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1 Reason for Change

For reference, HLF-010 currently reads as follows:

	CPM-HLF-010
	The CPM Enabler SHALL allow a CPM User sending a message, to specify one or more reply CPM Address(es) distinct from the CPM Address used to send the CPM Message.
	CPM V1.0


Following upload of contribution 0478, a R&A comment (without an objection) was raised on the proposed resolution, pointing out that HLF-010 was mentioning that the Reply-To addresses were mentioned as being “distinct from the CPM Address used to send the CPM Message” .
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Nortel’s response to the comment on the R&A tool was the following:
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Stressing that the Reply-To addresses would likely be different from the “From” address but need not necessarily be forced to be different.

Furthermore, mandating the Reply-To addresses to be distinct might even be a mistake or at least inconsistent with the behaviour exhibited in the e-mail word.
Consider the following use case where Alice sends to Bob a message from her work address but she would like the reply to go to both her Gmail address and her work address in case she has left the office by the time Bob replies. In that scenario, Alice would want to be able to specify both addresses as addresses Bob shall be replying to and hence mandating the reply-to addresses to be distinct would be more of a hindrance than a service to Alice.

Also, it shall be noted that if rfc2822 (http://www.faqs.org/rfcs/rfc2822.html) is any indication


When the "Reply-To:" field is present, it


   indicates the mailbox(es) to which the author of the message suggests


   that replies be sent."

There is no specific reason to make a distinct address a requirement.
As such, it is proposed to fix HLF-010 by stating that the reply-to addresses may be distinct, or not, from the “from” address.
R01:

· Updated as per NSN’s comment received in R&A, aka to remove the text beyond “one or more reply CPM Address(es)” as it preserves the spirit of the requirement (taking into account the issues raised above) while simplifying the requirement’s text.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None
4 Intellectual Property Rights

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

5 Recommendation

Incorporate the proposed change in the next version of the CPM RD.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  HLF-010
	CPM-HLF-010
	The CPM Enabler SHALL allow a CPM User sending a message, to specify one or more reply CPM Address(es).
	CPM V1.0














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

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

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

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

© 2008 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 2)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20080101-I]

© 2008 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 2 (of 2)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20080101-I]

