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1 Reason for Change

Based on the agreement during Bangkok meeting, this CR proposes technical specification. 
Also, this CR resolves the following comments. 
	D390
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.5.1.2
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-003-CPM_V1_0_Comments_ATT

Comment: need to resolve the “xxx”

Proposed Change: 

The following “xxx” needs to be resolved:

3. if the xxx header is included, SHALL store the UID value in conjunction with the message if storing the  received CPM Message in the local storage.


	Status: Closed by this CR

	D392
	2010.01.21
	T
	7.5.1.2
	Source: Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0018 

Comment:  Unknown parameter in step 3. 

Proposed Change: 

Remove this step or correct it
	Status: Closed by this CR

	D395
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.5.1.2
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: step 3: the ‘xxx’ header needs to be named.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed by this CR

	D396
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.5.1.2
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Rethink whether the UID can be sent to the CPM Client. Conversation History recording is done after the message has been delivered.

Proposed Change: Remove step.
	Status: Closed by this CR

	D436
	2010.01.21
	T
	8.3.1.1.1
	Source: Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0018 

Comment:  The received message should only be recorded after it has been delivered successfully to the recipient

Proposed Change: Move step 6 after the last paragraph and modify it as follows

6. If the final response indicates successful delivery of the message, the CPM Participating Function SHALL check the originator’s user preferences retrieved from XDMS as described in 8.2.1 “Retrieving User Preferences”, and if set to store the CPM Conversation History, it SHALL execute the processing described in 8.6 “Record CPM Conversation History”

	Status: Closed by this CR

	D441
	2010.01.21
	T
	8.3.1.1.2
	Source: Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0018 

Comment:  The received message should only be recorded after it has been delivered successfully to the recipient

Proposed Change: Move step 9 at the end of the procedure after receiving the final 200 OK response for the last MSRP SEND.
	Status: Closed by this CR

	D447
	2010.01.24
	T
	8.3.1.1.2
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Step 9: Recording of conversation history should only be done for a successfully delivered message.

Proposed Change: Move the step to later in the procedure (after MSRP send).
	Status: Closed by this CR

	D479
	2010.01.22
	Q
	8.3.2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0016-CPM_V1_0_Comments_ALU

Comment: The description of “Handling Messages at the Terminating Side” seems to be inconsistent and convoluted in terms of the use of Message Storage and providing IMAP UID to the recipient client. Furthermore, the IMAP store and delivery steps are inconsistent between delivering via multiple delivery paths, which results in convoluted message flows for common use cases.
Proposed Change: Streamline the procedure for all 3 cases of Storing, Deferring and Delivering into one common step of storing the CPM Message and sending its corresponding stored object’s data to the recipient client.  

This proposed change in procedure also calls for a similar but higher-level streamlining of the text in Section 5.2.2.1.3 of the CPM SD document.

A CR will be submitted. 
	Status: Closed by this CR

	D486
	2010.01.21
	T
	8.3.2.1
	Source: Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0018 

Comment:  history recording should only be done if the message is delivered successfully to the user or interworked successfully

Proposed Change: step 5 should be moved to appropriate place

	Status: Closed by this CR

	D496
	2010.01.24
	T
	8.3.2.1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Step 5: Recording of conversation history should only be done for a successfully delivered message.

Proposed Change: Move the step to later in the procedure (after MSRP send).
	Status: Closed by this CR

	D498
	2010.01.24
	T
	8.3.2.1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Step 6.iii: Conversation History recording needs to be later, so inclusion of UID is not possible.

Proposed Change: Remove step.
	Status: Closed by this CR

	D524
	2010.01.22
	T
	8.3.2.1.2
	Source: Hyeonsoo Lee
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0019-CPM_V1_0_Comments_LGE

Comment:   There is no step for opening MSRP session in case of delivering or interworking 

Proposed Change: Specify the process 
	Status: Closed by this CR

	D526
	2010.01.22
	T
	8.3.2.1.1 & 8.3.2.1.2 & 8.6
	Source: Hyeonsoo Lee
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0019-CPM_V1_0_Comments_LGE

Comment:   When recording CPM Large Mode Message as CPM Conversation History, It’s not clear how to store it.

In section 8.6, CPM PF SHALL wait for receiving whole chunks of the message. But, in section 8.3.2.1.1, the checking user preference is performed on step 11. 

Proposed Change: Specify the process 
	Status: Closed by this CR

	D540
	2010.01.24
	T
	8.3.2.1.5
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Step 7: Recording of conversation history should only be done for a successfully delivered message.

Proposed Change: Move the step to later in the procedure (after MSRP send).
	Status: Closed by this CR


R01 : reflect the comment during Helsinki meeting. The detailed changes are below

1. UID information will be included in SIP header instead of CPIM header ( check the appendix C

2. In case of Pager mode, SIP MESSAGE includes the new SIP header

3. In case of Large mode, SIP BYE includes the new SIP header.

The reason why SIP INVITE does not include is that an IMAP message cannot be modified after generating UID. After receiving the MSRP SENDs and storing them to MSS, UID information is generated. So, it’s technically impossible for SIP INVIE to include the new header
4. For CPM File transfer and CPM Session, 
CPM File Transfer History and CPM Session History is stored as one object in Message Storage Server. So, the same header in SIP BYE can include UID information as like CPM Large mode Message. 

Updating is needed for CPM File transfer and CPM Session with appropriate CONRR comments based on the agreement of  INP 560
R02:
This CR is for recording CPM Message in terminating side. 
Recording CPM Message in originating side and CPM File Transfer history and CPM Session History will be handled in additional CRs based on the agreement of INP 560. 
R03 : Reflect R&A comment

Acision :

1.  General question: Are we 100% sure that sending the UID will not break standard IMAP4 UID + UIDVALIDITY behavior? What happens if the UIDVALIDITY has changed in the meantime while the client wasn''t aware of this? How does standard IMAP synchronization handle the case that a client may have certain messages up to a certain UID, but not all?
( If UIDVALIDITY has changed, the client should delete his locally stored messages, according to RFC 4315.   Normally, this situation shouldn’t happen, as recommended in RFC4315.
      “ Note: servers SHOULD NOT have any UIDNOTSTICKY mail stores.

         This facility exists to support legacy mail stores in which it

         is technically infeasible to support persistent UIDs.  This

         should be avoided when designing new mail stores.”

( The client discovers new messages by sending the command UID FETCH with a UID range. It is client’s responsibility to keep track of which messages weren’t fetched, as specified in  RFC 4315:
“the IMAP4 server is not responsible for remembering the state of the disconnected IMAP4 client.”
2. Section 8.3.2.1.1: The added paragraph on error response handling is not clear. Be more specific on the circumstances, it is unclear what the "from all the selected CPM Clients and the CPM Message is not interworked" means. Shouldn''t we simply remove the stored message upon all received error responses?
( Yes, because deferred message can not be stored in MSS. 
3. Section 8.3.2.1.1: In the added paragraph on error response handling, move the "if recorded the CPM Message on step 5" earlier in the sentence to make it part of the condition instead of making it an exception.
(ok. Please see the attachement.
4. Section 8.3.2.1.2: Addition at the end is unclear. What is the purpose to set up the MSRP session and why is it the last item in the procedure?
( This is a procedures for delivering CPM Message. But in this section, there is no step for opening MSRP Session for delivering and interworking. 
5. Section 8.3.2.1.5: Why are we checking again for delivery and interworking? The calling procedures already do this. This just shows a poor structure of the TS.
( Those checks need to be done because the procedure is called in various situations(e.g. defer case)
6.  Section 8.3.2.1.5: Why are we checking for conversation history recording user preference again? The calling procedures of this section already do this checking.
( Those checks need to be done because recording is only performed in specific user preference.
7.  Section 8.6: Is this note all that is needed in this section? It may be better to include this NOTE in the subsections themselves and then more specifically targeted at the situation.
( not clear what can be other things for this section. 
8.  Appendix C: Why are changes shown to the section numberings, while these are not real changes?
( In 501, the new header was included in CPIM header and because of that, new section number was generated. When making 501R01, changes of section numbering was re-corrected after new SIP header was generated. Now the numbering is reverted

9.  Appendix C.1.6: The first sentence looks strange. Change "200 OK" into "200 OK SIP response" and change the "or" before the "200 OK" in a comma.
( ok
10.  Appendix C.1.6: Instead of "delivering CPM component" can we simply state "CPM Participating Function"? There is no other entity that does this.
( ok
11.  Appendix C.1.2 (ABNF): The CPM-Headers production needs to be updated as well.
( ok..
12. 12. Appendix C.1.2 (AB NF): The IMAP UID is a 32-bit value, so reserving just 4 digits is not enough.
( To avoid confusion, the revision includes direct reference to ABNF of UID as defined in RFC 3501

· Message-UID = “Message-UID” HCOLON uniqueid

From RFC 3501:
1. uniqueid = nz-number ; Strictly ascending 
2. nz-number = digit-nz *DIGIT ; Non-zero unsigned 32-bit integer ; (0 < n < 4,294,967,296) 
3. digit-nz = %x31-39 ; 1-9


R04: online editing on 6/8’s cc
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:  Attachement
See the attachment
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