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1 Reason for Contribution

There are still 9 editor’s notes left in the Conversation Functions TS. As all editor’s notes have to be resolved before the Enabler Package can be proposed for candidacy, this input contribution proposes how to handle each of the remaining editor’s notes for discussion by the OMA COM-CPM group.
2 Summary of Contribution

Proposals on how to handle the remaining editor’s notes in the Conversation Functions TS.
3 Detailed Proposal

In total there are still 9 editor’s notes in the Conversation Functions TS:

1. In section 7.3.1.4 (“Joining a CPM Group Session for a Join-in Group”) the following editor’s note is still left:
Editor’s Notes: how to carry the CPM Conversation Identity and CPM Contribution Identity is FFS.

Proposed resolution:

In the view of Acision, this editor’s note can simply be removed. There is no need to include the CPM Conversation Identity and the CPM Contribution Identity in the SIP INVITE for joining an existing CPM Group Session, as the INVITE response will contain the CPM Conversation Identity and CPM Contribution Identity associated with the CPM Group Session. There is no point to include dummy CPM Conversation Identity and CPM Contribution Identity in the SIP INVITE itself.

Responsible: Acision
2. In section 8.3.1.4 (“Establish MSRP Session for Receiving Large Message Mode CPM Standalone Message”) the following editor’s note is still left:

Editor’s Note: notification handling for deferred messages is FFS

Proposed resolution:

In the view of Acision, this editor’s note can simply be removed. As far as Acision is concerned, the notification behaviour is described in the sections on deferral of messages, and nothing needs to be added.

Responsible: NSN
3. In section 8.3.1.6 (“Defer CPM Standalone Messages”) the following editor’s note is still left:

Editor’s note: This section and its sub-sections must reflect agreements in 738R03, 770R02 and comments raised by members (e.g. NSN in 0798R02).

Proposed resolution:

An action must be given to the authors of 738R03 to produce a CR to include the “store in MS” deferred message handling in this procedure. The agreements of 770R02 have already been reflected in the section by the editor integrating 770R02 on top of 791R01 in the latest baseline. Also, to date, no comments have been raised by members.

Therefore it is proposed to simply remove the editor’s note with the giving of the action as mentioned above.

Responsible: Acision
4. In section 8.3.1.6.2 (“Managing Deferred CPM Messages”) the following editor’s note is still left:

Editor’s note: The client applicability must be defined and used in alignment with the SD.
Proposed resolution:

An action must be given to a volunteer to produce a CR to handle this editor’s note. It requires alignment between the SD and the CONV TS with respect to the criteria for selection of CPM Clients to send a message / notification to.

Responsible: NSN
5. In section 9.1.1 (“Pager Mode CPM Standalone Message Handling”) the following editor’s note is still left:

Editor’s note: It is FFS how to handle disposition notification requests in an incoming request towards the CPM CF.

Proposed resolution:

An action must be given to a volunteer to produce a CR to handle this editor’s note. It seems to be sufficient to include a cross-reference to section 9.1.3 in this procedure, as that section describes the needed behaviour.
Note: Although the editor’s note is present in section 9.1.1, a similar cross-reference should be added to section 9.1.2 as well, as for that section (on Large Message Mode CPM Standalone Message Handling) a similar issue exists.

Responsible: Ericsson
6. In section 9.2.1 (“CPM Group Session Initiation”) the following editor’s note is still left:

Editor’s Note: Requirement of allowing anonymity on a per group basis, or per user within a group, needs to be clarified and made consistent throughout the TS. 

Proposed resolution:

Acision volunteers to produce a change request to handle this editor’s note. Proposed resolution would be similar to the way anonymity is handled for Pager Mode CPM Standalone Messages and Large Message Mode CPM Standalone Messages, i.e. for ad-hoc groups on a general basis, and for pre-defined groups as specified in the rules of the pre-defined group.
Responsible: Acision
7. In section 9.2.13 (“Pseudonyms in a CPM Group Session”) the following editor’s note is still left:

Editor’s Note: group privacy issue is still open – is privacy allowed for an entire group or are some group participants allowed to be anonymous and others not? 

Proposed resolution:

Suggestion is to handle this editor’s note by removing step 1 from the procedure. This step is already handled in the procedure that describes the behaviour of the CPM Controlling Function when setting up a CPM Group Session, so there is no need to replicate that here. With that step removed, the editor’s note can be removed as well.
If necessary, Acision can volunteer to create a change request as per the above proposed resolution.

Responsible: Acision
8. In section 9.2.14.1 (“CPM Group Session Participant Information Request”) the following editor’s note is still left:

Editor’s note: To check occurrences of “local policy” over the document and replace them by more appropriate wording.
Proposed resolution:

Suggestion is to handle this editor’s note by globally replacing the term “local policy” with the term “service provider policy”.

If agreed by the group, an action needs to be given to someone to create a change request to implement this suggestion in the Conversation Functions TS.


Responsible: Samsung
9. In appendix E.2 (“Video Share Service without a pre-existing Voice Call”) the following editor’s note is still left:

Editor’s note: The sections mentioned above still need to be updated to contain the appropriate features to support video share.

Proposed resolution:

In the view of Acision, this editor’s note can simply be removed, as the appropriate features are now supported throughout the Conversation Functions TS (the main problem was the support of real-time media, which has been part of the TS for quite some time now).
Responsible: Samsung
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 COM-CPM is recommended to review the above recommendations, come to conclusion on them, and then assign actions to the various people to implement the agreements in the Conversation Functions TS.
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