2008.05.09
	T
	5
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: First sentence, “enabling framework” What is an “enabling framework”? OMA provides enablers (which are, more or less frameworks). But what is an enabling framework? 

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	A128
	2008.05.09
	T
	5
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Third sentence, “The proposed architecture” 

Proposed Change: Remove the word “proposed”.
	Status: OPEN

	A129
	2008.05.09
	T
	5
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Having read the first paragraph, I got the feeling that this text should have been part of the introduction section.

Proposed Change: Move the text to the introduction section, and discuss AM consists of identified dependencies, components and interfaces, etc
	Status: OPEN

	A130
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Third sentence, “a policy enforcement step may be required” If required, indicate, if not, remove. This is the dependencies section where guesses are no good. Say your piece or walk away.

Proposed Change: Remove the third sentence – it useless as it is – or elaborate what policy enforcements are required.
	Status: OPEN

	A131
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Second paragraph and all bullets under it. “The CPM Enabler will re-use technologies for” This does not sound like dependency.

Proposed Change: Change “re-use” to ”rely”
	Status: OPEN

	A132
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Last paragraph. “Further, ”

Proposed Change: Change to “Furthermore, “.
	Status: OPEN

	A133
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Last paragraph, last sentence. “this” Which? (there is an “or” in the previous sentence)

Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: OPEN

	A134
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: at end of 1st par the necessity of a policy enforcement step is alluded to. Unclear what that means.

Proposed Change: clarify or delete phrase
	Status: OPEN

	A135
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: as of today, CPM does not depend on Presence. 

Proposed Change: delete phrase
	Status: OPEN

	A136
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: as of today, CPM does not depend on CAB.

Proposed Change: delete phrase
	Status: OPEN

	A137
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "SIP Session Handling" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A138
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Address Book" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A139
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Notification Delivery" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A140
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.2, figure 2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Message & Media storage" -> "Message and Media Storage Server"
	Status: OPEN

	A141
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.2, figure 2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "M&M Client" -> "Message and Media Storage Client"
	Status: OPEN

	A142
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.2, figure 2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM user prefs" -> "CPM User Preferences"
	Status: OPEN

	A143
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2, figure 2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: figure contains "VAS New services" (near CPM Client) and "VAS new services" (near CPM Conv. Server) 

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A144
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: CPM User Preferences should be removed as they belong to XDM Enabler.

Proposed Change: Remove CPM User Prefs from the picture and also description from the text
	Status: OPEN

	A145
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is a bunch of arrows with “external” written on them.

Proposed Change: Identify the external interfaces explicitly.
	Status: OPEN

	A146
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: There are dependencies listed in the previous section (5.1), however those interfaces are not identified. At a minimum, I would expect those interfaces to be identified that are relevant to the enabler on which CPM depends.

Proposed Change: Identify the “dependency” interfaces explicitly.
	Status: OPEN

	A147
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Get rid the “Other enablers” box the Supporting Enablers box, and show relationships to all relevant enablers.

Proposed Change: Identify all components and interfaces explicitly.
	Status: OPEN

	A148
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is a thick dashed line going from SIP/IP core up behind the CPM user prefs. Is this meant to point to the CPM user prefs? Or, is it meant to be connected to the thin dashed line towards the Supporting Enablers?

Proposed Change: If yes, change line, if not, remove line.
	Status: OPEN

	A149
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is no description or whatsoever for “Supporting Enabler clients”.

Proposed Change: Describe or remove.
	Status: OPEN

	A150
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2

Figure 2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is a thick line going from another line (CPM-CONV) to VAS new services. There is no arrowhead – which way does it go? Make this a general comment: Any chance making interfaces real interfaces instead of joined arrows? It is pretty confusing this way.

Proposed Change: Move the labels closer to the arrow head.
	Status: OPEN

	A151
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bulleted list under the figure, bullet 5. “Interworking Function(s)” 0, 1 or more?

Proposed Change: It is not clear whether this is optional (=0 or =1) must be always there (=1), or there can be 0, 1, or more. Indicate this on the picture and text as well, because it is not clear.
	Status: OPEN

	A152
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The list at the end of the section. What are these? Definitions? Move them. Descriptions? Merge with the bulleted list (earlier in the same section) without bold formatting.

Proposed Change: Incorporate these statements somewhere else.
	Status: OPEN

	A153
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The list at the end of the section; CPM Client “definition”. “a”?

Proposed Change: Change “a CPM service” to “the CPM service”.
	Status: OPEN

	A154
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The list at the end of the section; CPM Client “definition”. “or the Message and Media Storage”. The CPM Client has no interaction with the store at all.

Proposed Change: Remove “or the Message and Media Storage”, or add text about the M&M Client.
	Status: OPEN

	A155
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The list at the end of the section; CPM Conversation Server “definition”. What is the value of “the services both from” in the sentence?

Proposed Change: Remove “both”.
	Status: OPEN

	A156
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The list at the end of the section; CPM Conversation Server “definition”. “for the realisation of a CPM service” – so, it means that the whole CPM service is realized with one and only one component, right? I think that’s a big no-no – CPM Conversation Server provides only a part of the CPM service.

Proposed Change: Remove, or Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	A157
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The list at the end of the section; Message and Media Storage Server “definition”. What does “Network Storage” refer to? There is no definition for such thing.

Proposed Change: Replace “Network Storage” with “network-based storage”.
	Status: OPEN

	A158
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The list at the end of the section; Message and Media Storage Server “definition”. “both directly and indirectly” Do we need this level of detail here? If so, please elaborate the differences.

Proposed Change: Remove “both directly and indirectly”.
	Status: OPEN

	A159
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The list at the end of the section; Message and Media Storage Server “definition”. “by other CPM components such as”

 I thought that Media Message & Media Storage Server would serve any authenticated component.

Proposed Change: Describe that all authenticated components can use the storage (not only a few components and not only CPM components).
	Status: OPEN

	A160
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The list at the end of the section; CPM User Preference “definition”. Typo

Proposed Change: Preference -> Preferences
	Status: OPEN

	A161
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Since CBCS enabler is not used in any normative statement in the document, there is no reason to include the CBCS enabler in the list of supporting enablers. 

Proposed Change: remove CBCS enabler from the list of supporting enablers and also remove CBCS abbreviation from 3.3
	Status: OPEN

	A162
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "component" seems to be the same as "entity" – e.g. sometimes "CPM entity" is used, sometimes "CPM component" is used

Proposed Change: if those terms have the same meaning, use only one term consistently
	Status: OPEN

	A163
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Message & Media Storage Server" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A164
	2008.05.09
	E
	whole document
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Message & Media Storage" -> "Message and Media Storage" (or vice verse)
	Status: OPEN

	A165
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM User Preferences" is not defined in 3.2, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A166
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Interworking Selection Function" is not defined in 3.2, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A167
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Interworking Function" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A168
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is a multiplicity of Interworking Functions, not just one as alluded to in text directly preceding section 5.3.

Proposed Change: replace “Interworking Function” by “Interworking Function(s)” (three occurrences), just as under Figure 2. Also, adapt the corresponding phrases accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

	A169
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Notification Entity" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A170
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Message & Media Storage Client" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A171
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Client: allows the end user to initiate and access a CPM service by interacting with other CPM components such as the CPM Conversation Server or the Message and Media Storage" – CPM Client can interact with Media and Message Storage Client only

Proposed change: "or the Message and Media Storage" -> "or the Message and Media Storage Client"
	Status: OPEN

	A172
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Message & Media Client" -> "Message and Media Storage Client"
	Status: OPEN

	A173
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Network Storage" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A174
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "media" -> "Media"
	Status: OPEN

	A175
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "is the Network Storage for messages and media which includes both management and storage functionalities. It can be accessed both directly and indirectly by other CPM components such as CPM Client and CPM Conversation Server." – not clear what is meant by indirect access

Proposed change: remove "both directly and indirectly" or explain the difference
	Status: OPEN

	A176
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "is the Network Storage for messages and media which includes both management and storage functionalities. It can be accessed both directly and indirectly by other CPM components such as CPM Client and CPM Conversation Server." – CPM Client has no interface with Media and Message Storage Server

Proposed Change:  "such as CPM Client and CPM Conversation Server" -> "such as Message and Media Storage Client and CPM Conversation Server"
	Status: OPEN

	A177
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Since "VAS new services" is a defined component it would be good to add "VAS new services" to 3.2 and use it in capitalized form
	Status: OPEN

	A178
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Remote CPM Environment" is not defined in 3.2, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A179
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.2, 5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Supporting Enablers" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A180
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Section title.

Proposed Change: Remove of “at UE” from the title.
	Status: OPEN

	A181
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: First sentence, “resides on a UE”. There is no UE on the picture.

Proposed Change: Either change/remove the sentence, or add UE to the AD picture.
	Status: OPEN

	A182
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Second sentence. What is “core functionality”? (“service logic related functionality” is described later on, but “core functionality is not”)

Proposed Change: Clarify or remove “core functionality”.
	Status: OPEN

	A183
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Third sentence. The UE is not shown in the AD figure – how can you reference something that is not shown in the figure.

Proposed Change: Either remove the UE, or show it on the figure. If there is no interface between the entities in the UE, just mentioning internal interaction should be enough …”Supplement” is confusing
	Status: OPEN

	A184
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Third sentence, “see descriptions of such entities from 5.3.2 External Entities” First, the word “from” should be change to “in”, second, the references section (5.3.2) does not describe client – it is merely a summary.

Proposed Change: Remove “descriptions of”“
	Status: OPEN

	A185
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sentence above first bulleted list. Language

Proposed Change: “The CPM Client involves in the following high level functions” -> “The CPM Client is involved in the following high level functions”.
	Status: OPEN

	A186
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet 4. Language

Proposed Change: “UE internal communication with the Supporting Enablers clients.” -> “Internal communication with the clients of the Supporting Enablers within the UE.”
	Status: OPEN

	A187
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1..X
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Too many detail features but the AD in its current form does not describe how the system actually works. . 

Proposed Change:  List only the high level features and describe each high level feature in detail in SD document. Additionally describe what interfaces the CPM Client uses to interact with which components (to nicely complement the 5.3.3.x sections).
	Status: OPEN

	A188
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Repeated word

Proposed Change: “references to to their location” -> “references to their location” Occurs two times, please fix both.
	Status: OPEN

	A189
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "or by providing references to to their location on the Message & Media Storage component (without requiring their download to the UE)":

Proposed Change:  "Message & Media Storage component" -> "Message and Media Storage Server"
	Status: OPEN

	A190
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Dynamically adding/modifying/removing media during a CPM Session" 

Proposed Change:  "Dynamically adding/modifying/removing used Media Streams during a CPM Session". And add definition from [OMA –CPM-TS-SD


	Status: OPEN

	A191
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment:  "Requesting information such as the Media  types currently being used in ongoing CPM Sessions of the CPM User and receiving this information": 

Proposed Change: "Media  types" -> "Media  Types"
	Status: OPEN

	A192
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment:  "Requesting information such as the Media  types currently being used in ongoing CPM Sessions of the CPM User and receiving this information" 

– Not clear why "CPM Sessions" is in plural. Either this belongs to multi-device usage or singular should be used

Proposed change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	A193
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment:  "Activating splitting and merging and transferring CPM Sessions between UEs" – not clear why "CPM Sessions" is in plural. 

Proposed change: use singular
	Status: OPEN

	A194
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Communicating the device name to the CPM Conversation Server (e.g. as part of the device information)" 

– the CPM Client name is communicated to the CPM Conversation Server using SIP/IP Core registration

Proposed change: "Communicating the device name to the CPM network"
	Status: OPEN

	A195
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Providing view of stored CPM Threads" – this is functionality of the Message and Media Storage Client

Proposed change: move to the Message and Media Storage Client chapter
	Status: OPEN

	A196
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Presence Source" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A197
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Presence Watcher" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A198
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: “Communicating with Presence Source, Presence Watcher…” 

Proposed Change: it’s more correct to say that “CPM Client MAY act as a Presence Source or Watcher…” or “CPM Client MAY be co-located with a Presence Source and/or a Watcher…”
	Status: OPEN

	A199
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "XDM Client" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A200
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CAB Client" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A201
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Device Management Client" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A202
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Repeated word

Proposed Change: “references to to their location” -> “references to their location” Occurs two times, please fix both.
	Status: OPEN

	A203
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Bullet Generating and receiving CPM Messages within and outside CPM session, in its sub-bullet is only sending, not receiving.

Proposed Change: Add new bullet after sending a CPM Message:

· Receiving a CPM Message
	Status: OPEN

	A204
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Dot use

Proposed Change: Remove second dot after “in case the CPM Message was delivered to multiple devices”
	Status: OPEN

	A205
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: First bullet in 5.3.1.3.1. The CPM Conversation Server performing the Participating Function SHALL:
Policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/user preferences/service provider’s policies
Proposed Change: Provide policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/user preferences/service provider’s policies

	Status: OPEN

	A206
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: 5th bullet in 5.3.1.3.1. 
· “Support delivery of continuous Media to more than one device for a CPM User”
How is this achieved? Continuous media like video? Hopefully not voice communication.
Proposed Change:  Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	A207
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Space use

Proposed Change: Remove extra space from bullet 4 sub-bullet 14: “Participant s”
	Status: OPEN

	A208
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: New wording

Proposed Change: “the Media types used” -> “the Media types in use”
	Status: OPEN

	A209
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Missing “Provide” in front of first two sub-bullets of the first bullet

Proposed Change: add “Provide” in front of first two sub-bullets of the first bullet


	Status: OPEN

	A210
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Missing “Server”  at the end of first bullet sentence

Proposed Change: add “Server” 


	Status: OPEN

	A211
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Missing “Provide” in front of the first  bullet

Proposed Change: add “Provide” in front of the first bullet


	Status: OPEN

	A212
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: New wording

Proposed Change: “The Interworking Selection Function SHALL also be able to...” -> “Additionally, the Interworking Selection Function SHALL be able to...”
	Status: OPEN

	A213
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.5
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: How is the 6th bullet (Notifying the CPM Conversation Server of the response to the forwards of CPM Message and CPM Session Invitations to the Non-CPM Communication Services and vice versa) different from the 4th (Mapping of delivery notifications and read reports between CPM and Non-CPM Communication Services) and 5th bullet (Mapping of CPM Session management requests/responses to non-CPM session requests/responses and vice versa (e.g.: ending session, updating session etc.)
Proposed Change: Mapping of CPM message requests/responses to non-CPM message  requests/responses and vice versa
	Status: OPEN

	A214
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.6
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo in the very last bullet

Proposed Change: “deliverying” -> “delivering”
	Status: OPEN

	A215
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Message and Media Storage Server interworks with other CPM enabler components such as:
Proposed Change: “interworks” -> “interacts”
	Status: OPEN

	A216
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.6
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Under “The Message and Media Storage Server interworks with other CPM enabler components such as:”
In “The CPM client entity for”
Proposed Change: Change “CPM” -> “Media and Message Storage”
	Status: OPEN

	A217
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc
Comment: The Message and Media Storage Server interworks with other CPM enabler components such as:

· with the CPM Conversation History Function for

Proposed Change: “Conversation History” -> “Participating”
	Status: OPEN

	A218
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "The Message & Media Storage Client manages resources stored at Message & Media Storage in the network"

 .

Proposed Change: "Message & Media Storage in the network" -> "Message and Media Storage Server"
	Status: OPEN

	A219
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Message & Media Storage" is not defined. Instead "Message and Media Storage Server" should be used

Proposed Change: "Message & Media Storage"  -> "Message and Media Storage Server" when applicable
	Status: OPEN

	A220
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: the Media and Message Storage Client can access only the CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads and Media Objects related to a standalone CPM Message, a CPM Session or a CPM Conversation.

The access to Media independent from standalone CPM Messages, CPM Sessions and CPM Conversations is out of scope of CPM.

Proposed Change: add a statement that the access to Media independent from standalone CPM Messages, CPM Sessions and CPM Conversations is out of scope of CPM.
	Status: OPEN

	A221
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Clarify bullet on Sync

Proposed Change: Synchronizing (e.g. periodically and/or partially) with the network storage , including proper handling of locally deleted items

	Status: OPEN

	A222
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Participating Function" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A223
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Conversation History Function" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A224
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Deferred Messaging Function" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A225
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Controlling Function" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A226
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Additionally, the CPM Conversation Server handles the negotiation of capability support for communications involving different CPM networks, especially hosting of group communications and interacting with local interworking functions."

 – The meaning of the sentence is unclear + local interworking function usage is not restricted to "The common controlling functionalities" described in the 1st sentence of the paragraph.

Proposed Change: remove whole paragraph/Clarify the sentence
	Status: OPEN

	A227
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 2nd paragraph is an incomplete sentence ending in a “SHALL”

Proposed Change: rephrase to “SHALL support the following functionalities:”
	Status: OPEN

	A228
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: the 1st sub-bullet under “policy enforcement” is a complete sentence while the other two ones are incomplete

Proposed Change: change “Give” to “Gives” in second sub bullet.

Unclear how to fix third sub-bullet.
	Status: OPEN

	A229
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/user preferences/service provider’s policies" – not clear how the policy can be enforced according to service capabilities. Either the CPM Conv. Server supports the specific capability and uses it based on user preferences/service provider’s policies or the CPM Conv. Server does not support the specific capability and then it cannot do any enforcement.

Proposed Change: remove "service capabilities"
	Status: OPEN

	A230
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Upon originating and terminating CPM Session requests and CPM Messages (e.g. access control, media restrictions, availability status)." 

– Not action as the other bullets in the list – seems to fit more to one level up. 

Proposed Change: update "Policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/user preferences/service provider’s policies" -> "Policy enforcement >>when handling originating and terminating CPM Session requests and CPM Messages<< according to the service capabilities/user preferences/service provider’s policies" and remove the bullet "Upon originating and terminating CPM Session requests and CPM Messages (e.g. access control, media restrictions, availability status)."
	Status: OPEN

	A231
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Support multiple SIP sessions handling (i.e., the same user may be involved in many SIP sessions simultaneously, for example for multiple continuous Media exchange within a single CPM Conversation)." 

– Description is not clear and brackets are used for giving more information rather than examples. 

Proposed Change: change to " Support multiple SIP sessions handling” only
	Status: OPEN

	A232
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: sub-bullets “Interwork with content adaptation enablers and provide content adaptation notifications” not backed up by requirements. Requirements just state that content adaption happens.

Note that this sub-bullet occurs twice.
Proposed Change: rephrase: “Perform content adaptation and provide content adaptation notifications”. 
	Status: OPEN

	A233
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Involve the CPM Deferred Messaging Function for storage and delivery of deferred messages when the recipient is offline or not willing to receive them, based on either CPM Client’s request or pre-defined setting"

 – not clear what "pre-defined setting" 

Proposed Change: change to "Involve the CPM Deferred Messaging Function for storage and delivery  of deferred messages when the recipient is offline or not willing to receive them, based on either CPM Client’s request or user preferences"
	Status: OPEN

	A234
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Support for dynamic CPM Session continuity between different multiple devices for a CPM User."

 – meaning unclear. "dynamic CPM Session continuity" does not have any particular meaning.

Proposed Change: change to "Support transfer of CPM Session from a CPM Client to another CPM Client of the same CPM User."
	Status: OPEN

	A235
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Support routing of a CPM Session with identical media characteristics to multiple registered devices." and "Support routing of a CPM Session with a different subset of the media characteristics to multiple registered devices." are already covered in "Support delivery of CPM Session Invitations and CPM Session modification requests to more than one device for a CPM User."

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A236
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Support same CPM Session for multiple registered devices." is already covered in "Support delivery of CPM Session Invitations and CPM Session modification requests to more than one device for a CPM User."

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A237
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Provide information such as the Media types used in ongoing CPM Sessions involving multiple devices" 

– Not clear why restricted to "CPM Sessions involving multiple devices" and why only restricted to Media types. Moreover this bullet relates to "Support request from the CPM Client to access information related to the CPM User’s devices e.g. to determine the list of CPM Sessions per registered device."

Proposed Change: 

remove " Provide information such as the Media types used in ongoing CPM Sessions involving multiple devices

."

add a new bullet under "Support request from the CPM Client to access information related to the CPM User’s devices e.g. to determine the list of CPM Sessions per registered device." stating "Provide information about ongoing CPM Sessions (e.g. the used Media types) of the CPM Clients of the same CPM User"
	Status: OPEN

	A238
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Involves the CPM Conversation History Function for the storing of CPM Conversations to the Message and Media Storage based on either CPM Client’s request or pre-defined setting." – Not clear what "pre-defined setting" is.

Proposed Change: change “pre-defined” to “user preferences."
	Status: OPEN

	A239
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 2nd paragraph is an incomplete sentence ending in a “SHALL”

Proposed Change: rephrase to “SHALL support the following functionalities:”

Note that this issue re-occurs in later sections and should be fixed the same way everywhere.
	Status: OPEN

	A240
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/service provider’s policies" – not clear how the policy can be enforced according to service capabilities. Either the CPM Conv. Server supports the specific capability and uses it based on user preferences/service provider’s policies or the CPM Conv. Server does not support the specific capability and then it cannot do any enforcement.

Proposed Change: remove "service capabilities"
	Status: OPEN

	A241
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "SIP Session" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A242
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Provide SIP session parameter negotiation and maintenance of SIP session." is covered in "Provides SIP Session handling, such as SIP Session origination, release, etc"

Proposed Change: remove "Provide SIP session parameter negotiation and maintenance of SIP session."
	Status: OPEN

	A243
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Support for distinct media usage based on service provider policies and conference initiator preferences (e.g. an IM conference/session only allows the use of MSRP media)." 

– Not clear what "distinct media usage" means. The service provider policies are already covered in "Policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/service provider’s policies"

Proposed Change: change to something like  "Support usage of negotiated Media Types"
	Status: OPEN

	A244
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Provide policy enforcement for participation in CPM Group Sessions." is covered in "Policy enforcement according to the group policies."

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A245
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Support privacy and anonymity based on service provider policies and user preferences" – there are no user preferences in Controlling Function

Proposed Change: Change to something like "Support privacy and anonymity based on service provider policies"
	Status: OPEN

	A246
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: The communication relates to CPM Session rather than to a group in "Maintain group communication state.", "Distribute incoming requests to group communication Participants." and "Respond to group communication control requests from Participants"
Proposed Change: replace "group communication " with "CPM Group Session"
	Status: OPEN

	A247
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: “Involve the Interworking Selection Function for CPM Sessions and CPM Messages that are to be routed towards Non-CPM Communication Services, based on recipient’s user preferences and service provider policies“ . This is missing in the Controlling Function section 

Proposed Change: add “Involve the Interworking Selection Function for CPM Sessions and CPM Messages that are to be routed towards Non-CPM Communication Services, based  on service provider policies” in the Controlling Function section 
	Status: OPEN

	A248
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/user preferences/service provider’s policies" – not clear how the policy can be enforced according to service capabilities. Either the CPM Conv. Server supports the specific capability and uses it based on user preferences/service provider’s policies or the CPM Conv. Server does not support the specific capability and then it cannot do any enforcement.

Proposed Change: remove "service capabilities"
	Status: OPEN

	A249
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Handle permissions for invoking the CPM Conversation History Function which will be based on service provider policies." seems to be already contained in "Policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/user preferences/service provider’s policies"

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A250
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: unclear if the IM Conversation History Function is powerful enough to support CPM.

Proposed Change: delete sentence or argue otherwise.
	Status: OPEN

	A251
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: clarify “recipient’s CPM Conversation Server”
Proposed Change: add “home” such that phrase reads “recipient’s home CPM Conversation Server”
	Status: OPEN

	A252
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "IM Conversation History Function" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A253
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Policy enforcement according to the service capabilities/user preferences/service provider’s policies" – not clear how the policy can be enforced according to service capabilities. Either the CPM Conv. Server supports the specific capability and uses it based on user preferences/service provider’s policies or the CPM Conv. Server does not support the specific capability and then it cannot do any enforcement.

Proposed Change: remove "service capabilities"
	Status: OPEN

	A254
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "IM Deferred Messaging Function" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230 
	Status: OPEN

	A255
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.3.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM User’s Address" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A256
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.5
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: this section on IWF starts with listing the functions of the IWF (6 bullet points after “contains the following functions”) to then repeat basically the same – with some more detail added - 
Proposed Change: delete the first listing with the six bullet points, potentially adding a few phrases on adaptation or mapping to the more detailed bulleted lists or keep the first 6 bullets and move the details to the SD document
	Status: OPEN

	A257
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.5
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Services" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A258
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.5
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Architecture" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A259
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.5
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: sub bullets of  "For handling session invitations" – not clear what is the difference between  "session invitation" and "invitation message"

Proposed Change: either use only one of those and remove the other one or explain the difference
	Status: OPEN

	A260
	2008.05.09
	T
	whole document
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 

The document uses inconsistent terminology – e.g. in 5.1.3.5 the Interworking Function does adaptation of CPM continuous Media data, while in 5.3.1.3.3 CPM Conversation History Function stores CPM Messages and Media. If a Media Stream of audio Media Stream Type is adapted/stored, then audio frames are meant in both cases.

Proposed Change: use consistent terminology, e.g.

"Media" -> piece of binary data, e.g. the data (e.g. the audio frames) sent in a particular negotiated Media Streams or a file content

"Media Stream" -> the CPM Session negotiated communication channel of a particular Media Stream Type (e.g. a particular audio channel)

"Media Stream Type" -> the type of the negotiated channel (e.g. audio)

"Media Type" -> MIME type of Media, e.g. MIME type of the sent CPM Message contents
	Status: OPEN

	A261
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: the Message and Media Storage Server stores only the CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads and Media Objects related to a standalone CPM Message, a CPM Session or a CPM Conversation. The storage of Media independent from standalone CPM Messages, CPM Sessions and CPM Conversations is out of scope of CPM. The Message and Media Storage Server is not supposed to hold general files and to work as a network file system server.

Proposed Change: add a statement that the storage of Media independent from standalone CPM Messages, CPM Sessions and CPM Conversations is out of scope of CPM + update the 1st bullet list
	Status: OPEN

	A262
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: bullet point “storage of the communication” is meaningless 
Proposed Change: delete it
	Status: OPEN

	A263
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: this section does not reflect yet the new M&M client entity
Proposed Change: replace CPM client by M&M client in appropriate places
	Status: OPEN

	A264
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: no normative mandatory statements given in this chapter. 

Proposed Change: convert the appropriate statements to normative (SHALL/MAY/SHOULD) statements
	Status: OPEN

	A265
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "storage of the communication" seems to duplicate "storage of CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads and Media Objects that Principals upload to it". 

Proposed Change: remove the duplicate information
	Status: OPEN

	A266
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "synchronization of stored resources with the CPM Client’s local storage of messages and media including synchronization management under multi-devices environment, according to the user’s preferences and/or the service provider's policy" – the local storage is in Message and Media Storage Client. 

Proposed Change: "CPM Client" -> "Message and Media Storage Client"
	Status: OPEN

	A267
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "whitelists" – not clear why both "whitelists" and "blacklists" are needed. Not clear what happens when a user is not included in any of the list or in both.

Proposed Change: clarify/use just one list
	Status: OPEN

	A268
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "the CPM Client entity for" – the communication is with "Message and Media Storage Client"

Proposed Change: "CPM Client" -> "Message and Media Storage Client"
	Status: OPEN

	A269
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "device" is unclear – it can be either "User Equipment" or "Message and Media Storage Client"

Proposed Change: "device" -> "Message and Media Storage Client"
	Status: OPEN

	A270
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.1.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: STI not widely accepted in the industry and useless for CPM.
Proposed Change: rephrase end of this section to the effect that the download functionality of M&MS performs content adaptation as needed.
	Status: OPEN

	A271
	2008.05.09
	T
	whole document
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: there are editor's notes in the document

Proposed Change: resolve all editor's notes
	Status: OPEN

	A272
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Enabler" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A273
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Text is referencing XDM2.0 but XDM2.0 enabler does not support user preferences and User Preferences Profiles

Proposed Change: Clarify that user preferences and User Preferences Profiles are in scope of XDM2.1
	Status: OPEN

	A274
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Two typos in section

Proposed Change: “signalling” -> “signaling” Occurs two times, please fix both.
	Status: OPEN

	A275
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Performs authentication and authorization of the CPM user at the CPM Client based on the CPM user’s service profile" – meaning of "CPM user’s service profile" is unclear. In other places the same seems to be covered by "CPM User service subscription"

Proposed Change: replace "CPM user’s service profile" with "CPM User service subscription"
	Status: OPEN

	A276
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Provides and maintains SIP-level registration of CPM users." – CPM Clients are registered, not CPM Users

Proposed Change: change to "Provides and maintains SIP-level registration of CPM Clients for the CPM User."
	Status: OPEN

	A277
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "May provide service-level registration of CPM Address(es)." – meaning is unclear

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A278
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: CAB enabler does not seem to be needed by any CPM functional entity
Proposed Change: remove whole chapter
	Status: OPEN

	A279
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Aggregation Proxy" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: add definition to 3.2, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230
	Status: OPEN

	A280
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Shared List XDMS" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: add definition to 3.2, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230
	Status: OPEN

	A281
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Shared Policy XDMS" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: add definition to 3.2, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230
	Status: OPEN

	A282
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Shared Group XDMS" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: add definition to 3.2, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0230
	Status: OPEN

	A283
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.5
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Management" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A284
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.7
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Notification" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A285
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.7
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "device" – not clear whether "User Equipment", "CPM Client" or "Message and Media Storage Client" or anything else is meant 

Proposed Change: replace with "User Equipment"
	Status: OPEN

	A286
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: the relation of Third Party Application and VAS new service should be clarified. They seem to be the same. Moreover Third Party Application is not included anywhere in the architecture picture in 5.2

Proposed Change: replace "Third Party Application" with "VAS new service"
	Status: OPEN

	A287
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Third Party Application" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A288
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Third-Party Server Application" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A289
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Third-Party Client Application" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A290
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.2.9
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: The reference in "The interfaces to the Third Party Server Applications are defined in section ...." points to an invalid chapter – when the document is repaginated, the text is changed to "The interfaces to the Third Party Server Applications are defined in section Error! Reference source not found.."
	Status: OPEN

	A291
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Third-Party Application" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A292
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Conversation management (e.g. starting / stopping a conversation, listing / searching ongoing conversations & associated Participants, replaying the recent history of a conversation, adding / removing Participants to a conversation, add / remove Media (continuous) to / from a conversation)" – the described tasks seem to partly relate to CPM Session rather than to CPM Conversation.

Proposed Change: split to two bullets – one for CPM Session and one for CPM Conversations
	Status: OPEN

	A293
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM service capabilities" – not used anywhere in the text. Unclear for what this is needed.

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A294
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM service settings" – unclear why CPM Conv. Server needs this information and what it is used for

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A295
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.8
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: STI not widely accepted in the industry and useless for CPM.
Proposed Change: delete entire section
	Status: OPEN

	A296
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 2nd bullet point: The entity Third-party Client Application is out of scope for standardization and no interface is specified and provided by the CPM Client for this entity.

Proposed Change: Remove the second bullet point completely since it does not add any value
	Status: OPEN

	A297
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.9
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 1st bullet point: What is the distinction or assumption between Third-party Server Application and Third Party application server? What is a CPM enabled Third-party Server Application? The CPM enabler provides CPM functionality via the CPM-VAS interface, which can be used by (3rd Party) Applications. Whether the application is part of an application server or whether the application relays / provides functionality to some other entity is out of scope of CPM.

Proposed Change: Rephrase
	Status: OPEN

	A298
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.3.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Several typos in section

Proposed Change: “signalling” -> “signaling” Occurs three times, please fix all of them.
	Status: OPEN

	A299
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Two typos in section

Proposed Change: “signalling” -> “signaling” Occurs two times, please fix both.
	Status: OPEN

	A300
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Two typos in section

Proposed Change: “signalling” -> “signaling” Occurs two times, please fix both.
	Status: OPEN

	A301
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: CPM User Preferences are part of XDM Enabler and so CPM-UPR1 interface description can be removed.

Proposed Change: Remove chapter
	Status: OPEN

	A302
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.5
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: CPM User Preferences are part of XDM Enabler and so CPM-UPR1 interface description can be removed.

Proposed Change: Remove chapter
	Status: OPEN

	A303
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: General comment to this section: “Message & Media Storage” was split, so the text should be updated.

Proposed Change: Change all occurrences of “Message & Media Storage” -> “Message & Media Storage Server”.
	Status: OPEN

	A304
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: General comment to this section: “CPM Client” The CPM Client has been split, so the text should be updated.

Proposed Change: Change all occurrences of “CPM Client” -> “Message & Media Storage Client”.
	Status: OPEN

	A305
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: First sentence. “on behalf of a CPM User, or as an administrative entity”  should be removed 

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A306
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: section still talks about CPM Client when M&M client is meant.
Proposed Change: replace CPM Client by Message & Media Client (two occurrences)
	Status: OPEN

	A307
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.4.1

5.3.4.2

5.3.4.3


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: When reading these sections it feels as if some CPM functional entities would have to “communicate” with the external enablers in order to perform these functionalities. Instead of communication, CPM entities will implement (or be co-located with) particular functionalities from Presence, XDM and CAB.

Proposed Change: In the title use e.g. “Functionalities from the Presence Enabler” instead of “Communication with Presence Enabler”.
	Status: OPEN

	A308
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.4.2


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: These are detailed functional description of Presence functionalities.

Proposed Change: Change to: 

“Presence Functional Entities co-located with CPM Entities:

· Presence Source

· Watcher

· Watcher Information Subscriber”
	Status: OPEN

	A309
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.4.2
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Should the CPM entities support optimized presence publications. If yes, also subscription for watcher information may be needed.

Proposed Change: If needed, add subscription/notification for Watcher Information
	Status: OPEN

	A310
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.4.3
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Notification of modifications made to XDM documents stored in the XDMSs.

Proposed Change: replace XDM documents with XML documents as it is used in previous bullet.
	Status: OPEN

	A311
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.4.3


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: These are detailed functional description of XDM functionalities.

Proposed Change: Change to: 

“XDM Functional Entities co-located with CPM Entities:

· XDMC”


	Status: OPEN

	A312
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.5.1.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Several typos in section

Proposed Change: “signalling” -> “signaling” Occurs three times, please fix all of them.
	Status: OPEN

	A313
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo

Proposed Change: “signalling” -> “signaling”
	Status: OPEN

	A314
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.3.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Message & Media Storage" -> "Message and Media Storage Server"
	Status: OPEN

	A315
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Too detailed description which additionally duplicates the description of Message and Media Storage Server functions 

Proposed change: replace the whole chapter with the following bullets

 "Management of store CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads, and Media Objects" +

 "Searching for stored CPM Messages, CPM Session Histories, CPM Threads, and Media Objects" +

 "Synchronisation between the Message and Media Storage Client’s local storage and the Message and Media Storage Server" +

 "Management of access permissions to specific items in the Message and Media Storage Server."
	Status: OPEN

	A316
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.3.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Message & Media Storage" -> Message and Media Storage Server"
	Status: OPEN

	A317
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.6
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: CPM-STOR-007, CPM-STOR-014, CPM-STOR-015 does not limit the Authorized Principal to the same network users only. Not clear how other network users can access the Media and Message Storage Server of the local network user..

Proposed change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	A318
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.3.7
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Message & Media Storage entity" -> Message and Media Storage Server"
	Status: OPEN

	A319
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.3.7
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "device" – not clear whether "User Equipment", "CPM Client" or "Message and Media Storage Client" or anything else is meant 

Proposed Change: replace with "User Equipment"
	Status: OPEN

	A320
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.4.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: no functionality is needed from CAB enabler
Proposed Change: add the needed functionality or remove CAB enabler from supporting enablers
	Status: OPEN

	A321
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.2.7
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Conversation Requestor" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case 
	Status: OPEN

	A322
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.2.7
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "Peer-to-Peer" is not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: either define or make lower case, see OMA-MWG-CPM-2008-0229 
	Status: OPEN

	A323
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "CPM Conversation functionality" – not clear what it means

Proposed Change: replace with "CPM Conversation Server functionality"
	Status: OPEN

	A324
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 2nd bullet point: This is not a functionality provided by the CPM-VAS interface

Proposed Change: Remove bullet point
	Status: OPEN

	A325
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 5th bullet point: “controlled by external entity” is superfluous

Proposed Change: Change sentence to “Media moderation during a CPM Session”
	Status: OPEN

	A326
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 6th bullet point: “from the CPM Conversation Server” is superfluous

Proposed Change: Change sentence to “Sending of event notification with relevant information (e.g. user causing the event, type of event)”
	Status: OPEN

	A327
	2008.05.09
	T
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: 7th bullet point, 1st  sub-bullet point: “from the CPM Conversation Server” is superfluous

Proposed Change: Change sentence to “Indication of CPM service capabilities”
	Status: OPEN

	A328
	2008.05.09
	E
	5.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: [OMA OWSER] -> [OMA-OWSER]
	Status: OPEN

	A329
	2008.05.09
	E
	A
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove text with yellow background
	Status: OPEN

	A330
	2008.05.09
	T
	B
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: in several places, CPM Session is sent to IWF or ISF - e.g. "involves the internal ISF to decide to which Interworking Function a CPM Message or CPM Session needs to be sent". This is not completely correct as CPM Session is never sent – CPM Session Invitation is sent instead.

Proposed change: "CPM Session" -> "CPM Session Invitation"
	Status: OPEN

	A331
	2008.05.09
	T
	B.1.4
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: This deployment scenario requires that CPM-IW1 and CPM-IW2 are the same. The CPM requests sent by "leading ISF" towards IWF using CPM-IW2 are delivered to "slave ISF" which handles them as received using CPM-IW1. However, there is no statement in 5.3.3.2 and 5.3.3.3 that the CPM-IW1 and CPM-IW2 must be the same.

Proposed Change: remove the scenario or update 5.3.3.2 and 5.3.3.3 to state CPM-IW1 and CPM-IW2 must be the same
	Status: OPEN

	A332
	2008.05.09
	E
	B
	Source: NSN

Form: INP doc

Comment: "non-CPM Communication Service" -> "Non-CPM Communication Service"
	Status: OPEN
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