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3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-AD-CBUS-V1_0-20090401-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.04.15
	T
	GENERAL
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Is it intended to have some detailed design document before starting stage 3 work? This AD is very high level and it seems that a more detailed design specification is needed before protocol specifications are written.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A002
	2009.04.15
	T
	GENERAL
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: It is not clear from the AD how  condition evaluation for pre-defined groups is supported by CBUS. This is mentioned in clause 4 introduction and 5.1.2  but the AD seems to focus on adhoc group condition evaluation and all the flows seem to be for the adhoc scenario. The split between XDMS and CBUS Server and CBUS client functions in regard to supporting this requirement isn’t clear.
This is a requirement for PoC 2.1 (FUNC-XDM-DG-003)
Proposed change: that it is identified how this is achieved and flows included showing this case. Specifically 5.3.1.1 CBUS Server and 5.3.2.11 Shared Group XDMS and 5.3.3.7 XDM-4 reference point should contain something about it.

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A003
	2009.04.15
	T
	GENERAL
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: It is not clear how PoC 2.1 requirements FUNC-XDM-DG-012 is supported. for pre-arranged groups This relates to receiving a notification when at least one of the members of the pre-arranged group (other than the subscriber) meets the conditions.  
Proposed change: A Flow should show this case
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A004
	2009.04.15
	T
	GENERAL
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Candidate URIs. Can these be a group URI or group URIs that are then exploded by CBUS. According to the CBUS RD definition they can be Group URIs but there is nothing in the CBUS AD about exploding Group URIs for evaluation and which entity does the exploding – is this the CBUS server.

 Are only the individual members of the candidate group who meet the conditions returned as members of the group – this is how we think it needs to be.

Its not practical to include hundreds of candidate URIs in a request so group URIs should be able to be included as candidate URIs and then exploded by CBUS for evaluation as group members. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A005
	2009.04.15
	T
	GENERAL
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Shouldn’t the issue of privacy be addressed with regard to having CBUS present the requestor of the CBUS information as the input for the authorization policy for Presence and Location and that any authorization policies that apply to presence or location need to be applied to CBUS requests including providing false information based upon authorization policy.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A006
	2009.04.15
	E
	2.1
	Source: RIM, bmccolgan@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Normative reference to 3GPP TS 23.228 is not in the correct typeface.   

Proposed Change: Change to reflect bold-face (may be updated by the Editor).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Editor may be able to resolve this issue.

	A007
	2009.04.15
	E
	4
	Source: RIM, bmccolgan@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: 3rd paragraph reads ‘…for a multiple of OMA services…’. Problem with ‘mutltiple of’ and ‘OMA services’.

Proposed Change: Change to read ‘…callable interface for multiple OMA Enablers…’.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A008
	2009.04.15
	T
	4
	Source: RIM, bmccolgan@rim.com
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: 3rd paragraph reads ‘…URIs that match a set of conditions applied by the service either ad-hoc or being pre-defined.’ It is not really clear what pre-defined means’, particularly when reading bullet #3 of sub-section 5.1.2 Collaboration with Service Enablers (i.e. pre-defined groups).

Proposed Change:  CBUS RD indicates ‘ad-hoc’ or ‘pre-defined’ rules or conditions.  Clarify statement and adopt more consistent terminology.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A009
	2009.04.15
	T
	4, 5.3.2.7, 5.3.2.8
	Source: RIM, bmccolgan@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: 3rd paragraph reads ‘The back-end of CBUS interfaces with a number of information sources, e.g. XDM and Presence SIMPLE Enablers. Given CBUS b/e is processing presence information, it seems that it would benefit from the underlying interoperable rules from PAL to ensure conditions evaluation is performed consistently on behalf of CBUS client.

Proposed Change:  Further study of whether there is overlap between CBUS and PAL and what complementary relationship they may have.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A010
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.1
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Note to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A011
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.2
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Notes to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A012
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.3.1.2
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Note to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A013
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Note to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A014
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Note to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A015
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.3.2.15
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Resource List server: Since the list of URIs is dynamic the RLS needs to be able to install and subscribe to dynamically installed resource lists (presumably from subscribe). This should be stated here
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A016
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.3.1.2.4
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Note to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A017
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Note to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A018
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.3.3.2
	Source: RIM, bmccolgan@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Last paragraph reads ‘conforms to the ISC Reference Point for CBUS Clients implemented in a server…’.  This section defines the CBUS Server not the client.   

Proposed Change: Changes wording to refer to CBUS Server or remove statement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A019
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.3.4
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Note to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A020
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: RIM, bmccolgan@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Item 1a) refers to a list of SIP URIs.  Does this also mean that a group URI may be provided as input by a CBUS Client?.   

Proposed Change: Provide a demonstrative call-flow using a group-URI example, or clarify 1a).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A021
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Note to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A022
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.4.2
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Note to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A023
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.5
	Source: RIM, bmccolgan@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: It is not clear how CBUS would deal with the overall security of conditions which resolve to multiple information owning enablers (i.e. sources).   

Proposed Change: Clarify this as a requirement in the RD, and ensure that appropriate architectural changes are reflected.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A024
	2009.04.15
	T
	5.5
	Source: RIM, aallen@rim.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Editor's Note to be resolved
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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