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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

Review Comment documents are internal documents and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.  
Please also remember to provide sufficient information regarding your review input:

· use the table associated with the document you are commenting against (there is a separate table for each document under review);

· indicate the Type of comment, either E (editorial) or T (technical);

· identify the location of the commented text as exact as possible (e.g., include bullet numbers, figure numbers, paragraph number, etc.); 

· your contact information for follow-up questions; and,

· the proposed change or recommended action.
Marked up versions of the document under review can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.
2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-RD-XDM-V2_0-20061219-D
2.2 OMA-AD-XDM-V2_0-20061219-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Access control for XML documents is not supported in this release.

Proposed Change: Remove 4th bullet, that begins with “Access Control for the XML documents …”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B002
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: There is significant commonality among the various XDM specs (i.e. Shared Policy, Shared Group, Shared List, Shared Profile).   For example, there is overlap with references, & definitions.  There is also a desire for consistency in the structure and language of the AUID descriptions across the XDM specs.  However, it is difficult to maintain synchronization amongst the four specs.  There is no apparent benefit to separate into four specs, which only makes maintenance very difficult.

Proposed Change: Combine the four specs into a single Shared XDM Specification.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B003
	2007.01.24
	T
	4.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Access control for XML documents is not supported in this release.

Proposed Change: Move 2nd bullet of list of V2.0 supported features (bullet that begins with “Document access control …”) to the list of features to be supported in a future release.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B004
	2007.01.24
	T
	4.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The XDM search feature only applies to XDM Servers.  It does not apply generically to Application Servers.

Proposed Change: “Extended search for information in documents stored in multiple XDMSs and enabler specific XDMSs”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B005
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.1.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The Aggregation Proxy is the “single” contact point for the XDMC when performing XDM-related operations.

Proposed Change: Delete the first sentence:

“”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B006
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.1.5
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: In the current XDM2.0 specifications, the Shared Group XDMS does NOT support the search feature.

Proposed Change: Delete the bullet that states “Provides search results”, or modify to state “Optionally provides search results” and add functionality to Shared Group XDM Spec.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B007
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor error in the description of Enabler specific XDMS.

Proposed Change: Modify first sentences as follows:

“The enabler specific XDMSs are server entities that support the following functions:”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B008
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Section includes the Device Management Server, but the Device Management Client is missing.

Proposed Change: Add a new subsection for Device Management Client.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B009
	2007.01.24
	E
	Contents
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Table of Contents is missing section 5.3.1.1
Proposed Change: Fix formatting of 5.3.1.1.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B010
	2007.01.24
	E
	4.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Change “kinds of” to “types of” (2 instances).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B011
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.3.1.8
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Last sentence (beginning with “Forward of requests/responses …”) should be bulletized.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.3 OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V2_0-20061219-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2007.01.24
	T
	1
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The scope states that the core spec describes “two entities”, but it seems to describe more than that.
Proposed Change: Replace “two entities” with “functional entities”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C002
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Some definitions are missing (e.g. XCAP Resource).

Proposed Change: Add missing definitions.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C003
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: XCAP is not limited to just enabler-specific documents.

Proposed Change: In third bullet, replace “service or enabler specific documents” with “XML documents”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C004
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The search functionality is missing from the introduction.

Proposed Change: Add a brief statement about search to the introduction.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C005
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Introduction implies that an XDMC can subscribe to all documents it owns with a single request.  However, in this release it is only possible to subscribe to a single document or all documents owned within a single AUID.

Proposed Change: “This reuses an IETF-defined SIP event package by which an XDM Client subscribes to changes to documents that it owns”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C006
	2007.01.24
	T
	5
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The description of functional elements in section 5 also has normative procedures.  However, normative procedures are also in section 6, and in some cases conflict with statements in section 5 (for example, the last paragraph of 5.2 also exists in 6.2, but is a SHALL rather than a MAY).
Proposed Change: Move any needed text from section 5 and consolidate into section 6.  Make section 5 an empty placeholder (to avoid renumbering sections that existed in Rel1.0).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C007
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: This section (and others) use the terms URI, XCAP URI and HTTP URI interchangeably.

Proposed Change: Apply the following conventions:
· Use Document URI when referring to a document

· Use Node URI when referring to an element/attribute within a document

· Otherwise, use XCAP URI (generic)
· Add a definition of XCAP URI, such as “The HTTP URI that identifies an XCAP Resource.”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C008
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The XDMC must always ensure that the XCAP Root of an XCAP URI is in the home domain.

Proposed Change: “The XDMC SHALL validate whether the XCAP Root URI of any XCAP Resource to be accessed is the same as the XCAP Root URI of the Aggregation Proxy in its home domain. If the validation fails, the XDMC SHALL replace the XCAP Root URI with the home domain’s XCAP Root URI.”  Also add a NOTE to explain the scenario where this validation check mail fail.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C009
	2007.01.24
	T
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: There is no such thing as an “XDM resource”.

Proposed Change: Change “XDM resource” to “XCAP Resource”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C010
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.1.1.2.10
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Fetching namespace binding also applies to attributes.

Proposed Change: “Fetching namespace bindings of an element or attribute in a XML document SHALL follow the procedures described in [XCAP] Section 7.10.”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C011
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.1.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Search Request is capitalized but is not included in the definitions.

Proposed Change: Make the following changes:
· Add definition of Search Request to section 3.2

· Modify second sentence as follows: “When performing a search operation, the XDMC SHALL generate the Search Request by using HTTP POST request containing a Search document defined in chapter 6.7.3”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C012
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.1.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The last sentence indicates that the XQuery expression SHALL conform to additional operator-defined local policies.  How is this possible? There is no way for the XDMC to know the local policy.

Proposed Change: Delete “or to additional operator’s defined policy”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C013
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.2.2.1 step 3a
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The initial creator of a document is not relevant to authorization policy.  Also, section 6.4.2 does not seem relevant to authorization of a SUBSCRIBE request.
Proposed Change: “For documents in the “users” tree, by default the Primary Principal of the document SHALL be authorized to subscribe to the “ua-profile” event package”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C014
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.2.2.1 step 3b
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The bullet (b) appears to be in the wrong place.

Proposed Change: 

· Delete existing bullet (b).

· Make preceding paragraph that begins with “Other principals” bullet (b).

· Modify new bullet (b) as follows: “For documents in the Global Tree, other principals (e.g. XDMCs residing in the UE and Application Servers) MAY be authorised to subscribe based on local policy or other enabler-specific policy.”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C015
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.2.2.2 step 1c
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Content Server is only an optional network entity.

Proposed Change: Delete bullet 1c (since it is somewhat covered by 1a), or change SHALL to MAY.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C016
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.2.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Routing of search requests is performed by the Search Proxy, so text related to routing is not needed in XDMS procedures (particularly when the text is confusing, since there are two AUID in the search request).

Proposed Change: Delete 2nd sentence of 6.2.3:

“When the search feature is supported, the Search requests are routed from the Search Proxy to the XDMS based on the AUID included in the Search request”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C017
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.2.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Can “operator’s local policy” allow XQuery expressions that result in less privacy than the XQuery restrictions defined by the Application Usage?

Proposed Change: Clarify any limitations to local policy.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C018
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.6.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: URI Lists are stored in the Shared List XDMS in XDM2.

Proposed Change: Make the following changes (several instances of each):

·  “Shared XDMS” to “Shared List XDMS”. (several instances)

· “XCAP document URI” to “Document URI”

· “XCAP node URI” to Node URI
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C019
	2007.01.24
	T
	6.7.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Why is it necessary to define an Application Usage for the Search document, when it is not managed by XCAP?

Proposed Change: All that is needed for search is:

·  An AUID-like string in the Request URI that the Aggregation Proxy can use to trigger routing to the search proxy

· XML schema for search document, along with new MIME type (e.g. follow IANA template for registering a new MIME type, rather than XCAP template for Application Usages)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C020
	2007.01.24
	T
	D.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Application Characteristic belongs in SUP file.

Proposed Change: Remove application characteristic from Appendix D.2.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C021
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Capitalize all definitions (e.g. Global Document, Global Tree) and add space in XCAP Application Usage.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C022
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Some abbreviations are missing.

Proposed Change: Add XDMC and XDMS, as well as any other missing abbreviations.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C023
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Change “Therefore, for example” in the second paragraph to “As an example”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C024
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Change “XDM repository” in the first paragraph to “XDMS”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C025
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.1.1.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Change “client” in the second paragraph to “XDMC”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C026
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.1.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: In first sentence, change “may” to “MAY”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C027
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.1.4

6.2.4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Empty section.

Proposed Change: Delete sections 6.1.4 & 6.2.4.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C028
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Delete 2nd sentence “The first function is covered in section 6.3.1 and 6.3.2, and the request forwarding procedure is covered in section 6.3.3”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C029
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.3.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Section title is confusing.

Proposed Change: Change “XCAP / HTTP POST request forwarding” to “HTTP Request Forwarding” or “XCAP / Search Request Forwarding”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C030
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.3.3.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorials.

Proposed Change: Change “don’t matches” to “does not match”.  Also, the word “the” is missing in many places.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C031
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.3.3.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorials.

Proposed Change: Change “don’t equals” to “does not match”.  Also, the word “the” is missing in several places.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C032
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.5
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Change “local implementation policy” to “local policy”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C033
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.6.2.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Remove quote from in front of paragraph that begins “If presence in any rule, the <media> element …” and from the end of the Note that begins “How the application server determines …”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C034
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.6.2.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Text related to the <media> element should be grouped together for ease of reading.

Proposed Change: Move paragraph related to “anc” attribute to below the paragraph about the <external-list> element.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C035
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.6.2.2

6.6.3.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Text is in wrong format.

Proposed Change: Reformat section 6.6.2.2 & 6.6.3.2.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C036
	2007.01.24
	E
	6.10
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Remove SHALL from end of first paragraph, since it is repeated in each bullet.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C037
	2007.01.24
	E
	B.4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Heading should be “Search Proxy”, not “Aggregation Proxy”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C038
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Change “document owner” and “owner of the document” to “Primary Principal”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C039
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Both XDM Client and XDMC are used interchangeably in the spec, but only one should be used for consistency.

Proposed Change: Globally change XDM Client to XDMC, since XDMC is a defined abbreviation.  Also globally change XDM Server to XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C040
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Capitalize all defined terms.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.4 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_List-V2_0-20061218-D
2.5 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_Group-V2_0-20061218-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The definition for Group Member does not seem correct for Join-in Groups.   In particular, the concept of Group Member (as expressed in various XDM & PoC specs) is tied to a pre-defined list (e.g. the <list> element, see bullet d in section 5.1.1).  However, the pre-defined list is not required to contain all the users allowed to join a “restricted” Join-in Group.
Proposed Change: Modify the definition of Group Member so that it applies only to Pre-arranged Group.  The alternative is to require “restricted” Join-In Groups to specify who is allowed to join with the <list> element – but such a change may impact PoC v1.0.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E002
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The definition for XDM Client implies that it is synonymous with XCAP Client, which is not completely accurate.  Same for the definition of XDM Server. Also, it is unnecessary to include functional entities in the definitions section.
Proposed Change: Delete XDM Client and XDM Server from the definitions.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E003
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: A definition for Document URI is needed.

Proposed Change: Add definitions for Document URI and Document Selector, taken from the Core XDM Spec.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E004
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The description for <session-active-policy> is misleading.

Proposed Change: “MAY include a <session-active-policy> element describing the rules for determining whether a Group Session is allowed to become active or remain active;”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E005
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The <conditions> element does not mention extensibility.

Proposed Change: Add a bullet (e) that states “any other elements from any other namespaces for the purposes of extensibility.”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E006
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The description for <min-participant-count> is not entirely correct.

Proposed Change: “a <min-participant-count> element representing the minimum number of Participants needed for a Group Session to become active or to remain active;”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E007
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Some text related to the <supported-services> element describes the semantics, and therefore is in the wrong section.  Also, the text is ambiguous and needs rewording.
Proposed Change: Move the text to section 5.1.7 Data Semantics and reword as follows: “The <supported-services> element  SHALL indicate the supported services of the Group.”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E008
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The IMS Communication Service Identifier and IMS Application Reference Identifier are not explained.

Proposed Change: Add a reference.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E009
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: “If the XUI value of the Document URL proposed in an <external> or <external-list> element does not match the XUI of a Group document URI or a <list> element within a “resource-lists” document, this SHALL be a validation error”.  It is not clear what the highlighted text means, and in any case it seems impossible for the Shared Group XDMS to validate based on contents of a “resource-lists” document since the Shared Group XDMS cannot access URI Lists.

Proposed Change: Delete the highlighted text.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E010
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The two bullets related to the <list> element are redundant with text in section 5.1.1, which is the correct section for this.

Proposed Change: Delete the two bullets related to the <list> element.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E011
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The two bullets related to the <required-participants> element are redundant with text in section 5.1.1, which is the correct section for this.

Proposed Change: Delete the two bullets related to the <required-participants> element.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E012
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: “The <invite-members> element SHALL indicate whether the Group Session Controlling Function will invite the Group Members to the Group Session.”  The highlighted entity does not exist.

Proposed Change: Change to “Application Server performing the Group Session Controlling Function” or simply “Application Server”.  The latter wording is preferred, but would require a global change.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E013
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The description for <age-restrictions> has text that is ambiguous.  It is unclear whether “allowed to join the group” means become a Group Member OR participate in a Group Session.

Proposed Change: Change “allowed to join the group” to “allowed to participate in the Group Session” (2 instances).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E014
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: There is no logic in the presentation order of elements in this section.

Proposed Change: Restructure the section by grouping and ordering elements in some logical fashion (e.g. group child elements together such as the <action> child elements, order in the same way as in section 5.1.1).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E015
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The child elements for <qoe> have references to the OMA PoC CP spec.  Normative references within XDM2 to enabler-specific specs should be avoided.

Proposed Change: Delete references, and replace with descriptions that are not enabler-specific.  Alternatively, if the child elements of <qoe> are in fact PoC-specific, then move to the PoC CP specification as an enabler-specific extension to shared Groups.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E016
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The description of <add-media-handling> has errors.
Proposed Change: Change as follows:
· “The <add-media-handling> “action” SHALL be used to indicate which media types the identity matching this rule is allowed to initiate or add in the Group Session, if supported by the Group. The possible child elements are defined in section 6.6.2.1 of [XDMSPEC]”.
· A default value should be defined.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E017
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The description of <remove-media-handling> has errors.

Proposed Change: Change as follows:

· “The <remove-media-handling> “action” SHALL be used to indicate that the identity matching this rule is allowed to remove an existing media stream from the active Group Session.  The value is of an enumerated integer type, and the lowest value SHALL be the default value taken in the absence of the element”.

· 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E018
	2007.01.24
	T
	6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Support for subscription to document changes is mandatory for the Shared Group XDMS.  However, this is ambiguous in section 6, because the reference to section 6.2.2 of the Core Specification allows a step to reject a SUBSCRIBE request to “ua-profile” events if not supported by the XDMS.

Proposed Change: “The Shared Group XDMS SHALL support subscriptions to changes in the XML documents as defined by the procedures in section 6.2.2.1 step 2 to step 6 and 6.2.2.2 of the [XDMSPEC]”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E019
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: It is unclear how the automatic Extended Group Advertisement feature works if the “type” attribute is Chat.  How does the XDMS determine “members of the group” for a Join-in Group?

Proposed Change: Modify the procedures for how the XDMS determines who to send Extended GA to for the case when “type” attribute is Chat.  This also impacts section 5.1.1 bullet k.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E020
	2007.01.24
	T
	7

5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: It is unclear whether the automatic Extended GA feature is mandatory or optional for the Shared Group XDMS.  The first paragraph contains a MAY, but the second paragraph contains a SHALL.

Proposed Change: Modify the second paragraph to make clear that the Extended GA is sent only if supported by the XDMS.  Also add a validation constraint in 5.1.6 to reject a Group document that includes <automatic-group-advertisement> set to true, if not supported by XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E021
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The procedures state that the Shared Group XDMS sends the Extended GA when “properties are modified”.  However, it is not clear which properties must be modified to trigger an Extended GA.

Proposed Change: Clarify the properties which, if modified, trigger an Extended GA.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E022
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Resolve editor’s note about how Extended GA works when Group Member List contains a URI List.

Proposed Change: ???.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E023
	2007.01.24
	T
	7, step 2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The current description for the Accept-Contact header is not extensible to new enablers that might use Extended GA (at least, not without having to change the Shared Group XDM Spec).

Proposed Change: Add a bullet (c) that indicates that other feature tags are possible, and where they might be defined.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E024
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The XDMS “MAY optionally include free text in the <note> element …”.  How does the XDMS determine whether to include the <note> element, and if so where does the XDMS get the free text from?

Proposed Change: Add additional explanation about the <note> element.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E025
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: How does the Shared Group XDMS know how to set the “type” attribute of the <group> element?

Proposed Change: Add additional explanation about the <type> attribute.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E026
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The description of the <allow-media> element is not clear.

Proposed Change: The description of the <allow-media> element of the Extended GA should be tied more closely to the <media> element of the Group.  For example:

· d) “SHALL include the <allow-media> element containing supported media as indicated by the <media> element of the Group, if included”

· “”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E027
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The XDMS “MAY include the <document-uri> element …”.  How does the XDMS determine whether to include the <document-uri> element?

Proposed Change: Add additional explanation about the <document-uri> element.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E028
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: What is the purpose of the Default Namespace?

Proposed Change: If it has no purpose, then delete section 7.1.3.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E029
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Some abbreviations used in the spec, such as IETF and MIME, are missing.

Proposed Change: Add missing abbreviations.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E030
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “MAY include a <qoe> element indicating the Quality of Experience Profile assigned to the Group;”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E031
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “The <required-participants> element SHALL contain a sequence of zero or more child elements, each of which is:”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E032
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “The MIME type for the Group document SHALL be “application/vnd.oma.poc.groups+xml””
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E033
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “NOTE 1: The syntax of the <alt-value> element is according to the syntax stored in the Shared Group XDMS and provisioned to the XDM Client, but may also be another syntax according to a local XDMS policy and not yet provisioned to the XDM Client”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E034
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “The <entry-ref> element is not defined in the schema as specified in subclause 5.1.3 “XML Schema”. As such, if the XDMC adds an <entry-ref> element (as specified in [XCAP_List]) under the <list> element, the Shared Group XDMS SHALL return an HTTP "409 Conflict" response which includes the XCAP error element <schema-validation-error>”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E035
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Indent NOTE 4 to the same level as other NOTEs in this section.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E036
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Remove “PoC” from the description of the “own” value of <remove-media-handling>.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E037
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “SHALL include the <uri> element with the value set to the Group Identity of the Group”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E038
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Both “global” tree and Global Tree are used interchangeably in the spec, but only one should be used for consistency.

Proposed Change: Globally change “global” tree to Global Tree, since Global Tree is the defined term.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E039
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Both XDM Client and XDMC are used interchangeably in the spec, but only one should be used for consistency.

Proposed Change: Globally change XDM Client to XDMC, since XDMC is a defined abbreviation.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E040
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Globally change “Document URL” to “Document URI”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E041
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: “members of the Group” is synonymous with Group Members.  Only one term should be used for consistency.

Proposed Change: Globally change “members of the Group” to “Group Members”, since Group Members is a defined term.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E042
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Capitalize all defined terms.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E043
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: User Identity is not a defined term.  This should be User Address.

Proposed Change: Change “User Identity” to “User Address” (particularly in section 7).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.6 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_Policy-V2_0-20061213-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: There is no <rules> element in [COMMONPOL].

Proposed Change: Change <rules> to <rule>.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F002
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The schema is not relevant to section 5.1.1.

Proposed Change: “The User Access Policy document SHALL conform to the structure of the “ruleset” document described in [COMMONPOL], with the extensions and constraints given in this sub‑clause”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F003
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: This section is lacking any normative statements.

Proposed Change: 

· “The <conditions> child element of any <rule> element MAY include the following child elements”.

· “The <actions> child element  of any <rule> element MAY include the following child elements”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F004
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Wrong reference.

Proposed Change: 
· “The User Access Policy document SHALL conform to the XML schema described in [COMMONPOL]”, with the extensions described in [XSD_COMMONPOL], [XSD_UAP-RULES] and [XSD_MEDIA-EXT]”.

· Add [XSD_COMMONPOL] reference to section 2.1 (OMA-SUP-XSD_xdm_commonPolicy-V1_0)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F005
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: First paragraph has errors.

Proposed Change: “The User Access Policy document SHALL conform to the XML Schema specified in subclause 5.1.3 “XML Schema” with the additional validation constraints described in this sub-clause”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F006
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The validation constraints cannot guarantee that a User is alerted to contradictory rules.  Therefore, the validation constraints are meaningless and should be removed.

Proposed Change: See OMA-POC-POCv1-2006-0137 (i.e. remove 3rd & 4th paragraphs, as well as NOTE).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F007
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The schema is not relevant to section 5.1.7.

Proposed Change: “The User Access Policy document SHALL conform to the semantics for the “conditions” and “actions” described in [COMMONPOL] and [OMA-XDM_CORE-TS] “Common Extensions”, with the additional extensions and clarifications given in this subclause”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F008
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Some text is already covered by the reference to [OMA-XDM_CORE-TS] “Common Extension”.

Proposed Change: Delete the following paragraphs:
· When evaluating a “rule” against an identity, the value of the “entity” attribute of the <one> element, if present, is compared against that identity to see if the “rule” is applicable.

· When evaluating a “rule” against the offered media, the sub elements of the <media> element are compared against media to see if the “rule” is applicable. The <media> element, if present, has one or more sub elements, defining media related to the corresponding “rule”.

· The access policy document can contain references to URI Lists stored in Shared List XDMS (as defined in [OMA-LIST_XDM-TS]).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F009
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The description for the “pass” value of <allow-invite> mentions manual answer procedures, which is an undefined term.

Proposed Change: Reword the description to avoid using the term “manual answer procedures”, or add a definition for it.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F010
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.8
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The name of the User Access Policy document (“shared-rules”) is not a good one, since other policies may be defined in the future.

Proposed Change: Change “shared-rules” to “user-access-rules”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F011
	2007.01.24
	T
	6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Support for subscription to document changes is mandatory for the Shared Policy XDMS.  However, this is ambiguous in section 6, because the reference to section 6.2.2 of the Core Specification allows a step to reject a SUBSCRIBE request to “ua-profile” events if not supported by the XDMS.

Proposed Change: “The Shared Policy XDMS SHALL support subscriptions to changes in the XML documents as defined by the procedures in section 6.2.2.1 step 2 to step 6 and 6.2.2.2 of the [OMA-XDM_CORE-TS]”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F012
	2007.01.24
	T
	New
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The specification is missing an Static Conformance Requirements.

Proposed Change: Add an Appendix B containing SCR tables.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F013
	2007.01.24
	E
	1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “This specification describes the data format and XCAP Application Usage for the User Access Policy document, which is a common user access policy definition that can be used by all OMA enablers (e.g. PoC and IM)”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F014
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “This specification provides the XCAP Application Usage of the User Access Policy document”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F015
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Rename section heading to User Access Policy.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F016
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Bulletize two instances of “other elements from other namespaces for the purposes of extensibility” (bullet f and b, respectively).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F017
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “The MIME type for User Access Policy document SHALL be “application/auth-policy+xml” defined in [COMMONPOL]”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F018
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The Shared Policy XDMS contains the User Access Policy document (not Shared User Access Policy document).

Proposed Change: Change “Shared User Access Policy document” to “User Access Policy document” (global change). 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F019
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Globally change “Document URL” to “Document URI”.  Also add Document URI to definitions (copy from PoC XDM Specification).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.7 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_Profile-V2_0-20061220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	G001
	2007.01.24
	T
	1
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The 2nd paragraph does not make sense: “It can be used by other users and applications for means of communication (e.g. search chat partner)”. 

Proposed Change: Rewrite.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G002
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Several terms are missing from the definitions (e.g. AUID, User Address, User, Application Server, “users” tree, etc). 

Proposed Change: Add necessary terms to section 3.2.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G003
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial. 

Proposed Change: “This specification provides the XCAP Application Usage for the User Profile document, which can be searched by Users and Application Servers to find the User Address (and possibly other information) about Users matching a certain criteria”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G004
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Introduction should mention also mention the Shared Profile XDMS. 

Proposed Change: Add the following sentence at the end of section 4:

“The Shared Policy XDMS (see [XDMAD]) is the logical repository for User Profile documents.  The common protocol specified in [XDMSPEC] is used for access and manipulation of such documents by authorized principals.”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G005
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Public URI is not a defined term.
Proposed Change: Change “Public URI” to “User Address” and add to definitions.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G006
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The description for <communication_addresses> indicates that it MAY be a SIP URI, TEL URI, E.164 number, or email address.  Should this be a SHALL (e.g. is the list exhaustive), or should there be an indication that other options are possible?

Proposed Change: Clarify what are the valid values for <communication_addresses>.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G007
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.3

5.1.4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The order of these two sections (5.1.3 Default Namespace, and 5.1.4 XML Schema) is not consistent with all of the other XDM specs.

Proposed Change: Switch the order of the two sections.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G008
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Schema definition belongs in external SUP file.

Proposed Change: Make the following changes:

· Move schema in 5.1.4 to new SUP file.

· Add the following text to 5.1.4: The “user-profile” XML document SHALL be composed according to the XML schema described in [XSD_PROFILE].

· Add [XSD_PROFILE] to references.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G009
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “The MIME type for the User Profile document SHALL be “application/shared-user-profile+xml”.”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G010
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The uri attribute should be compared to the XUI of the Document URI.

Proposed Change: “The value of the “uri” attribute of the <user-profile> element SHALL be same as the XUI value of the Document URI for the User Profile document. If not, the XDMS SHALL return an HTTP “409 Conflict” response as described in [XCAP], including the <constraint-failure> error element. If included, the “phrase” attribute SHOULD be set to “Wrong User Profile URI”.”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G011
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: In XDM2, the authorization policy is to allow any authenticated user to search a User Profile stored in the Shared Profile XDMS.  Therefore, what is the <allow-publication> and <allow-anonymity> elements used for?

Proposed Change: Delete the <allow-publication> and <allow-anonymity> elements.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G012
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.11
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The current authorization policy implies that only the Primary Principal has any access to the User Profile document.  However, other users are allowed to search and retrieve certain information.

Proposed Change: Add additional text to describe that search access is allowed, and point to section 7.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G013
	2007.01.24
	E
	global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065
Comment: The Shared Profile XDMS contains the User Profile document (not Shared User Profile document or Profile document).

Proposed Change: Change “Shared User Profile document” and “Profile document” to “User Profile document” (global change).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.8 OMA-TS-XDM_MO-V2_0-20061024-D
2.9 OMA-ETR-XDM-V2_0-20061219-D
2.10 OMA-ERELD-XDM-V2_0-20061220-D
2.11 OMA-SUP-XSD_xdm_group_advertisement-V1_0-20061220-D
2.12 OMA-SUP-XSD_xdm_groupExtensions-V1_0-20061220-D
2.13 OMA-SUP-XSD_xdm_MediaExtensions-V1_0-20061016-D
2.14 OMA-SUP-XSD_xdm_search-V1_0-20061220-D
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