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1 Reason for Change

This contribution is resolving the following CONRR comments:
	D239
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.2.7.1
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-003-CPM_V1_0_Comments_ATT

Comment: resolve the Editor’s note

Proposed Change: 

Need to resolve the following Editor’s note:

Editor’s note: Disposition notification for ad-hoc groups is FFS

	Status: Closed without action 
Editor’s note has already been removed.

	D240
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.2.7.1
	Source : Nokia

Comment : “ If the received  request is for a CPM Group, the CPM Client SHALL set the Request-URI to the address included in Referred-By header of SIP MESSAGE or SIP INVITE.” 

CPM Group is an intermediary node according to 5348 and therefore must act as such. Also receiving client must process the message according 5348 with clarification of the above sentence i.e. if there is IMDN-Record-Route header and Refer-by header 

Propose change: add description of handling record header and show clearly that Refer-by header will be used in Group instead From header  in all cases
	Status: Closed

	D241
	2010.01.21
	T
	7.2.7.1
	Source: Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0018 

Comment:  it is not clear in RFC 5438 how a generated delivery notification will pass through the CPM Controlling Function if it added itself in the IMDN-Record-Route. 

Proposed Change: 

add step 2c as follows, and change 2c to 2d: 

c. if the incoming SIP MESSAGE or MSRP SEND contained an IMDN-Record-Route header, ensure that the topmost entry in that header is added to the Delivery Notification in the Route header, as well as to the IMDN-Route header.

c.d. The CPM Client SHALL send the SIP MESSAGE for a read report.
	Status: Closed

	D242
	2010.01.21
	T
	7.2.7.1
	Source: Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0018 

Comment:  it is not clear in RFC 5438 how a generated delivery notification will pass through the CPM Controlling Function if it added itself in the IMDN-Record-Route. 

Proposed Change: 

add step 2c as follows, and change 2c to 2d: 

c. if the incoming SIP MESSAGE or MSRP SEND contained an IMDN-Record-Route header, ensure that the topmost entry in that header is added to the Delivery Notification in the Route header, as well as to the IMDN-Route header.

c.d. The CPM Client SHALL send the SIP MESSAGE for a read report.
	Status: Closed

	D243
	2010.01.22
	Q
	7.2.7.1
	Source: Hyeonsoo Lee
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0019-CPM_V1_0_Comments_LGE

Comment:   Does Authenticated Originator’s CPM Address have GRUU?

Proposed Change:
	Status: Closed

	D244
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.2.7.1
	Source: Hyeonsoo Lee
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0019-CPM_V1_0_Comments_LGE

Comment:   Editor’s note can be removed because ad-hoc case was already described on step b

Proposed Change: Editor’s note can be removed without any change
	Status: Closed without action
Editor’s note has already been removed.

	D245
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.2.7.1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Add an introductory sentence to describe when this procedure needs to be executed.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed

	D246
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.2.7.1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Generalize “SIP MESSAGE or MSRP SEND” into “CPM Standalone Message”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Closed

	D247
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.2.7.1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: How does the CPM Client know if the original message was to a CPM Group?

Proposed Change: Rewrite to just check for inclusion of the “Referred-by” header in the original CPM Message.
	Status: Closed


Section 7.2.7.1 has been discussed and agreed by the CR-434R02 in the last conference call. However, the champion comes to have doubt about the newly agreed contents while looking into RFC5438 to resolve the above comments. 
1. As per RFC5438, the Request-URI is set to the address in the SIP From header of the received message. Thus it’s not correct to populate the Request-URI from the IMDN-Record-Route header.
2. For the reason stated above, in order to have the IMDN traversed through the entity whose address was in the IMDN-Record-Route header, the values of IMDN-Record-Route header need to be copied to SIP Route header as well as IMDN-Route header. This way is aligned to the propose change in the comment D241.

3. Regarding above bullet 1, if the Request-URI is populated from SIP From header, in case of Ad-hoc group, the Request-URI of IMDN is set to the originating CPM Client address but in case of Pre-defined group, it is set to the CPM CF address. This will result in each different IMDN handling procedures at CF. For example, for IMDN corresponding to the CPM Message for ad-hoc group, the Request-URI is a final address so CF just forwards it. However, for IMDN corresponding to CPM Message for pre-defined group, CF will check the message-id and find the CPM Message corresponding to the message-id and change the request-uri to the address of the CPM Client who sent the CPM Message before forwarding the IMDN. To prevent this kind of complexity and diversity from CF behaviour, the Request-URI need to be set to the value received in the Referred-By header, if present in the received CPM Message.
If this CR is agreed, those sections changed by the CR-434R02 need to be updated accordingly based on this CR.
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

COM-CPM is recommended to agree on the proposal.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1: Fix section 7.2.7.1 
7.2.7.1 Generate Delivery Notification

When receiving a CPM Standalone Message containing a successful delivery notification request and if user settings on a device allow sending a successful delivery notification
, the CPM Client SHALL construct a SIP MESSAGE request carrying a successful delivery notification (IMDN) according to the rules and procedures of [RFC5438] and with the following additional clarifications; 
1. If an IMDN-Record-Route header was received in the corresponding CPM Standalone Message, the  CPM Client SHALL include in a SIP Route header as well as an IMDN-Route header the values received in the IMDN-Record-Route header;

2. If a Referred-By header was received in the corresponding CPM Standalone Message, the CPM Client SHALL include in the Request-URI the address included in the Referred-By header of the received CPM Standalone Message. Otherwise, it SHALL include in the Request-URI the address the authenticated originator’s CPM Address of the received CPM Standalone Message; 
3. 
4. The CPM Client SHALL send the SIP MESSAGE request carrying a successful delivery notification.
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