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1 Reason for Contribution

COM chair had asked to all companies to advise until the May interim of any comment that cannot be handled.

2 Summary of Contribution

This Input Contribution lists the CONRR review comments assigned to NSN that are still open and gives an update per comment. 
· All comments labelled green seem on track for expedient closure. 

· All comments labelled red are not on track and NSN asks if other companies are willing to address them.
3 Detailed Proposal

RD

	A006
	2010.01.22
	T
	5.2 et al
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment: CPM-USA-003 is not implemented in the spec.  

Proposed Change: Either put it into SD and TS or mark it Future in RD.
	Status: OPEN

	A030
	2010.01.22
	T
	6.1.14
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Requirement CPM-USA-003 is not realized by the technical specifications.

Proposed Change: Mark it as ‘Future’.
	Status: OPEN


The fulfillment of requirement CPM-USA-003 seems on track in the Conversation TS. Once the Conversation TS will approache finalization, it will be time to address above review comments.
SD
All review comments assigned to NSN have either been resolved by now or have proposals for resolution on the portal (either as Input Documents or Change Requests).

Conversation TS
There are 41 open review comments assigned to NSN as follows of which 7 are labelled red and 34 are green.
	D091
	2010.01.22
	T
	5.3
	Source: Orange

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: the definition of start and end of a conversation is not described

Proposed Change: clarify

	Status: OPEN

	D092
	2010.01.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: The SIP headers described here are no longer positioned to be CPM-specific.

Proposed Change: Remove every instance of “CPM-specific”.
	Status: OPEN

	D093
	2010.01.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Last two paragraphs on the “Session-Replaces” header are not on CPM Conversation Identification.

Proposed Change: Put them in a section of their own, or remove them altogether (the Session-Expires header is properly described later).
	Status: OPEN

	D102
	2010.01.22
	T
	6.3
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-003-CPM_V1_0_Comments_ATT

Comment: Server shall always support an optional client function

Proposed Change: 

Change the following text as marked:

The CPM Client MAY support the use of a display name.

The CPM Participating Function and CPM Controlling Functions SHALL support the use of a display name.


	Status: OPEN

	D104
	2010.01.22
	T
	6.3
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment:  bullet 2 on “no anonymous request” and following text just give fragments of sentences. 

Proposed Change: re-write
	Status: OPEN

	D105
	2010.01.24
	T
	6.3
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Also define how the display name is used; not just how it is set / determined.

Proposed Change: Add a note or paragraph on how a CPM Client would handle a display name.
	Status: OPEN

	D106
	2010.01.24
	T
	6.3
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: 2nd paragraph: Why would the CPM PF and CPM CF send a display name?

Proposed Change: For CPM PF and CPM CF state that they should support forwarding display names they receive in SIP requests.
	Status: OPEN

	D107
	2010.01.24
	T
	6.3
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: 3rd & 4th paragraph: Be more specific on what the “use of a display name” means.

Proposed Change: For CPM Client specify setting / receiving / displaying. For CPM PF and CPM CF state forwarding display names they receive in SIP requests.
	Status: OPEN

	D110
	2010.01.24
	T
	6.3
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: For step 2, define in what order the two options should be evaluated.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	D111
	2010.01.22
	Q
	6.1. / 6.3
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment:  the concepts of privacy, anonymity, pseudonym, chat alias, privacy and nick name are all mentioned/used without clear differentiation. See also sections 5.2.3.6 and 5.3.2.7 in the SD which might be affected.

Proposed Change: overall clarification and consistent vocabulary needed.
	Status: OPEN

	D183
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.2.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment: description of this procedure has some issues

no indication of capability of the external/message body..

Access-type is OK and the idea to modify the URL is OK but “action=fetch” could be very misleading.

There maybe possibility where there could be multiple URL…and multipart/mixed or any multipart body content type does not tell the server anything unless the server is required to process the payload of every message

Proposed Change: 1) add the support of message/external body  in the Accept header of the SIP

2) use other indicators commonly use in SIP and which will be more specific to intended purpose (both action & the responsible entity to take the action). I will use “actor = ID of your own conversation server” i.e. “ actor = my_server,com”  that way your server gets a specific to take action on this URL ….
	Status: OPEN

	D184
	2010.01.22
	E
	7.2.5
	Source: Hansol Inticube

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0021-CPM_V1_0_Comments_Hansol

Comment: misleading header name in step2 for the CPM Client. 

2.SHALL include the CPM release version in the User Agent header;

Proposed Change: replace User-Agent with Server.
	Status: OPEN

	D186
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.2.5
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-003-CPM_V1_0_Comments_ATT

Comment: need to resolve the “xxx”

Proposed Change: 

Need to resolve the xxx in the following text:

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

	Status: OPEN

	D187
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.2.5
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment:  what is this ? “if the xxx header is included, SHALL store the UID value in conjunction with the message if storing the  CPM Message in the local storage. “?

Proposed Change : Fix “xxx” stuff
	Status: OPEN

	D188
	2010.01.22
	E
	7.2.5
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment:  move section up to land after section on sending pager mode messages.

Proposed Change: see Comment
	Status: OPEN

	D189
	2010.01.22
	Q
	7.2.5
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment:  what does “xxx” stand for in step 4?

Proposed Change: see Comment
	Status: OPEN

	D190
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.2.5
	Source: Hyeonsoo Lee
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0019-CPM_V1_0_Comments_LGE

Comment:   xxx header is not clear

Proposed Change:  The definition of xxx header should be added. 
	Status: OPEN

	D191
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.2.5
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Explicitly mention the feature tag that must be present in the SIP MESSAGE request for this procedure.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	D192
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.2.5
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: State that the response should be a 200 OK response.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	D193
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.2.6
	Source : Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment : This event type  “SHALL set the Event header to ‘XXX’”..who is going to define that and when?

Proposed change: use system message : send a simple SIP MESSAGE  with feature tag : +3gpp.oma.cpm.system_message-defferedInfo to CPMDeferredMsgMgmt@hostname …and give the semantics that the should return info about the deferred message
	Status: OPEN

	D219
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.2.6.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment: “When the CPM Client receives a SIP INVITE request containing the Deferred CPM Message feature tag ‘3gpp-service.ims.icsi.oma.cpm.deferred’ to set up a session for Deferred CPM Message, the CPM Client:“

What if the feature tag is missing ? Is it considererd error case?  I should not think so because the fact is that invoking the deferred function signal the request to interact with deffered message storage which is a reserved ID already provisioined by the network. So I think this feature tag is redundant and should be used for determination of execution of any procedure …

Proposed Change: Do not use the deferred feature tag as determination criteria/factor for execution of this procedure
	Status: OPEN

	D220
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.2.6.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment: “SHALL act as an "active" endpoint to open the transport connection according to [Fehler! Verweisquelle konnte nicht gefunden werden.]; and “ 

This is not according to 4975. Accoring 4975,the initiating endpoint MUST act as the active point . In this section, the initiation end point is the server

Proposed Change: Align procedure to the right reference ,whether 4975 or MSRP-ACM..
	Status: OPEN

	D221
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.2.6.4
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: In the first sentence, change “to set up a session for Deferred CPM Message” into “to set up a session to deliver the Deferred CPM Messages”.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	D223
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.2.6.4
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: The procedure needs to detail what happens once the client has received the deferred messages, similar to steps 2-4 of section 7.2.5, for alignment with the Pager Mode procedures

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	D224
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.2.6.4
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: The procedure needs to detail what happens once the client has received the deferred messages, similar to steps 2-4 of section 7.2.5, for alignment with the Pager Mode procedures

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	D324
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.4
	Source : Nokia

Comment : In group communication according to your service definition, the group host might modified your display identity if already take by the somebody in the chat ..so it is only via subscription that you would identify your id in the chat room …this makes subscription to conf event mandatory. At the moment it is missing in the specification …

.Infact in  a general sense , it will be useless to join the conference without wanting to know the participants in the conference

Proposed Change: add for the clients creating & joing group session : SHALL subscribe to the conference event package ….
	Status: OPEN

	D366
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.4.10
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-003-CPM_V1_0_Comments_ATT

Comment: Need to resolve the Editor’s note

Proposed Change: 

The following Editor’s note need to be resolved:

Editor’s note: The usage of message/CPIM vs. text/plain is to be further studied.


	Status: OPEN

	D368
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.4.10
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment:  step 3 only focuses on MSRP 

Proposed Change: reconcile step 3 with step 7, possibly eliminating one of them
	Status: OPEN

	D369
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.4.10
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment: Editor’s note: The usage of message/CPIM vs. text/plain is to be further studied.

Your specification mandated the use of CPIM in all communication so why this Editor note

Proposed Change: I think CPIM should be used only when needed => re-consider your approach
	Status: OPEN

	D370
	2010.01.21
	T
	7.4.10
	Source: Nadia.Bishai@ericsson.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0018 

Comment:  There is still an editor’s note in this section. The editor’s note seems irrelevant.

Proposed Change: Remove the editor’s note


	Status: OPEN

	D371
	2010.01.22
	T
	7.4.10
	Source: Christophe Le Thierry D'ennequin
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0019-CPM_V1_0_Comments_LGE

Comment: step 3 mentions only about MSRP parameters (RFC 4975). 
Proposed Change: mention about other media types (e.g RTP).
	Status: OPEN

	D374
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.4.10
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: step 1: Remove the “towards the CPM Server”. It isn’t important where the response is sent to.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	D375
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.4.10
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Step 3: CPM also supports real-time media.

Proposed Change: Don’t mandate the [RFC4975] support. Clarify how to include real-time media streams.
	Status: OPEN

	D376
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.4.10
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Step 7: CPM also supports real-time media.

Proposed Change: Don’t mandate the [RFC4975] support. Clarify how to include real-time media streams.
	Status: OPEN

	D377
	2010.01.24
	T
	7.4.10
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Include a description of the Media Plane changes that have to be done.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	D596
	2010.01.22
	T
	8.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment: It was stated that PF can be in the media path due provider policies and the policies may depend on parameters such as the following 

“

· If the Conversation History Function is supported and a user has his history settings active when he receives a CPM Session Invitation or a Large Message Mode Invitation;

· If the CPM Participating Function needs to do charging.

· If the CPM Participating Function needs to handle multiple devices for the CPM User for session invitations”

At least bullet 1 and 3 is functionality of the PF and should not be about policy …It MUST be part of the procedure that if these functionalities are being offered for a CPM user, the PF MUST be in the media path…

Proposed Change: Please indicate when PF MUST be in the media path and then in addition , some description of service provider policies some additional criteria when PF could be in the Media path 
	Status: OPEN

	D597
	2010.01.22
	T
	8.4
	Source: Hyeonsoo Lee
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0019-CPM_V1_0_Comments_LGE

Comment:   CPM does not have Conversation History Function and history setting is not clear

Proposed Change: reword after defining user preference element  
	Status: OPEN

	D598
	2010.01.24
	T
	8.4
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: “Conversation History Function” is not a defined term.

Proposed Change:  Change start of bullet to “If CPM Conversation History recording …”
	Status: OPEN

	D794
	2010.01.22
	T
	C.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-TS-CPM_conv_Fnct

Comment:  “A sending CPM Client MUST include a Session-Replaces header in each INVITE request that extends a CPM 1-1 Session into a CPM Group Session. This header will contain the value of the Contribution-ID sent in the original CPM 1-1 Session. The receiving CPM Client uses this value to end the previous session if it accepts the new session invitation”

Is the session id the same as the contribution ID. I think the RFC requires the session id to be used in replacing an existing session , so I think this must be followed also here

Proposed Change: insert the actual session id as the session to be replaced. You can addition add contribution id or whatever as further parameters of the session which can easily be ignored by other clients
	Status: OPEN

	D795
	2010.01.2
	T
	C.1.4
	Source: Hansol Inticube

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0021-CPM_V1_0_Comments_Hansol Comment:.In the second sentence, CPM Client doesn’t send multiple SIP INVITEs for extending CPM Session. Therefore “in each INVITE” in the sentence needs to be fixed.

Proposed Change: replace “each” by “the SIP”
	Status: OPEN

	D796
	2010.01.22
	T
	C.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0017-CPM_V1_0_Comments_NSN_Nokia

Comment: No problem with ABNF but the definition of CPM-SIP Specific headers is related to anything SIP. These are CPIM extensions to be used for CPM.. So they are actually payload of SIP and has nothing to do with SIP. For UA, it must first process the SIP headers , then extract the payload and process to deal with these new headers ..while it may be a problem for the end nodes, I think when we actually define these headers on SIP level , it make threading transparent form E-2-E

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN


Interworking TS
All review comments assigned to NSN have either been resolved by now or have proposals for resolution on the portal (either as Input Documents or Change Requests).

Message Storage TS
All review comments assigned to NSN have either been resolved by now or have proposals for resolution on the portal (either as Input Documents or Change Requests).

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

The group is asked to decide what to do with the comments labelled red.
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