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1 Reason for Change

D389 and D393 were closed by CR2010-0359. However, because of some problems, we proposed another way to resolve them.
1. To separate User plane and Control plane can improve readability. 
A. CPM Server-sections for CPM Message and CPM Session are having separate sections for control plane and media plane. 
B. Client-section for CPM Session is having a separate media plane section. 

2. When reflecting 359, Conv_TS has some editorial problems. To solve them, same steps should be described several times
A. Section 7.2.6.2.1and 7.2.6.4 refer Media plane for CPM Session. But both sections are for CPM Message, so the referenced section is wrong. 
B. Section 7.6.3 reference Media plan for CPM Session. But, Media plane for file transfer is more similar with media plane for CPM Message because sender can request disposition notification in file transfer. 

C. We have some editor’s note. 

R01: 

I saw an objection from Acision.but.. it’s not persuasive to me, so I re-upode it without any change. 
Because we deleted the media plan section for Large mode message, we got two more editor’s note. 

And finally, CONV_TS will have same descriptions four times.(i.e. 7.2.3,  7.2.6.2.1, 7.2.6.4, 7.6.3).

It's inefficient and I do not see any improvement of readability
	. van Wingerde Gertjan
	Acision
	Yes
	This change request undoes all the resolutions for comments D162, D170, D389 and D393.
Therefore, these comments should be re-opened if this document is approved.
( [LGE] If 430R01 is agreed, D162,D170,D389 and D393 can be closed without action. No need to reopen them

Note that Acision does not agree with the arguments given in this document that having a separate section for Large Message Mode is better, as we don''t have such a separate section for Pager Mode, and thus the TS is inconsistent.
( [LGE] The reason why pager mode message does not have media plane section is that a controlling signal (i.e. SIP MESSAGE) can have media data itself. 
For sessions, it is more appropriate to have a separate section, as there the signalling and the media transfer is less tied together with each other.
( [LGE] not understandable. to prove “less tied together”, some clarification is needed but, the media plane section for CPM Session is too much similar with media plan section for CPM Message

	2010-05-07 13:27:46

	
	Mr. Rohnert Hans
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	No
	apart from the question, if the proposed separation is acceptable or not, authors proposing restructuring should do a better job at explaining what they did: is this just moving text around or are technical changes proposed as well? 
([LGE]  no.. just moving text.. not adding or not removing at all. 

Also, give a survey what text was moved where.
	2010-05-09 10:32:43


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

OMA MWG-CPM is recommended to agree with the proposed changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Modify section 7.2.6.2.1
See the attachement. 
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