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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Avoid changing CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	Source
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	The RD has been produced by REQ CAB

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	INP doc by mail

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	
	
	
	A001-A015
	Comments from Telecom Italia (Doc #0085)

	
	
	
	A016-A092
	Comments from Acision (Doc #0084)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A093-A145
	Comments from Telefonica (Doc #0087)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A146-A215
	Comments from Sprint Nextel (Doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>)
Revision marks were converted to hard-coded formats

	
	
	
	A216-A236
	Comments from Orange (Doc #0088)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A237-A294
	Comments from Motorola (Doc #0083)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A295-A344
	Comments from Nokia Siemens Networks (Doc #0086)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A345-A361
	Comments from Research In Motion (Doc #0090)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A362-A391
	Comments from Ericsson (Doc #0091)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A392-A410
	Comments from ATT (Doc #0092)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A416-A465
	Comments from Huawei (Doc #0093)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A466-497
	Comments from Nokia (Doc #0094)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A504-A506
	Comments from Toshiba (Doc #0095)

	
	
	
	A507-A565
	Comments from Nortel (Doc #0089)
Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A566-A572
	SEC WG (INP doc by mail Message-ID: <4FA5935051320740840AA154E3D27A0901417E73@CNSHGSMBS01.ad4.ad.alcatel.com>)

	
	
	
	A573-A602
	Comments from Alcatel-Lucent (Doc #0096)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"

	
	
	
	A603-A610
	Comments from Nortel (Doc #0089)

Some input comments were split into multiple identical comments due to multiple targets. Denoted as "EN"


3. Review Comments

3.1 Comments received on OMA-RD-CAB-V1_0-20080327-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008.04.23
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: It is suggested to not put together electronic and home (i.e. street) address.
Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL include contact information such as:

· Full name

· Display name

· Electronic Addresses (e.g. CPM Address, email address, phone number, SIP address, home address)

· Basic personal data (e.g. birth date, description, gender, height, home address) 
· …
	Status: OPEN

	A002
	2008.04.23
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-007
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: taking CAB-HLF-004 into account, clarify which contacts information the CAB User is able to add/change/delete (information coming from the Contact Subscriptions vs information that the CAB User customizes about these contacts)

Proposed Change: 

Clarify the requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A003
	2008.04.23
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-013
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: the req says “The CAB Enabler SHOULD provide the CAB User with the ability to organize his contacts into different categories of contacts  (e.g. family, friends, colleagues)”. We think that the interesting feature here is to assign a category (i.e. a relationship with the CAB User) to a contact, specifying the relationship between the CAB User and the contact: the possibility to organize the contacts accordingly to this relationship/category is a consequence.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHOULD provide the CAB User with the ability to associate social relationship property to his contacts organize his contacts into different categories of contacts  (e.g. family, friends, colleagues)
	Status: OPEN

	A004
	2008.04.23
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-017a
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: Legacy Formats definition says “Existing standard data formats that are widely used …” that seems to make CAB-HLF-017a be in contrast with CAB-HLF-017. In addition, CAB-HLF-017a says “in other Legacy Formats”  but “other(s)” respect to what? (CAB-HLF-017 does not list the format)

Proposed Change: 

Clarify the requirement and (if needed) Legacy Formats definition
	Status: OPEN

	A005
	2008.04.23
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018a
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: The same comment than in CAB-HLF-017a

Proposed Change: 

Clarify the requirement and (if needed) Legacy Formats definition)
	Status: OPEN

	A006
	2008.04.23
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: the direct request has to be taken into account, as it is referenced in CAB-VIEW-011.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL support direct request and Contact Subscriptions to a user’s own Personal Contact Card based on uniquely identifiable information, based on Service Provider policy
	Status: OPEN

	A007
	2008.04.23
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-029
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment:. CAB-HLF-029 seems to be redundant with respect to CAB-HLF-011 and CAB-HLF-012

Proposed Change: 

Clarify better or delete CAB-HLF-029.
	Status: OPEN

	A008
	2008.04.23
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-031
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: Contacts’ preferences are to be taken into account for privacy reason.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to provide a CAB User the CAB status  information (e.g. CAB or legacy contact, pending authorisation, corresponding CAB provider, source of contact data, …) of each of his/her contacts, based on contacts’ preferences and service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A009
	2008.04.23
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-007
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: clarify the sentence

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL produce contact information, for distribution to others, by including only information whose attributes are selected in the associated Contact View with available for the user making the request
	Status: OPEN

	A010
	2008.04.23
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-009b
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: The req says “The CAB Enabler MAY support data types of other Legacy Formats …”, but other with respect what? Legacy Formats are not listed in the previous req, so it is not clear which are other Legacy Formats.

Proposed Change: 

Clarify the req
	Status: OPEN

	A011
	2008.04.23
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-012
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: The proposal is to modify as below and move the req to the Authorization section.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHOULD permit a CAB User to manage the list of users and their referenced Contact Views to permit authorize changes to the data other users are entitled to
	Status: OPEN

	A012
	2008.04.23
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-013
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: The proposal is to modify as below and move the req to the Authorization section.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL permit creation of authorization rules necessary to automatically select a particular Contact Vview based on user’s preference, user data, and service provider policy
	Status: OPEN

	A013
	2008.04.23
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-014
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: The req says “The CAB Enabler SHOULD utilize the data format for Contact Views to include a Contact View Display Name …” 

Proposed Change: 

Clarify how this “Contact View Display Name” relates with “Display name” in HLF-003
	Status: OPEN

	A014
	2008.04.23
	E
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-001
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: The req says “The CAB Enabler SHALL provide a mechanism, controllable by Service Provider policies, to search public Contact Views”

Proposed Change: 

Add “Editor’s note: public concept needs to be discussed and defined later” or make a reference to CAB-VIEW-004
	Status: OPEN

	A015
	2008.04.23
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-002
	Source: Telecom Italia

Form: doc #0085

Comment: The req says “The CAB Enabler SHALL support searching across authorized domains”.

Proposed Change: 

Clarify what “authorized domains” means
	Status: OPEN

	A016
	2008.04.24
	E
	0 General
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Old template (2007 version) is used. 

Proposed Change: Update template
	Status: OPEN

	A017
	2008.04.24
	E
	0 Title
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Missing space between dash and day indication of the date.

Proposed Change: Add space.
	Status: OPEN

	A018
	2008.04.24
	T
	1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Scope section doesn’t describe the scope of the enabler but the scope of the work on the enabler.

Proposed Change: Reword section to be the scope of the enabler.
	Status: OPEN

	A019
	2008.04.24
	T
	1 1st bullet
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Unclear what these “CAB data structures denote”. Are these an entire address book or just a contact entry?

Proposed Change: Clarify scope of the CAB data structure.
	Status: OPEN

	A020
	2008.04.24
	E
	2
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Heading of “Normative References” section is not present.

Proposed Change: Add the heading.
	Status: OPEN

	A021
	2008.04.24
	E
	2 [RFC2119]
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: There is an erroneous leading space in the reference to [RFC2119].

Proposed Change: Remove the space.
	Status: OPEN

	A022
	2008.04.24
	E
	2 [OMADICT]
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Reference to OMA Dictionary is included in both the normative references and the informative references.

Proposed Change: Choose between one of the two.
	Status: OPEN

	A023
	2008.04.24
	E
	2.1 [OMADICT]
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: There is an erroneous leading space in the reference to [OMADICT].

Proposed Change: Remove the space.
	Status: OPEN

	A024
	2008.04.24
	T
	2.1 [OMA XDM]
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Does CAB only needs XDM 1.0 or can also XDM 2.0 be used?
Proposed Change: Check if reference can be to XDM 2.0.
	Status: OPEN

	A025
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Definitions aren’t sorted.
Proposed Change: Sort definitions in alphabetical order.
	Status: OPEN

	A026
	2008.04.24
	T
	3.2 “Contact View”
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Last sentence doesn’t belong to the definition, but are requirements.
Proposed Change: Move sentence to the requirements.
	Status: OPEN

	A027
	2008.04.24
	T
	3.2 “Converged Address Book”
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Unclear whether the CAB is related to a user or more generic.
Proposed Change: Clarify that in the scope of this definition the CAB is related to a CAB User.
	Status: OPEN

	A028
	2008.04.24
	T
	3.2 “User Communication Preferences” Definition
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: This definition is also present in CPM, and may result into deviations in the definition.
Proposed Change: Refer to the CPM RD.
	Status: OPEN

	A029
	2008.04.24
	T
	3.2 “User Preferences Profile”
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: This definition is also present in CPM, and may result into deviations in the definition. Definition seems to be generic.
Proposed Change: Consider moving the definition to the OMA Dictionary.
	Status: OPEN

	A030
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 “Published Contact Card”
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Erroneous leading space.
Proposed Change: Remove the space.
	Status: OPEN

	A031
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 “Contact Subscription”
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: The definition doesn’t quite define what it is, but is more worded like a requirement.
Proposed Change: Reword to: “The process in which a CAB User can request automatic updates of another CAB User’s personal and available contact information”.
	Status: OPEN

	A032
	2008.04.24
	T
	4
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Again a reference to CAB data structure (see also previous comment on section1), where it is unclear what it denotes.
Proposed Change: Apply same resolution as for section 1.
	Status: OPEN

	A033
	2008.04.24
	T
	4 last bullet
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Result of the “using CAB defined data structure and file types” is that no other address books can be supported as none of them will comply to the CAB data structures and file types.
Proposed Change: Remove this part of the bullet.
	Status: OPEN

	A034
	2008.04.24
	E
	4
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Supefluous empty line just before section 4.1.
Proposed Change: Remove empty line.
	Status: OPEN

	A035
	2008.04.24
	T
	4.1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Empty section needs to be filled in.
Proposed Change: Fill in section.
	Status: OPEN

	A036
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Term Communication Capabilities is undefined.
Proposed Change: Define what it is.
	Status: OPEN

	A037
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Term User Communication Preferences is undefined.
Proposed Change: Define what it is.
	Status: OPEN

	A038
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Typo: “CPM System” ( “CAB System”.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A039
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Typo: “CPM Service subscription” ( “CAB Service subscription”.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A040
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.2.1 2nd + 3rd sentence 
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Are CAB Users making information available to services or to other users?
Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: OPEN

	A041
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.2.6.1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Provide meaningful section title.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A042
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.4.5
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Only allowing importing contacts via files seems to be unnecessarily complicated and very user-unfriendly.
Proposed Change:  Reword to a general-purpose import functionality.
	Status: OPEN

	A043
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-002
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: CAB isn’t confined to CPM only, so the reference to CPM conversations sounds strange.
Proposed Change: Generalize “CPM Conversation” to “messaging, voice call”.
	Status: OPEN

	A044
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Specify that this requirement is for each contact in the address book.
Proposed Change: Rephrase first sentence to: “The CAB Enabler SHALL include information for each contact such as:”
	Status: OPEN

	A045
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: line on web resources should be a bullet.
Proposed Change: Convert to bullet.
	Status: OPEN

	A046
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-004
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement is unclear (don’t understand what the required functionality is).
Proposed Change: Rephrase requirement in terms of what a CAB User is able to do / see, e.g.

· CAB User is able to customize contact information received via Contact Subscriptions.

· CAB Enabler overrides information received via Contact Subscriptions with the customized information while exposing contact information to the CAB User.
	Status: OPEN

	A047
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-005
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement is unclear. What information is meant here?
Proposed Change: Clarify what kind of information we are talking about.
	Status: OPEN

	A048
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement seems to be a UI requirement, not an enabler requirement.
Proposed Change: Remove requirement or focus on required (and missing) building blocks to create the UI.
	Status: OPEN

	A049
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-012
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: This is the first and only time that CPM Communication Capabilities and CPM User Communication Preferences are mentioned in the requirements. It is unclear what the CAB does with these.
Proposed Change: Clarify the usage of these in separate requirements of remove the reference to them.
	Status: OPEN

	A050
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-012
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: What is the difference between requirements CAB-HLF-011 and CAB-HLF-012?
Proposed Change: Merge requirements.
	Status: OPEN

	A051
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-013
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Editor’s note is not necessary as scope of requirements is completely different.
Proposed Change: Remove Editor’s Note.
	Status: OPEN

	A052
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-016
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement is not within the scope of CAB.
Proposed Change: Remove requirement (or move to CPM), or focus on functionality required by CAB Enabler.
	Status: OPEN

	A053
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-017
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: CAB-HLF-017 & CAB-HLF-017a: Unclear where from and how the CAB enabler would receive this contact information.
Proposed Change: Clarify context of the requirement.
EN: See also [A054]
	Status: OPEN

	A054
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-017a
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: CAB-HLF-017 & CAB-HLF-017a: Unclear where from and how the CAB enabler would receive this contact information.
Proposed Change: Clarify context of the requirement.
EN: See also [A053]
	Status: OPEN

	A055
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: What does the “based on uniquely identifiable information” mean? This part makes the requirement not understandable.
Proposed Change: Clarify what this uniquely identifiable information is and how it relates to the Contact Subscription.
	Status: OPEN

	A056
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: What is the use of allowing someone to perform a Contact Subscription on his own information?
Proposed Change: Clarify the use of the requirement or remove requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A057
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020a
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Making a link to the Contact Subscription definition would clarify the requirement.
Proposed Change: Change requirement text to:

“The CAB Enabler SHALL support a CAB User to invite other CB Users to initiate a Contact Subscription to his/her own Published Contact Card, based on service provider’s policy.”
	Status: OPEN

	A058
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-023
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement is unclear (don’t understand what the required functionality is).
Proposed Change: Rephrase requirement in terms of what a CAB User is able to do / see.
	Status: OPEN

	A059
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: CAB-HLF-025 & CAB-HLF-028: Requirements are the same.
Proposed Change: Remove one of the requirements.

EN: See also [A060]
	Status: OPEN

	A060
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: CAB-HLF-025 & CAB-HLF-028: Requirements are the same.
Proposed Change: Remove one of the requirements.

EN: See also [A059]
	Status: OPEN

	A061
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-031
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: What is the difference between a CAB contact and a legacy contact? Why is a CAB User exposed to that difference?
Proposed Change: Remove that part of the e.g. list.
	Status: OPEN

	A062
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Are there really no security requirements?
Proposed Change: Add security requirements such as:

· CAB User SHALL be authenticated before given access.

· CAB Enabler SHALL prevent unauthorized access to a CAB User’s address book.

· etc
	Status: OPEN

	A063
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.2
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: 6.1.2 & 6.1.3 & 6.1.4: Remove empty sections.

Proposed Change: 

EN: See also [A064], [A065]
	Status: OPEN

	A064
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.3
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: 6.1.2 & 6.1.3 & 6.1.4: Remove empty sections.

Proposed Change: 

EN: See also [A063], [A065]
	Status: OPEN

	A065
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: 6.1.2 & 6.1.3 & 6.1.4: Remove empty sections.

Proposed Change: 

EN: See also [A063], [A063]
	Status: OPEN

	A066
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.5 CAB-IOT-001
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement looks like an architecture statement.
Proposed Change: Rephrase requirement to:
“The CAB Enabler SHALL support interoperation between service providers”.
	Status: OPEN

	A067
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.7 CAB-LI-002
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Isn’t this obvious? LI that is not transparent to the CAB User defeats the purpose.
Proposed Change: Remove requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A068
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.7 CAB-LI-003
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Don’t understand the requirement. What is the CAB Enabler supposed to do?

Proposed Change: Clarify requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A069
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.7 CAB-LI-004
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Don’t understand the requirement. What is the CAB Enabler supposed to do?
Proposed Change: Clarify requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A070
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-003
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Similar requirement in CPM was recently rewritten to clarify the meaning of the requirement in the context of the CPM / CAB enabler.
Proposed Change: Rephrase requirement as:

“The CAB Enabler SHALL allow a CAB User to indicate the contacts whose presence should be watched, on a per User Preferences Profile basis”.
	Status: OPEN

	A071
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-003
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: This is a security requirement.
Proposed Change: Move requirement to security section.
	Status: OPEN

	A072
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-004
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: The concept of public Contact Views is unclear and needs to be explained.
Proposed Change: Define what a public Contact View is, and what the differences with a “private” Contact View are.
	Status: OPEN

	A073
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-007
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Which user is making the request, the user sending the information or the user receiving the information? Is the statement on the association to the requesting user’s Contact View correct?
Proposed Change: Clarify the above.
	Status: OPEN

	A074
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-007
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement is worded in a very difficult to understand manner.
Proposed Change: Rephrase requirement to (based on my understanding of the requirement):

“The CAB Enabler SHALL expose to other users only the parts of the contact information of a CAB User that are defined in the Contact View associated with that other user”.
	Status: OPEN

	A075
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-008
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement is an architecture requirement and it’s value in the RD is unclear.
Proposed Change: Remove requirement. 
	Status: OPEN

	A076
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-009
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement is worded in a manner that is difficult to understand and exposes architectural decisions.
Proposed Change: Rephrase requirement to (based on my understanding of the requirement):

“The CAB Enabler SHALL provide the contact information derived from a Contact View to non-CAB-enabler users in a format understandable to them (e.g. vCard format)”.
	Status: OPEN

	A077
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-009b
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: How is this requirement different from CAB-VIEW-009?
Proposed Change: Integrate requirement into CAB-VIEW-009.
	Status: OPEN

	A078
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-011
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: This sounds like an architectural statement. What is the real end-user level requirement?
Proposed Change: Rewrite requirement to indicate the effect on the CAB User.
	Status: OPEN

	A079
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-012
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: CAB-VIEW-012, CAB-VIEW-013, CAB-VIEW-014: Don’t understand any of these requirements. How will the described functionality be used by the CAB User?
Proposed Change: Rewrite requirements to focus on what the CAB User (or others) can do / see.

EN: See also [A080], [A081]
	Status: OPEN

	A080
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-013
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: CAB-VIEW-012, CAB-VIEW-013, CAB-VIEW-014: Don’t understand any of these requirements. How will the described functionality be used by the CAB User?
Proposed Change: Rewrite requirements to focus on what the CAB User (or others) can do / see.

EN: See also [A079], [A081]
	Status: OPEN

	A081
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-014
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: CAB-VIEW-012, CAB-VIEW-013, CAB-VIEW-014: Don’t understand any of these requirements. How will the described functionality be used by the CAB User?
Proposed Change: Rewrite requirements to focus on what the CAB User (or others) can do / see.

EN: See also [A079], [A080]
	Status: OPEN

	A082
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-001
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: The concept of public Contact Views is unclear and needs to be explained.
Proposed Change: Define what a public Contact View is, and what the differences with a “private” Contact View are.
	Status: OPEN

	A083
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-002
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: The concept of authorized domains is unclear.
Proposed Change: Define what an authorized domain is.
	Status: OPEN

	A084
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-003
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Don’t understand any of these requirements. What is meant here?
Proposed Change: Clarify requirement (and consider moving to the security section).
	Status: OPEN

	A085
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-004
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: The concept of a network directory is unclear
Proposed Change: Clarify the concept.
	Status: OPEN

	A086
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-004
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement seems to be worded in a needlessly complicated manner.
Proposed Change: Rephrase requirement to:

“The CAB Enabler SHALL allow an end-user to search for contact information on the basis of incomplete information (e.g. only last name known), potentially resulting in multiple matching entries”.
	Status: OPEN

	A087
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-IWG-001
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: OMA Enablers are supposed to be technology-neutral. Why is this a specific requirement? Access should be possible to anyone able to satisfy the technical interface.
Proposed Change: Remove requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A088
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-IWG-002
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: What is the meaning of this requirement. How is it used?
Proposed Change: Clarify usage of the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A089
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-IWG-002a
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Too much architecture / implementation detail in the requirement.
Proposed Change: Rephrase requirement as a general-purpose import functionality.
	Status: OPEN

	A090
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-IWG-003
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Requirement poses too much detail for the enabler (not related to end-user functionality).
Proposed Change: Remove requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A091
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.6
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Empty section can be removed.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	A092
	2008.04.24
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: Empty appendix can be removed.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	A093
	2008.04.24
	E
	1
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Sentence is not clear
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler is based on the CPM CAB related requirements identified during the CPM requirements phase, with the aim to expand on them in selected areas.
	Status: OPEN

	A094
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Definitions are not in alphabetical order
Proposed Change: 
Sort definitions in alphabetical order
	Status: OPEN

	A095
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "Legacy Format"
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Definitions ‘Legacy Format’ is not clear
Proposed Change: 
Existing standard data formats that are widely used in the industry to store and exchange contact information. The most common Legacy Format is such as vCard, but . Oother formats existmay be included e.g. hCard, etc
	Status: OPEN

	A096
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "Converged Address Book"
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Part of the definition ‘Converged Address Book’ applies to ‘Contact Entry’ instead
Proposed Change: 
Contact Entry
The information (e.g. name, address, presence subscription information, display name) associated with a contact. Each contact entry consists of a set of static and/or dynamic information. Contact Entries support various addresses from different addressing schemes.
Converged Address Book
A set of contact entries commonly available to any registered device. Each contact entry consists of a set of static and/or dynamic information. Contact Entries in the database support various addresses from different addressing schemes.
EN: See also [A097]
	Status: OPEN

	A097
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "Contact Entry"
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Part of the definition ‘Converged Address Book’ applies to ‘Contact Entry’ instead
Proposed Change: 
Contact Entry
The information (e.g. name, address, presence subscription information, display name) associated with a contact. Each contact entry consists of a set of static and/or dynamic information. Contact Entries support various addresses from different addressing schemes.
Converged Address Book
A set of contact entries commonly available to any registered device. Each contact entry consists of a set of static and/or dynamic information. Contact Entries in the database support various addresses from different addressing schemes.
EN: See also [A096]
	Status: OPEN

	A098
	2008.04.24
	T
	3.2 “Published Contact Card”
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: No need for the term “Published Contact Card”, since it is covered by “Personal Contact Card”
Proposed Change: 
Remove the definition “Published Contact Card”

Modify the “Personal Contact Card” definition as follows:

The collection of personal contact information that a CAB User defines about him/herself, and that is handled by the CAB Enabler and that can be made available to other CAB users.
Replace “Published Contact Card” with “Personal Contact Card” across the RD

EN: See also [A099]
	Status: OPEN

	A099
	2008.04.24
	T
	3.2 “Personal Contact Card”
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: No need for the term “Published Contact Card”, since it is covered by “Personal Contact Card”
Proposed Change: 
Remove the definition “Published Contact Card”

Modify the “Personal Contact Card” definition as follows:

The collection of personal contact information that a CAB User defines about him/herself, and that is handled by the CAB Enabler and that can be made available to other CAB users.
Replace “Published Contact Card” with “Personal Contact Card” across the RD

EN: See also [A098]
	Status: OPEN

	A100
	2008.04.24
	E
	4.1
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: For this first version there is no need to include such information unless further versions are already expected.
Proposed Change: 
Delete this section
	Status: OPEN

	A101
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.1
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: References to ‘converged messaging’ and ‘CPM Service’ should refer to ‘CAB service’ instead  
Proposed Change: 
Replace ‘converged messaging’ and ‘CPM Service’ with ‘CAB service’
	Status: OPEN

	A102
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.1 Figure 1
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Text in the figure should be aligned with terminology in the RD
Proposed Change: 
Replace ‘View’ and ‘Persona’ with ‘Contact View’

Replace ‘Bob’s Personal Card’ with ‘Bob’s Personal Contact Card’
	Status: OPEN

	A103
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB should be capitalized  
Proposed Change: 
Frank – a CAB User on Cab CAB System F who wants to find Alice
	Status: OPEN

	A104
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5 Item 16)
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: ‘form’ should read ‘from’
Proposed Change: 
Erin selects Alice from the list and is provided Alice’s information as available form from her ‘default’ Contact View
	Status: OPEN

	A105
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.6.1
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: title should be added
Proposed Change: 
“Notification delays
	Status: OPEN

	A106
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.2.6.1
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Sentence in 5.2.6.1 sounds like a requirement, it should be reworded as a flow
Proposed Change: 
(1) Same than in normal flow. 

(2) Same than in normal flow. 

(3) The CAB System A notifies Alice that Bob is seeking her information, but the notification is delayed due to network issues.

(4) Bob receives Alice Default Contact View.

(5) The network issues are solved and Alice receives the notification. 

(6) She instructs CAB System A to provide Bob with data from her ‘workinfo’ Contact View and to solicit Personal Contact Card information.
	Status: OPEN

	A107
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Different font is used in this section 
Proposed Change: 
Use the same font as in other sections
	Status: OPEN

	A108
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.3.5 Step 4)
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: If the information is sent internally, as step 7 is presuming, “SEND” should read “SHARE” in order to maintain consistency
Proposed Change: 
Alice navigated her address book and found Charlie’s contact information. She highlighted Charlie’s contact information and selected “SENDSHARE” button for this information
	Status: OPEN

	A109
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.3.6 Step 2)
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: If the information is sent internally, as step 7 is presuming, “SEND” should read “SHARE” in order to maintain consistency
Proposed Change: 
Alice navigated her address book and found Charlie’s contact information. She highlighted some of Charlie’s contact information (such as phone number) that she would like to send to Bob and selected “SENDSHARE” button for this information
	Status: OPEN

	A110
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.5
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Title should be provided 
Proposed Change: 
Add title: ‘CAB data information use by applications’
	Status: OPEN

	A111
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.5.3
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Sentence makes no sense
Proposed Change: 
Alice is a registered CAB users.
	Status: OPEN

	A112
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.5.3
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Bob does not need to be part of Alice’s CAB. Information may be taken from a public Contact View of Bob’s Personal Card.
Proposed Change: 
Delete precondition 2) in section 5.5.3.
	Status: OPEN

	A113
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.5.5
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Steps 1 and 2 already in preconditions
Proposed Change: 
Delete steps 1 and 2
	Status: OPEN

	A114
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.5.5
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Sentence in step 5 is wrong 
Proposed Change: 
5) The incoming call, message (e.g. SMS, MMS…) or incoming session invitation (e.g. CPM) from Bob is presented to Alice by associated client based application (Telephony client, CPM client, etc)Telephony client using selected CAB data information (e.g. picture…) related to Bob..
	Status: OPEN

	A115
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: format of sentence starting with “Web resources…” is wrong
Proposed Change: 
Add bullet point
	Status: OPEN

	A116
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-005
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-005 and CAB-HLF-005: Requirements related to presence  
Proposed Change: 
Move requirements to section 6.1.8

EN: See also [A117]
	Status: OPEN

	A117
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Requirements related to presence  
Proposed Change: 
Move requirements to section 6.1.8

EN: See also [A116]
	Status: OPEN

	A118
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: ‘group of contacts’ is misleading 
Proposed Change: 
Reword to ‘set of contacts’
	Status: OPEN

	A119
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-008
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-008 CAB-HLF-018 CAB-HLF-018a CAB-HLF-018b: Requirements related to the Contact Share/Send functionality.

Proposed Change: 
To improve the readability, it is recommended to move these requirements to section 6.4.
EN: See also [A120], [A121], [A122]
	Status: OPEN

	A120
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-008 CAB-HLF-018 CAB-HLF-018a CAB-HLF-018b: Requirements related to the Contact Share/Send functionality.

Proposed Change: 
To improve the readability, it is recommended to move these requirements to section 6.4.
EN: See also [A119], [A121], [A122]
	Status: OPEN

	A121
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018a
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-008 CAB-HLF-018 CAB-HLF-018a CAB-HLF-018b: Requirements related to the Contact Share/Send functionality.

Proposed Change: 
To improve the readability, it is recommended to move these requirements to section 6.4.
EN: See also [A119], [A120], [A122]
	Status: OPEN

	A122
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018b
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-008 CAB-HLF-018 CAB-HLF-018a CAB-HLF-018b: Requirements related to the Contact Share/Send functionality.

Proposed Change: 
To improve the readability, it is recommended to move these requirements to section 6.4.
EN: See also  [A119], [A120], [A121]
	Status: OPEN

	A123
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: The functionality should be the notification, whether it is provided under a user request or not is a service provider policy
Proposed Change: 
‘The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to request to be notified whenever a contact changes his own Personal Contact Card information’
	Status: OPEN

	A124
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-010, and from CAB-HLF-020 to CAB-HLF-023: Requirements related to the contact subscription functionality.
Proposed Change: 
Move requirements to section 6.2 and reword this section to “Personal Contact Card Requirements”

EN: See also  [A125], [A126], [A127], [A128]
	Status: OPEN

	A125
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-010, and from CAB-HLF-020 to CAB-HLF-023: Requirements related to the contact subscription functionality.
Proposed Change: 
Move requirements to section 6.2 and reword this section to “Personal Contact Card Requirements”

EN: See also  [A124], [A126], [A127], [A128]
	Status: OPEN

	A126
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-021
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-010, and from CAB-HLF-020 to CAB-HLF-023: Requirements related to the contact subscription functionality.
Proposed Change: 
Move requirements to section 6.2 and reword this section to “Personal Contact Card Requirements”

EN: See also  [A124], [A125], [A127], [A128]
	Status: OPEN

	A127
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-022
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-010, and from CAB-HLF-020 to CAB-HLF-023: Requirements related to the contact subscription functionality.
Proposed Change: 
Move requirements to section 6.2 and reword this section to “Personal Contact Card Requirements”

EN: See also  [A124], [A125], [A126], [A128]
	Status: OPEN

	A128
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-023
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-010, and from CAB-HLF-020 to CAB-HLF-023: Requirements related to the contact subscription functionality.
Proposed Change: 
Move requirements to section 6.2 and reword this section to “Personal Contact Card Requirements”

EN: See also  [A124], [A125], [A126], [A127]
	Status: OPEN

	A129
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-013
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: The editor’s note must be solved. ‘categories’ is the right word to use in this requirement. In addition the categories from this requirement are not necessarily be the same as the ‘groups’ in HLF-006. 

Requirement should be mandatory, since no reasons to make it optional have been found

Proposed Change: 
Remove the editor’s note. Make requirement mandatory.
	Status: OPEN

	A130
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-016
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: This sound to be more a CPM requirement. It is the CPM Address which needs to have at least one CAB, nothing that CAB can do to enable this

Proposed Change: 
Delete this requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A131
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-023
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Requirement not clear.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL update the user’s address book with their Contact Subscription the contact information provided by his/her Contact Subscriptions and based on user preferences.
	Status: OPEN

	A132
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Not sure if ‘confederated" is the right word. In addition, the feasibility of requirements should always be checked in the AD and TS phases, and therefore there is no need for the editor’s note

Proposed Change: 
Delete the editor’s note
	Status: OPEN

	A133
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-027, CAB-HLF-028: This should be a service provider policy, not a functional requirement. HLF-024 and HLF-025 are sufficient.

Proposed Change: 
Delete requirements HLF-027 and HLF-028

EN: See also  [A134]
	Status: OPEN

	A134
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-027, CAB-HLF-028: This should be a service provider policy, not a functional requirement. HLF-024 and HLF-025 are sufficient.

Proposed Change: 
Delete requirements HLF-027 and HLF-028

EN: See also  [A133]
	Status: OPEN

	A135
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-030
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: This requirements is one of the most general ones. It should be placed at the beginning to enhance readability
Proposed Change: 
Place it as the first HLF requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A136
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-032
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: This should not be restricted to other enablers, it may include services, etc

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL expose to other enablers and/or services (e.g. Messaging enabler, CPM enabler, Telephony enabler) query capabilities for CAB data information related to CAB User's contacts, subject to user authorization and/or service provider policies
	Status: OPEN

	A137
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: No Authentication requirement provided. CPM Authorization requirements also apply to CAB
Proposed Change: 
Adapt CPM Authorization requirements and add them to the CAB RD:

“CAB-AUC-001: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL support a Principal to be authenticated by the CAB service provider domain.

CAB-AUC-002:

The CAB Enabler SHALL support a Principal to authenticate the CAB service provider domain.

CAB-AUC-003:

The CAB Enabler MAY leverage the authentication capabilities of the underlying IP network to authenticate a Principal.

CAB-AUC-004:

The CAB Enabler MAY leverage the authentication capabilities of the underlying IP network to allow a Principal to authenticate the service provider domain.”
	Status: OPEN

	A138
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1.4 CAB-CONFD-001
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Isn't this provided by LAWMO
Proposed Change: 
Delete requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A139
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-001
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-PRV-001, CAB-PRV-002: These requirements are authorization requirements
Proposed Change: 
Move the requirements to the authorization section (6.1.1.2)

EN: See also  [A140]
	Status: OPEN

	A140
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-002
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-PRV-001, CAB-PRV-002: These requirements are authorization requirements
Proposed Change: 
Move the requirements to the authorization section (6.1.1.2)

EN: See also  [A139]
	Status: OPEN

	A141
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-003
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Requirement covered by CPM
Proposed Change: 
Delete requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A142
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 Title
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: This section should refer to the broader term “Personal Contact Card” instead of the ”Contact View”
Proposed Change: 
Reword the title of this section to “Personal Contact Card Requirements”
	Status: OPEN

	A143
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-003
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: This requirement is an authorization requirements
Proposed Change: 
Move the requirement to the authorization section (6.1.1.2)
	Status: OPEN

	A144
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-012
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Do not foresee the reason why this requirement is optional
Proposed Change: 
Make the requirement mandatory
	Status: OPEN

	A145
	2008.04.24
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Empty appendix
Proposed Change: 
Delete this appendix
	Status: OPEN

	A146
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "CAB User"
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Are we talking about a Subscription as defined by OMA? 

Is a person different than an OMA Subscriber or an OMA User?

This definition looks/sounds like the OMA definition for a Subscriber.

Why is there text that looks like a requirement in the definition? “Normally permitted to”  does this infer that that may not be permitted to? 

Proposed Change: 
Delete CAB User from the Definition list.  Add User -  See [OMADICT]
	Status: OPEN

	A147
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "Personal Contact Card"
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>
Comment: What does the text “and handled by the CAB Enabler” mean? Is this text some sort of a requirement?  

Proposed Change: 
Remove this text from the definition.  
	Status: OPEN

	A148
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>
Comment: Authorized Principal definition is missing from the definitions section   

Proposed Change: 

Add: Authorized Principal – See [OMADICT] 
	Status: OPEN

	A149
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>
Comment: Principal definition is missing from the definitions section   

Proposed Change: 

Add: Principal – See [OMADICT] 
	Status: OPEN

	A150
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>
Comment: Service definition is missing from the definitions section   

Proposed Change: 

Add: Service – See [OMADICT] 
	Status: OPEN

	A151
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.3 Abbr
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>
Comment: PDA used in the text 

Proposed Change: 

PDA     Personal Digital Assistant (electronic handheld information device)
	Status: OPEN

	A152
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.3 Abbr
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>
Comment: PC used in the text 

Proposed Change: 

PC     Personal Computer
	Status: OPEN

	A153
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.3 Abbr
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>
Comment: ISP used in the text 

Proposed Change: 

ISP     Internet Service Provider
	Status: OPEN

	A154
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.3 Abbr
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: SMS used in the text 

Proposed Change: 

SMS     Short Message Service
	Status: OPEN

	A155
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.3 Abbr
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: MMS used in the text 

Proposed Change: 

MMS     Multimedia Message Service
	Status: OPEN

	A156
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Communication Capabilities is used throughout the document.  This term is not defined in the RD or OMA DICT.

Proposed Change: 

Add definition or make all uses of the term lower case.
	Status: OPEN

	A157
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Presence Information is used throughout the document.  This term is not defined in the RD or OMA DICT.

Proposed Change: 

Add definition or make all uses of the term lower case.
	Status: OPEN

	A158
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Presence Subscriptions is not defined in the RD or OMA DICT.

Proposed Change: 

Add definition or make the use of the term lower case.
	Status: OPEN

	A159
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

She has published several Contact Views of her Personal Contact Card information through CAB System A.
	Status: OPEN

	A160
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

She wants to subscribe to Alice’s Published Contact Card information so that she and Alice can stay in close contact at all times.
	Status: OPEN

	A161
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

When Alice starts her CAB service she would like to invite Henry to subscribe to her Published contact Contact Card information and stay in close contact.
	Status: OPEN

	A162
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

Alice only needs to keep her information up-to-date in one place i.e. her CAB Personal Contact Card information rather than propagate each update into each of the services she is using.
	Status: OPEN

	A163
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

Henry knows that Alice is now a CAB user and subscribes to her Published contact Contact Card information.
	Status: OPEN

	A164
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5 4)
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

CAB System A sends shares data associated with Alice’s ‘workinfo’ Contact View to CAB System B for Bob and also requests Bob’s information for Alice.
	Status: OPEN

	A165
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5 6)
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

Cheryl is setting up her account with CAB System C and enters Alice’s access information and requests the system to subscribe to Alice’s Personal Published Contact Card information.  She also requests System C to send data associated with her ‘BestFriendForever’ Contact View to Alice and authorizes a Contact subscription Subscription option depending on Alice’s interest.
	Status: OPEN

	A166
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5 9)
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

CAB System A provides the information to CAB System C which updates Cheryl’s system with Alice’s data – and permits the invocation of the monitoring subscriptionautomatic updates in both directions.
	Status: OPEN

	A167
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5 16)
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

Erin selects Alice from the list and is provided Alice’s information as available formfrom her ‘default’ Contact View.
	Status: OPEN

	A168
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5 29)
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

Claire subscribes to Alice’s Published Ccontact Card information.
	Status: OPEN

	A169
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5 30)
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

Alice receives a notice that Claire wishes to subscribe to her Published Ccontact Card information.
	Status: OPEN

	A170
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5 31)
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

Alice agrees to allow Claire to watch receivethe updates of to her Published ContactPersonal Card.
	Status: OPEN

	A171
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.6.2 1)
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

Alice would like to invite Henry to subscribe to her Published Ccontact Card information and ask CAB System A to do so.
	Status: OPEN

	A172
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.6.2 3)
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

CAB System H notifies Henry that Alice is inviting him to subscribe to her Published Ccontact Card information.
	Status: OPEN

	A173
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.6.2 6)
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

CAB System A notifies Alice that Henry wants to subscribe to her Published Ccontact Card information.
	Status: OPEN

	A174
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.7
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

A CAB System may offer to provide a ‘subscription’ to a view of a CAB User’s PersonalPublished Contact Card information to other CAB Systems in which case it should notify the other CAB System in case either:
	Status: OPEN

	A175
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.3.2.2 1.
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction for better clarity.

Proposed Change: 

Alice will be able to send share Charlie’s contact information in her address book with Bob.
	Status: OPEN

	A176
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.5
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Fix title of this section.

Proposed Change: 

Service Customization
	Status: OPEN

	A177
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-001
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: This requirement changed from “a” NAB to “at least one” NAB.  It still fulfills the original intent of the CPM requirement; however, it seems to be in contradiction with the original WID and scope which states “develop an enabler for a network based address book that allows the use of a single address book by a variety of services and devices.”  

Proposed Change: 

Rewrite the requirement to be in alignment with the WID or reinstate the original requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A178
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-002
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: What does “invoke any kind of service” mean?  Are we talking about Service as defined by OMA? if so,     

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL provide the CAB User with all available information which may enable him to invoke any kind of service Service (e.g. CPM Conversation).
	Status: OPEN

	A179
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: What does Full name mean?  Does it include Title, first, Middle, Last and Suffix?  If so, 

Proposed Change:  

Full name (e.g. Title, First, Middle, Last and Suffix)
	Status: OPEN

	A180
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: What does Display name mean?  Is it the display name for the Full name?  or is it the Display name associated with an address (e.g. Email, IM, …)?

Proposed Change: 

Add text or (e.g. …) to better define what is meant by Display name.
	Status: OPEN

	A181
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-005
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Presence Subscription is capitalized but there is no definition.

Proposed Change: 

Add definition or make it lower case.
	Status: OPEN

	A182
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Change groups to categories for consistency with HLF-013 and delete the editors note associated with HLF-13

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler MAY support a mechanism for the CAB User to be able to select different groups categories of contacts or single contacts in his/her address book and indicate the values of presence attributes to be exposed to those contacts
	Status: OPEN

	A183
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-008
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to manage (e.g. add/change/delete) his/her own Personal Contact Card information and to Contact Share it (either completely or partially) with other authorized users.
	Status: OPEN

	A184
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Editorial correction.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to request to be notified whenever a contact changes his/her own Personal Contact Card information.
	Status: OPEN

	A185
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: This requirement does not make sense the way it is written.  Who is changing whom’s Personal Contact Card information?  

Proposed Change: 

Rewrite the requirement or delete it?
	Status: OPEN

	A186
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-015
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Deletion of this requirement changed the whole concept of CAB and it will not fulfill the intent of CPM CAB-015.  It should be reinserted.  An address book could be local on the device LAB or in the network NAB.  

Proposed Change: 

The CAB SHALL provide at least one address book per CPM UserSubscriber.
	Status: OPEN

	A187
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-016
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Why is this requirement only for CPM?  

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler MAY support one address book per CPM AddressService of the CPM User.
	Status: OPEN

	A188
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Contact subscriptions are to published information 

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL support Contact Subscriptions to a user’s own Personal Published Contact Card based on uniquely identifiable information, based on Service Provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A189
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Readability correction

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to notify a CAB User when one of his/her contacts becomes also a CAB User, based on user preferences and service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A190
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Readability correction.  Appears to be the opposite of HLF-024 

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL provide the Aa CAB User adding another CAB User as a contact SHALL be provided by the CAB Enabler with the option to notify another CAB User when he/she adds them his/her contact of addition to their address book.
	Status: OPEN

	A191
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Appears to be the same requirement as HLF-025. 

Proposed Change: 

Delete this requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A192
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.1.1 CAB-AUC-00x
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Missing requirement. 

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler MAY leverage the authentication capabilities of the underlying IP network to authenticate a Principal.
	Status: OPEN

	A193
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.1.2 CAB-AUT-00x
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Missing requirement. 

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL verify whether a Principal is authorized to perform the action(s) it requested, if applicable by the service provider's policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A194
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-001
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Requirement is hard to understand. 

Proposed Change: 

Separate into two requirements or reword for better clarity.
	Status: OPEN

	A195
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-001
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: This looks more like an authorization requirement. 

Proposed Change: 

Move the requirement to section 6.1.1.2
	Status: OPEN

	A196
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.7 NOTE
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: This is a requirements document.  Why does the note state “nothing in this specification”? 

Proposed Change: 

Nothing in this specificationThe following requirements, including the any definitions, is are not intended to supplant such applicable laws or regulations.
	Status: OPEN

	A197
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-003
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: recommend the text be worded to better clarify the intent of the requirement within the CAB environment. 

Proposed Change: 

The CPM CAB Enabler SHALL be able to subscribe/unsubscribeallow a CAB User to indicate the one of his contacts' whose presence should be watched, on a per according to his active User Preferences Profile basis.
	Status: OPEN

	A198
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-001
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: The list should be definitive or add an e.g. at the beginning of the manage list. 

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL permit a CAB User to manage (e.g. create, delete, modify, name, use service provider defined names, etc.) Contact Views of their Personal Contact Card which would be basis for information provided to other users.
	Status: OPEN

	A199
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-002
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Un-necessary text Personal Contact Card is defined.   

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL permit a CAB User to select the Contact View to be provided to a user requesting Personal Contact Card information about the CAB User.
	Status: OPEN

	A200
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-003
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: The requirement appears to be about internal requests for published contact information.   

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL utilize a mechanism to authenticate users placing requests for Personal Published Contact Card information to ensure the information is being provided to a trusted entity.
	Status: OPEN

	A201
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-003
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: This looks like an Authentication requirement not a View requirement. 

Proposed Change: 

Move requirement to section 6.1.1.1
	Status: OPEN

	A202
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-004
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Address the editors note 

Proposed Change: 

Add definition for Public or reword the requirement to explain what is meant by public or change public to default.
	Status: OPEN

	A203
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-014
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Contact View Display Name is capitalized but there is no definition.  Is the sentences between (…) the definition of Display Name?    

Proposed Change: 

Define Contact View Display Name or change “Display Name” to “display name”.
	Status: OPEN

	A204
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-014
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: What is meant by source display name.  How does this relate to Contact View Display Name?   Is it something like  “John Smith” or is it the Contact View name?

Proposed Change: 

Rewrite the requirement to better reflect expectations.
	Status: OPEN

	A205
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-001
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: What is meant by public Contact View? 

Proposed Change: 

Add definition for Public or change public to default. 
	Status: OPEN

	A206
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-003
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Looks more like a security requirement than a search requirement.

Proposed Change: 

Move requirement to the security section
	Status: OPEN

	A207
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-003
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: What is meant by different levels of security?   

Proposed Change: 

Add examples or text which better explains expectations. 
	Status: OPEN

	A208
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-003
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: What is meant by search constraints?  Is it related to levels of security?   

Proposed Change: 

Break the requirement into two requirements or text which better explains expectations. 
	Status: OPEN

	A209
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.4 0 Text
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: what is meant by “This sub-clause” ?  

Proposed Change: 

Delete the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	A210
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SHR-003
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: What is meant by using the CAB service to block unwanted contact information (based on user preference)?  Is this a security or spam requirement? 

Proposed Change: 

Define what is meant by block.
	Status: OPEN

	A211
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.5 CAB-IWG-001
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Is this a security requirement? If, so …

Proposed Change: 

Move to the security section.
	Status: OPEN

	A212
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.5 CAB-IWG-001
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: What is meant by “secure Internet connection”?  Does it apply to direct and indirect access to the NAB?  

Proposed Change: 

Rewrite requirement to better explain expectations.   
	Status: OPEN

	A213
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.5 CAB-IWG-002
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Why is the support of standardized data structure and file types based on service provider policy?

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL support a standardized data structure and file types to process contact information based on service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A214
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.5 CAB-IWG-002a
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: This requirement is very confusing.  Does the management take place pre, post or during import?  

Proposed Change: 

Rewrite requirement to better explain expectations.   
	Status: OPEN

	A215
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.5 CAB-IWG-003
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: input file is not mentioned in IWG-002. 

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL provide a resolution mechanism when there is a conflict (such as duplicated contact information) in performing batch process (such as from an input file defined in CAB-IWG-002a) to manage address books.
	Status: OPEN

	A216
	2008.04.24
	
	1
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
General Comment on CAB RD review: 

CAB RD states that:

‘The CAB Enabler is based on the CPM CAB requirements, with the aim to expand on them in selected areas.’

Hence it is needed to verify that there no discrepancy between CPM RD and CAB RD from CAB related perspective, before any modification into the CPM RD is made on existing CAB related requirements.
	Status: OPEN

	A217
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.5.5
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: <editorial issues in step #5 of normal flows> 

‘The incoming call, message (e.g. SMS, MMS…) or incoming session invitation (e.g. CPM) from Bob is presented to Alice by associated client based application (Telephony client, CPM client, Telephony client using selected CAB data information (picture…) related to Bob.’

Proposed Changes: 

< change #1 'Telephony' must be replaced by 'Messaging'.

change #2 another parenthesis must be added after '(picture...)'>
‘The incoming call, message (e.g. SMS, MMS…) or incoming session invitation (e.g. CPM) from Bob is presented to Alice by associated client based application (Messaging client, CPM client, Telephony client using selected CAB data information (picture…)) related to Bob.’


	Status: OPEN

	A218
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: To further elaborate HLF 003 on personal data related aspects

HLF-003

The CAB Enabler SHALL include contact information such as:

[…]

· Extended personal data (e.g. areas of expertise, avatars data, hobbies, interests, photo or video data, title)

[…]

Proposed Change: 

· Extended personal data (e.g. areas of expertise, avatars data, hobbies, interests, photo or video data, title, multimedia elements, user service identifiers)


	Status: OPEN

	A219
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-005
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: To complement existing CAB HLF 005 so that Subscription to other Services than Presence is also reflected.

The CAB Enabler MAY include as a part of the contact information, the information required for Presence Subscription.
Proposed Change: To complement existing CAB HLF 005

The CAB Enabler MAY include as a part of the contact information, the information required for Presence Subscription, and other services Subscriptions (e.g. messaging services).

	Status: OPEN

	A220
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: To add a new requirement to complement existing CAB HLF 006 regarding service communication capabilities.

HLF 006

The CAB Enabler MAY support a mechanism for the CAB User to be able to select different groups of contacts or single contacts in his/her address book and indicate the values of presence attributes to be exposed to those contacts

Proposed Change: 

New requirement HLF 006b (in addition to existing CAB HLF 006)

HLF 006b

The CAB Enabler MAY support a mechanism for the CAB User to be able to select different groups of contacts or single contacts in his/her address book and indicate the values of service communication capabilities to be exposed to those contacts.
	Status: OPEN

	A221
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-007
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: To add a new requirement to complement existing CAB HLF 007

HLF 007

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to add/change/delete contacts information of any Contact Entry in his address book e.g. display name, picture.

Proposed Change: New requirement HLF 007b (in addition to existing CAB HLF 007)

HLF 007b
The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to add/change/delete any Contact Entry in his address book.


	Status: OPEN

	A222
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-008
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: <editorial issues in HLF 008 > 

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to manage (e.g. add/change/delete) his own Personal Contact Card information and to Content Share it (either completely or partially) with other authorized users.

Proposed Changes: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to manage (e.g. add/change/delete) his own Personal Contact Card information and to Content Share it (either completely or partially) with other authorized users.


	Status: OPEN

	A223
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-016
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: To add a new requirement to complement HLF 016 

HLF 016

The CAB MAY support one address book per CPM Address of the CPM User.

Proposed Change: 

To add a new requirement HLF016b to complement HLF 016

HLF 016b

The CAB MAY support one address book associated with several CPM Addresses or reachable Addresses of the CAB User.

	Status: OPEN

	A224
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment :editorial change to CAB HLF 020
HLF 020
The CAB Enabler SHALL support Contact Subscriptions to a user’s own Personal Contact Card based on uniquely identifiable information, based on Service Provider policy.
Proposed Change: 
HLF 020
The CAB Enabler SHALL support Contact Subscriptions to a user’s own Personal Contact Card based on uniquely identifiable information, and based on Service Provider policy.

	Status: OPEN

	A225
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-021
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: To add a new requirement to complement existing CAB HLF 021 on management related aspects.

HLF 021
The CAB Enabler SHALL provide a means to notify and authorize requests for a Contact Subscription from other CAB Users to a CAB User’s Published Contact Card information, based on user preferences and service provider policy.

Proposed Change: 
New requirement HLF 021b (in addition to existing CAB HLF 021) to cover management related aspects
HLF 021b
The CAB Enabler SHALL provide a means to manage (add/remove/modify) the authorization given to other CAB User’s Contacts to access to his Published Contact Card information, based on user preferences and service provider policy.


	Status: OPEN

	A226
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: HLF 10 and HLF 022 may overlap each other

HLF 010

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to request to be notified whenever a contact changes his own Personal Contact Card information.

HLF 022

The CAB Enabler SHALL provide notification to an authorized user when changes occur to Published Contact Card information that he/she has a Contact Subscription to, based on user preferences and service provider policy
Proposed Change: To verify that HLF 10 and HLF 022 do not overlap with each other.
EN: See also [A227]
	Status: OPEN

	A227
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-022
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: HLF 10 and HLF 022 may overlap each other

HLF 010

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to request to be notified whenever a contact changes his own Personal Contact Card information.

HLF 022

The CAB Enabler SHALL provide notification to an authorized user when changes occur to Published Contact Card information that he/she has a Contact Subscription to, based on user preferences and service provider policy
Proposed Change: To verify that HLF 10 and HLF 022 do not overlap with each other.
EN: See also [A226]
	Status: OPEN

	A228
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-023
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: editorial change to CAB HLF 023

The CAB Enabler SHALL update the user’s address book with their Contact Subscription contact information based on user preferences. 
Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL update the CAB User’s address book with their Contact Subscription contact information based on user preferences. 


	Status: OPEN

	A229
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-0xx
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: to add a new requirement in HLF section on privacy related to Personal Contact Card information.

Proposed Change: 
HLF 0xx

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to define which privacy is associated to each information element contained in his Personal Contact Card.
	Status: OPEN

	A230
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: No requirement currently reflecting the needs for having secured interactions between different CAB Systems.

Proposed Change: 
To add requirements in the security section addressing the needs for having secured interactions between different CAB Systems.

	Status: OPEN

	A231
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: No requirement currently reflecting the needs for having a secured link between Device and Address Book Client.

Proposed Change: 
To add requirements in the security section addressing the needs for having a secured link between Device and Address Book Client.

	Status: OPEN

	A232
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: No requirement currently reflecting the needs for having CAB Systems authentication 

Proposed Change: 
To add requirements stating that prior to any exchange of information, CAB Systems should be able to authenticate with each other.

	Status: OPEN

	A233
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.8
	Source:  Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: Enhancement of CAB PRS 002 to better reflect spirit of CPM-PRS 002 (ref to OMA-RD-CPM-v1.0-20080331)

CPM PRS 002

The CPM Enabler MAY support a set of CPM-specific presence parameters on behalf of the CPM Users that derive from different Communication Capabilities (e.g. video-busy).

CAB PRS 002

The CAB Enabler MAY support a set of presence parameters on behalf of the CAB Users. that derive from different services

Proposed Change: 

CAB PRS 002

The CAB Enabler MAY support a set of presence parameters on behalf of the CAB Users. that derive from different services (e.g. CPM communication capabilities).


	Status: OPEN

	A234
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-012
	Source:  Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: Request for clarification about CAB VIEW - 012

CAB-VIEW-12

‘The CAB Enabler SHOULD permit a CAB User to manage the list of users and their referenced Contact Views to permit changes to the data other users are entitled.’

Proposed Change: 

To either remove CAB VIEW – 012 requirement or to provide further clarifications regarding its intend.

	Status: OPEN

	A235
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.4
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: No requirement currently reflecting the needs to follow User privacy applying to each information element contained in CAB User’s Published Contact Card when contact information is shared to another CAB User.
Proposed Change: 
New requirement

CAB Enabler SHALL enable CAB User’s privacy addressing his CAB User’s Published Contact Card information to apply when his Published Contact Card is shared to another CAB User.
	Status: OPEN

	A236
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.4
	Source: Orange

Form: doc #0088
Comment: No requirement addressing the ability for CAB Enabler to notify CAB User when his Published Contact Card is shared between two other CAB Users.
Proposed Change: 
New requirement

CAB Enabler SHALL enable CAB User to be notified when his Published Contact Card is shared between two other CAB Users.
	Status: OPEN

	A237
	2008.04.25
	E
	1
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Font is incorrect (Arial) in the Scope section text. 

Proposed Change: Editor should reapply the ‘Normal’ font and revert to Time New Roman
	Status: OPEN

	A238
	2008.04.25
	E
	1
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The bullets in the scope section have different tenses and structures (e.g. “Define an…”, “Develop features…”, “Supporting…”, “Providing access…”, “To develop…”, etc.) and should be reworded to be consistent.  It should also be tied to ‘CAB Enabler’ in the statement leading to the bullets.

Proposed Change: Probably all should be set up as a ‘*ing’ type start (“Defining a…”, “Developing…”) with the current Supporting be for ‘a user’ instead of supporting for a user.
	Status: OPEN

	A239
	2008.04.25
	E
	1
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The final two bullets in the scope description relate to alignment with CPM instead of true scope of work to be done.

Proposed Change: merge the concepts in these bullets with the second paragraph where the CPM enabler is already mentioned.
	Status: OPEN

	A240
	2008.04.25
	E
	2
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: There should be a section 2.1 Normative References heading immediately after the section 2 References heading 

Proposed Change: Insert the heading before the table with RFC2119
	Status: OPEN

	A241
	2008.04.25
	E
	2 [OMADICT]
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Reference [OMADICT] is in both the normative and informative reference tables (template has it in the informative list).  Note that there is no usage of this reference.

Proposed Change: Either there should be usage of the dictionary in section 3.2 (definitions pulled from dictionary should use the reference to ensure linkage), or if none this reference should be removed.
	Status: OPEN

	A242
	2008.04.25
	E
	2.1 [OMA XDM]
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: References [OMA XDM] and [OMA Presence] do not appear to be used in the RD.

Proposed Change: Remove these references.

EN: See also [A243]
	Status: OPEN

	A243
	2008.04.25
	E
	2.1 [OMA Presence]
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: References [OMA XDM] and [OMA Presence] do not appear to be used in the RD.

Proposed Change: Remove these references.

EN: See also [A242]
	Status: OPEN

	A244
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "Converged Address Book”
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The definition of ‘Converged Address Book’ includes extraneous material.  The second and third sentences relate to the underlying Contact Entry data and that is presumably covered by the relationship established in the first sentence. 

Proposed Change: Remove the second and third sentences from this definition.
	Status: OPEN

	A245
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "User Communication Preferences"
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The term ‘User Communication Preferences’ is used a couple of times in a use case (5.1) – but just once in a requirement (HLF-012).  Do we really need a special term for this?

Proposed Change: Seems this definition is not really needed – it is sort of self explanatory.
	Status: OPEN

	A246
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "User Preferences Profile"
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The term ‘User Preferences Profile’ is used once in the RD (CAB-PRS-003).  The term ‘user preference’ is used in 5 requirements but isn’t clearly tied to a profile. 

Proposed Change: Seems the definition is not really needed.
	Status: OPEN

	A247
	2008.04.25
	E
	3.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The Definitions should be in alphabetical order 

Proposed Change: Sort the list.
	Status: OPEN

	A248
	2008.04.25
	E
	3.3 "XDM"
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The abbreviations XDM and XML are not used in the doc (except in the reference [OMA XDM]) 

Proposed Change: remove the XDM and XML abbreviations from the table

EN: See also [A249]
	Status: OPEN

	A249
	2008.04.25
	E
	3.3 "XML"
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The abbreviations XDM and XML are not used in the doc (except in the reference [OMA XDM]) 

Proposed Change: remove the XDM and XML abbreviations from the table

EN: See also [A248]
	Status: OPEN

	A250
	2008.04.25
	T
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The introduction is a set of disjoint statements that do not provide a consistent nor complete view of what CAB is to support.  For example, User experiences enrichment offered by other enablers utilizing CAB data seems a far reach for CAB.

Proposed Change: Section probably needs to be redrafted in whole, rather than the pieces that have been inserted.
	Status: OPEN

	A251
	2008.04.25
	E
	4.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: At this point we should not have an editor’s note like this. 

Proposed Change: A brief paragraph describing the 1.0 release is needed.
	Status: OPEN

	A252
	2008.04.25
	T
	5
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Given new template, we could redo the use cases into short descriptions and move them to the appendix. 

Proposed Change: Adapt the current use cases to the new template model.  This will reduce the total use case length and minimize any disconnects with the normative requirements.
	Status: OPEN

	A253
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-001
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Will the CAB Enabler actually describe a multi address book model – or is this really a case where implementations may support multiple subscriptions.  Will there be Enabler-specific work or testing on this?

Proposed Change: Either remove this requirement or reword to address something the Enabler will actually cover.
	Status: OPEN

	A254
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-002
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The CAB Enabler can provide mechanisms by which data can be made available on a client, ostensibly for a User – but it will not be responsible for either invocation of services or ensuring that the sufficiency of data test is met to actually permit a device to be able to do so.

Proposed Change: Reword to make it clear that CAB Enabler is providing a data service that other entities may utilize – but not suggest specific uses or awareness of data utility in doing so (CAB should be mostly agnostic on use of the data it serves)
	Status: OPEN

	A255
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Selecting a group or set of groups may relate to a ‘collection’ of contacts but this should be a separate requirement as this requirement then talks of setting presence values for that group which has nothing to do with CAB.

Proposed Change: delete this requirement - the UI aspects of an address book operation (i.e. indicating the values of presence attributes)  is out of scope and should be removed from the requirement – whether there are ‘groups’ associated with the contacts is a separate issue and appears to be covered by HLF-013.
	Status: OPEN

	A256
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-007
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: should be ‘contact information’ where it is now ‘contacts information’

Proposed Change: remove the extra ‘s’
	Status: OPEN

	A257
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-008
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Should separate the two concepts into separate requirements 

Proposed Change: One requirement should cover management of personal info the other would cover ability to share it.  The operations are different and involve different types of actions.
	Status: OPEN

	A258
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Not sure if this relates to multi-device (e.g. changes from other devices) or whether this relates to commit of a data update. 

Proposed Change: Reword to make clear the relevant aspect of change addressed by the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A259
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-011
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: What is ‘persistent information of the address book’, and conversely, what is any non-persistent information of the address book?  In particular, what role does CAB have regarding the persistence?

Proposed Change: reword to improve clarity of intent and distinguish any differences of data in scope of CAB
	Status: OPEN

	A260
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-012
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: What is ‘required for dynamic update of the address book’?  CAB does not presumably have ‘dynamic’ data (such as presence status) under its control so the question relates to what data does this cover? 

Proposed Change: reword to clarify the nature of data.
	Status: OPEN

	A261
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-013
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: As editor’s note points out – the group concept and how it is established (e.g. user selection, field match, etc.) needs to be clarified better. 

Proposed Change: Clarify the group concept – this may require more than one requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A262
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-014
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Presumably the rights are associated with a user’s data in the CAB system (network storage). 

Proposed Change: ‘rights for his CAB’ expanded to ‘rights for his contact information stored in the network storage’
	Status: OPEN

	A263
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-016
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: What does ‘CAB MAY support’ in this item mean?  CAB Server or Account/Subscription?  And does MAY NOT mean that there are no address books or more than one?  Seems this could be a service item, not an enabler item, which could put it out of scope.

Proposed Change: Clarify the intent of the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A264
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-017
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: If the SHALL is intended to ensure vCard is supported, but not do anything with any other legacy then the legacy format stuff should be removed as it is included in current wording. 

Proposed Change: remove the legacy format stuff and just cover vCard.
	Status: OPEN

	A265
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-017a
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: to avoid confusion regarding ‘other’ may want to say ‘Legacy Formats other than vCard’ 

Proposed Change: reword to properly distinguish intent of ‘other’
	Status: OPEN

	A266
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The SHALL again appears to want to establish vCard support – but it is buried in an e.g. so is not explicitly covered. 

Proposed Change: reword to make vCard support is clear
	Status: OPEN

	A267
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018a
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Similar to HLF-017a – need to distinguish ‘other’ (re vCard) 

Proposed Change: reword to distinguish what other means
	Status: OPEN

	A268
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018b
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: CAB is not a messaging entity and should not be ‘sending’ anything over non-CAB interfaces.  Servers that permit lookups may offer various options – but CAB should not be specifying or testing any such delivery operation.

Proposed Change: delete this requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A269
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: What does uniquely identifiable information mean and why would a user need to subscribe to their own data 

Proposed Change: delete requirement or clarify the intent
	Status: OPEN

	A270
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-023
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Presumably this relates to when an update occurs (e.g. upon receiving a notification) 

Proposed Change: Clarify the intent
	Status: OPEN

	A271
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: If a contact is not initially a CAB User (i.e. no CAB address) what criteria is used to reconcile the user when it is later found that they have become a CAB User?  Seems this could lead to searching (periodic scanning??) or other scheme which could involve comparing against various data items. 

Proposed Change: May be a good idea to reduce from a SHALL
	Status: OPEN

	A272
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Seems this is redundant with HLF-025 

Proposed Change: Delete or distinguish difference with HLF-025
	Status: OPEN

	A273
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-029
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Might be good to add ‘where still available’ to end of this requirement to avoid the appearance that the server will have to hold all data in perpetuity 

Proposed Change: change per the suggestion
	Status: OPEN

	A274
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-030
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: CAB does not cover, nor is able to apply requirements toward, legacy UI address book apps on a device.  Not really sure if this can those be in scope or even tested. 

Proposed Change: remove this requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A275
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-032
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Not sure this will be directly testable (not clear if a specific interface is needed or if internal/implementation schemes in play) and may be partially testable via inspection of user agents utilizing CAB data (as with address book user agent) but they may not help validation of all the data available.

Proposed Change: delete or reword
	Status: OPEN

	A276
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Should we add something regarding secure data exchange between device and server? 

Proposed Change: add a requirement on secure data exchange.
	Status: OPEN

	A277
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: 6.1.1.1 & 6.1.1.2: Should add requirements on authentication/authorization of users (CAB User, other users, etc.) 

Proposed Change: add requirements

EN: See also [A278]
	Status: OPEN

	A278
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.1.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: 6.1.1.1 & 6.1.1.2: Should add requirements on authentication/authorization of users (CAB User, other users, etc.) 

Proposed Change: add requirements

EN: See also [A277]
	Status: OPEN

	A279
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.1.4
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: why does this have ‘assist the CAB User’?  Will the user just get a bit of help as he works to prevent unauthorized access?  Is this really a confidential type requirement or really an authorization item? 

Proposed Change: reword and consider moving to authorization section.
	Status: OPEN

	A280
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Do we not want to outline the items to be captured and/or reported for possible charging use. 

Proposed Change: Consider items such as record activities, storage size, publish/subscription counts…
	Status: OPEN

	A281
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Shouldn’t we have something that says that CAB Enabler can support config info being received/used (e.g. DM) 

Proposed Change: Add requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A282
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-001
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: This appears to cover multiple requirements 

Proposed Change: Separate into specific requirements
	Status: OPEN

	A283
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-002
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Seems more like an authorization requirement 

Proposed Change: move to authorization section
	Status: OPEN

	A284
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.7 CAB-LI-001
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: At what interface point would LI be in play – client/server sync or NNI?  Clearly CAB is not responsible for making calls or transporting media during a call and is not involved in the normal LI concepts. 

Proposed Change: delete requirement or clarify intent of what LI would cover
	Status: OPEN

	A285
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.7 CAB-LI-002
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Again – what is expected to be ‘intercepted’? 

Proposed Change: delete requirement or clarify intent
	Status: OPEN

	A286
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.7 CAB-LI-003
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: What traffic related items does CAB have control over? 

Proposed Change: delete or clarify
	Status: OPEN

	A287
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-001
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: How does CAB Enabler use Presence Subscription data to enhance the user experience?  A user agent may subscribe with the data, but that is out of scope for CAB. 

Proposed Change: delete the requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A288
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-002
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Presence parameters would seem to imply status values and this is out of scope for CAB whatever the sources 

Proposed Change: delete the requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A289
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-003
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The CAB RD should not be putting up requirements for the CPM Enabler – in any case, CAB is not entity that should subscribe to presence status.  If there is desire fo aggregation – that is either an implementation of the transport session or could be a function of an unnamed Multi-device service aggregation agent – and not CAB. 

Proposed Change: delete the requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A290
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-002
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: What is an authorized domain? 

Proposed Change: delete or clarify
	Status: OPEN

	A291
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-003
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: different levels of security is unclear and different than search constraints 

Proposed Change: possibly break into two requirements – but need for each to be clear (and deal with domains)
	Status: OPEN

	A292
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.4 CAB-SHR-001
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Since Contact Send is ‘outside CAB environment’ it would seem this requirement is inconsistent w.r.t. Contact Send. 

Proposed Change: remove Contact Send from requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A293
	2008.04.25
	E
	Appendix A.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: The heading’s use of “<current version>” should instead be “1.0” 

Proposed Change: change as recommended
	Status: OPEN

	A294
	2008.04.25
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: This is a placeholder and not intended for docs at this stage 

Proposed Change: remove Appendix B material
	Status: OPEN

	A295
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "Contact View"
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086
Comment: 3.2 & 6.2: The concept of a Contact View seems way too complicated to be used in real life. Market research indicated the subsetting the whole address book was rarely used so far. 

Proposed Change: remove all requirements related to contact views. Definition, Chapter 6.2.
EN: See also: [A296]
	Status: OPEN

	A296
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086
Comment: 3.2 & 6.2: The concept of a Contact View seems way too complicated to be used in real life. Market research indicated the subsetting the whole address book was rarely used so far. 

Proposed Change: remove all requirements related to contact views. Definition, Chapter 6.2.
EN: See also: [A295]
	Status: OPEN

	A297
	2008.04.25
	T
	6
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: Term user preferences and provider policy/setting are used in many requirements. This is heritage from CPM. Also these aspects are only used when deployed, but there are no technical impact (shall be implemented anyway).

Proposed Change: Remove this item. NSN will prepare CR if the comment is agreed.
	Status: OPEN

	A298
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-005
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086
Comment:  Presence related information is not applicable in CAB. This is purely Presence enabler matter.
Proposed Change: Remove Presence related matter. Applicable items: HLF-005/006/012 and chapter 6.1.8.
EN: See also: [A299], [A300], [A301]
	Status: OPEN

	A299
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086
Comment:  Presence related information is not applicable in CAB. This is purely Presence enabler matter.
Proposed Change: Remove Presence related matter. Applicable items: HLF-005/006/012 and chapter 6.1.8.
EN: See also: [A298], [A300], [A301]
	Status: OPEN

	A300
	2008.04.25
	
	6.1 CAB-HLF-012
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086
Comment:  Presence related information is not applicable in CAB. This is purely Presence enabler matter.
Proposed Change: Remove Presence related matter. Applicable items: HLF-005/006/012 and chapter 6.1.8.
EN: See also: [A298], [A299], [A301]
	Status: OPEN

	A301
	2008.04.25
	
	6.1.8
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086
Comment:  Presence related information is not applicable in CAB. This is purely Presence enabler matter.
Proposed Change: Remove Presence related matter. Applicable items: HLF-005/006/012 and chapter 6.1.8.
EN: See also: [A298], [A299], [A300]
	Status: OPEN

	A302
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-002
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: in HLF-002, “all available information” is too strong (you will not hand out, e.g., HLR information, I suppose). Also it does not help with invoking *any* kind of service (CAB does not help to invoke the web browser, for instance). Rather only services where user addresses other users.

Proposed Change: Replace with “relevant information” and "to invoke services that need addressing information".
	Status: OPEN

	A303
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: In the bullet list under CAB-HLF-003, one item is out of the bullet list. 

Proposed Change: Format the bullet list, so that all the items start with a bullet.
	Status: OPEN

	A304
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: 

The original requirement is too restrictive to a small set of contact information.  What we really want is to define a generic Contact Entry framework.
Proposed Change: 

Old Text:

The CAB Enabler SHALL include contact information such as:
New text:

The CAB Enabler SHALL define Contact Entry, where contact object MAY includes contact entry information such as:

	Status: OPEN

	A305
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-007
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: 

Term usage "allow".

Is this a policy or functional requirement?  My understanding this requirement is for functional requirement.  Thus, “allow” may not be a correct term.

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to add/change/delete contacts information of any Contact Entry in his address book e.g. display name, picture.
Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL provide the view/add/change/delete/share/organized contacts information of any Contact Entry in CAB User address book e.g. display name, picture.
	Status: OPEN

	A306
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-008
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF-008 wording is confusing, it’s not clear what means Contact Share “it”.

Proposed Change: divide to two requirements- managing Personal Contact Card and managing Published Contact Card. Therefore, 
(008a) The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to manage (e.g. add/change/delete) his own Personal Contact Card information. 
(008b) The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to Contact Share his own Personal Contact Card information (either completely or partially) with other authorized users.
	Status: OPEN

	A307
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF-010 - User can request anything; the question is what is provided to the user.
Proposed Change: The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to be notified whenever a contact changes if requested by CAB User.
	Status: OPEN

	A308
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-011
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-011: Does CAB also include information of the groups? What is it’s relation to Shared Group XDM? Or does this mean group of contacts which is same as Shared List XDM? This is rather a list of users.

Proposed Change: Change "group" to "list of users".
	Status: OPEN

	A309
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-011
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-011 and other requirements talk about “persistent information”.  The term "persistent" can safely be removed.

Proposed Change: Remove "persistent"
	Status: OPEN

	A310
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-013
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-013: This requirement is creating a list of users.

Proposed Change: Rephrase as "...the ability to assign users into different lists of users..."
	Status: OPEN

	A311
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-014
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-014: Align definition Authorized Principal with PAG WG.

Proposed Change: To be coming.
	Status: OPEN

	A312
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-014
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: it is not clear what the "selective access and modification rights" are used for
Proposed Change: add a requirement allowing Authorized Principal to modify the CAB of someone else
	Status: OPEN

	A313
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-016
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-016: Is this already part of HLF-001.

Proposed Change: Remove CPM specific requirements
	Status: OPEN

	A314
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF-018: The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to Contact Send stored contact information in a standard format (e.g. vCard format), based on user settings and service provider's policy.
Proposed Change: Remove “contact
	Status: OPEN

	A315
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018a
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF-018a The CAB Enabler MAY be able to Contact Send stored contact information in other Legacy Formats, based on user settings and service provider's policy.

Proposed Change: Remove “contact”
	Status: OPEN

	A316
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018b
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-018b: How based on the recipients’s service capability can be checked? Especially if he in another domain? 

Proposed Change: To be coming.
	Status: OPEN

	A317
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018b
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF-018b has “… when sending 3rd party contact information to others”, while the term “Contact Send” is defined for the purpose.

Proposed Change: Replace the quoted expression with “for Contact Send”. 
	Status: OPEN

	A318
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: "Service Provider" is not defined.

Proposed Change: make lower case or add to 3.2
	Status: OPEN

	A319
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF-020 – The requirement is confusing. Does mean support for subscribing to your own contact. It should be written explicit however long it maybe
Proposed Change: The CAB Enabler SHALL support subscribing to own user’s  Personal Contact Card based on uniquely identifiable information, based on Service Provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A320
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A321], [A322], [A323], [A324], [A325], [A326], [A327], [A328]
	Status: OPEN

	A321
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-023
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A320], [A322], [A323], [A324], [A325], [A326], [A327], [A328]
	Status: OPEN

	A322
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A320], [A321], [A323], [A324], [A325], [A326], [A327], [A328]
	Status: OPEN

	A323
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-011
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A320], [A321], [A322], [A324], [A325], [A326], [A327], [A328]
	Status: OPEN

	A324
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-024
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A320], [A321], [A322], [A323], [A325], [A326], [A327], [A328]
	Status: OPEN

	A325
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A320], [A321], [A322], [A323], [A324], [A326], [A327], [A328]
	Status: OPEN

	A326
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-026
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A320], [A321], [A322], [A323], [A324], [A325], [A327], [A328]
	Status: OPEN

	A327
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A320], [A321], [A322], [A323], [A324], [A325], [A326], [A328]
	Status: OPEN

	A328
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A320], [A321], [A322], [A323], [A324], [A325], [A326], [A327]
	Status: OPEN

	A329
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020a
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020a: There are no clear and obvious use cases to justify this requirement.

Proposed Change: Remove requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A330
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-021
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF-021 – is there a need for special authorization for subscription, it is enough that if I can access the contact information, I can also subscribe

Proposed Change: remove the requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A331
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-022
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-022: What does user preferences means here? Based on whose preferences? If I have subscribed to someone services why there need to be preference whether I want notify or not? This is overlapped with CAB-HLF-010.

Proposed Change: Remove requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A332
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-022
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF-022 – Difficult to understand and a bit mix up with technical language I guess. 

Proposed Change :  The CAB Enabler SHALL provide notification to an authorized user when changes occur to Published Contact Card information that he/she has subscribed to, based on user preferences and service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A333
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-023
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF -023 seems to be the same as CAB-HLF -004

Proposed Change: remove duplicate information
	Status: OPEN

	A334
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-024 
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-025: Same as HLF-028.

Proposed Change: Remove duplicates
	Status: OPEN

	A335
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF-030 – how this can be tested. Also, since "native address book" is not defined, it is not clear how CAB can supersede it and how the CAB can provide seamless evolution from it.

Proposed Change: remove the requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A336
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-030
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: It is not clear what is expected out of CAB-CONFD-001. Is it expected that the lost terminal would not be synchronized any more, or address book would be removed from the lost terminal. Moreover, it is more like a customer service.

Proposed Change: Either clarify the requirement, or remove it.
	Status: OPEN

	A337
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.1.4 CAB-CONFD-001
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086
Comment: PRV-002 and many more: the concept of a Contact View seems way too complicated to be used in real life.

Proposed Change: remove all requirements related to contact views.
	Status: OPEN

	A338
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-002
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-SRCH-001 . I think the search is about contacts not contact views…After authorization/user pres/service provider policies then the contact becomes contact view

Proposed Change: The CAB Enabler SHALL provide a mechanism, controllable by Service Provider policies, to search Contacts
	Status: OPEN

	A339
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-001
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: The requirements within this sub-section are about Contact Send and Contact Share. 

Proposed Change: Change the name of the section to something like “Contact Send and Contact Share Requirements”.
	Status: OPEN

	A340
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.4
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: As the terms Contact Send and Contact Share are defined in the definition section (section 3.2), there is no need to clarify the terms again. 

Proposed Change: Remove the texts before the Table 17.
	Status: OPEN

	A341
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.4
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: The transport method for Contact Send should be out of scope of CAB as any messaging enabler can provide this functionality

Proposed Change: state that the transport method for Contact Send is out of scope of CAB
	Status: OPEN

	A342
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.4 CAB-SHR-001
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: The "block unwanted contact information Contact Shared" – since the Contact Share seems to be related to "Contact Subscription", the user will never receive unwanted contact information using Contact Share.

Proposed Change: remove the related part of the requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A343
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.4 CAB-SHR-003
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: Any connection must be secured. Therefore, "secured Internet connection" needs to be modified.

Proposed Change: Remove "Internet" to enable any connections secure.
	Status: OPEN

	A344
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.5 CAB-IWG-001
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-025: Same as HLF-028.

Proposed Change: Remove duplicates
	Status: OPEN

	A345
	2008.04.24
	T
	1
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: Scope should scope should include privacy of information, authorization/revocation of access to information and other aspects of security such as authenticity of persons and authenticity of information

Proposed Change:. Add a general statement in the Scope to cover privacy and authorization.
	Status: OPEN

	A346
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "Converged Address Book"
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: ‘Converged Address Book’ definition needs more clarity. 

Proposed Change: Modify the first sentence to “A set of contact entries, as defined by the CAB User, and commonly available to any registered device”
	Status: OPEN

	A347
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "Contact Subscription"
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: ‘Contact Subscription’ definition needs clarity/rewording.
Proposed Change: Rephrase the definition to the following:

“User can subscribe another CAB users’ personal and available contact information including automatic updates.”


	Status: OPEN

	A348
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.1
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: The use case misleading as it refers to converged messaging as opposed to converged address book. The readers may get an impression that there is a dependency on CPM.

Proposed Change: Replace occurrences of ‘converged messaging” and “CPM” to “converged address book” and “CAB” respectively. Also some of the flow statements may need to be re-written to reflect this change. 
	Status: OPEN

	A349
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: Figure 1 is not consistent with rest of the document.

Proposed Change: 

1) Change “Bob’s Personal Card” to “Bob’s Personal Contact Card”

2) Change “Persona” to “View”
	Status: OPEN

	A350
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: Rephrase Title to capture the Use Case appropriately

Proposed Change:  Change the title to “Availability of Contact Information to Other Users through Contact Views and Search”
	Status: OPEN

	A351
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: The use case uses the words “send” and “share” interchangeably. This is inconsistent with the definitions “Contact Share” and “Contact Send”.

Proposed Change:  Recommend to be consistent and use the term “Share” as the title suggests.
	Status: OPEN

	A352
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-014
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: The requirement in general seems to pose a security risk. This requirement lacks a use case. Moreover, it appears that we need a definition for “Authorized Principal”? For e.g. is it a registered CAB user or non-CAB user.

Proposed Change:  Provide answers to the comments or delete the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A353
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: We need to expand what we need by “uniquely identifiable information” For e.g. is it a username or registered email address?

Proposed Change: none
	Status: OPEN

	A354
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-024
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: CAB-HLF-024 & CAB-HLF-027: These two requirements seem redundant.

Proposed Change: Collapse them into one or remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A355]
	Status: OPEN

	A355
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: CAB-HLF-024 & CAB-HLF-027: These two requirements seem redundant.

Proposed Change: Collapse them into one or remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A354]
	Status: OPEN

	A356
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: CAB-HLF-025 & CAB-HLF-028: These two requirements seem redundant.

Proposed Change: Collapse them into one or remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A357]
	Status: OPEN

	A357
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: CAB-HLF-025 & CAB-HLF-028: These two requirements seem redundant.

Proposed Change: Collapse them into one or remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A356]
	Status: OPEN

	A358
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-029
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: Typo

Proposed Change: Change “CPM” to “CAB”.
	Status: OPEN

	A359
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-005
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: This requirement is a general requirement and does not belong in this section. 

Proposed Change:  Move it to HLF section or remove it if it is already covered in HLF section.
	Status: OPEN

	A360
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-012
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: The requirement is ambiguous. It is not clear if the requirement proposes to allow CAB User to manage it’s own list of users and associated CVs or something else. 

Proposed Change:. Need clarification.
	Status: OPEN

	A361
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-014
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: Having it as SHOULD implies that this functionality is optional from implementation side. In other words, you cannot rely on this requirement to be supported by all CAB compliant implementations leading to inconsistent user experience.

Proposed Change:. It should be change to “SHALL”.
	Status: OPEN

	A362
	2008.04.24
	T
	1
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment: CAB is meant to be used by other enablers, e.g. CPM, PAG, PoC, IM, etc. This is not clearly reflected in the scope.

Proposed Change:  replace:

“The Other services can use  provided by the CAB and enriches the end user experience by providing additional information such as presence, communication capabilities and other service related data available for any of the user's contacts.”

	Status: OPEN

	A363
	2008.04.24
	E
	2.1 [OMA XDM]
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment:  Old OMA XDM reference

Proposed Change:  Change to OMA XDM 2.0.
	Status: OPEN

	A364
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment:  definitions should be listed alphabetically

Proposed Change:  Sort alphabetically
	Status: OPEN

	A365
	2008.04.24
	T
	3.2 “Published Contact Card”
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment: “Published Contact Card” does not bring any additional clarification in RD, the “Personal Contact Card” seems enough.
Proposed Change: 
Remove the definition “Published Contact Card”

Modify the “Personal Contact Card” definition as follows:

The collection of personal contact information that a CAB User defines about him/herself, and that is handled by the CAB Enabler and which can be made available to other CAB users.
Replace “Published Contact Card” with “Personal Contact Card” throughout the RD

EN: See also [A366]
	Status: OPEN

	A366
	2008.04.24
	T
	3.2  “Personal Contact Card”
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment: “Published Contact Card” does not bring any additional clarification in RD, the “Personal Contact Card” seems enough.
Proposed Change: 
Remove the definition “Published Contact Card”

Modify the “Personal Contact Card” definition as follows:

The collection of personal contact information that a CAB User defines about him/herself, and that is handled by the CAB Enabler and which can be made available to other CAB users.
Replace “Published Contact Card” with “Personal Contact Card” throughout the RD

EN: See also [A365]
	Status: OPEN

	A367
	2008.04.24
	T
	3.2 "Converged Address Book"
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment: Converged Address Book definition mentions “dynamic information” in the contact entries “in the database”.

Which database is that?

Proposed Change: remove the “in the database” thus update definition as follows:

“A set of contact entries commonly available to any registered device. Each contact entry consists of a set of static and/or dynamic information. Contact Entries in the database support various addresses from different addressing schemes”
	Status: OPEN

	A368
	2008.04.24
	E
	4.1 version
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment: normally an RD sent to RDRR has no more editorial notes. 
Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN

	A369
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment: the figure 1 contains some terminology typos. Need to align it with definitions.

Update fig1 as follows:

· change “Personal Card” to “Personal Contact Card”, 

· - change “Persona” to  “SP View”

· Change View to “User View”

Corrected fig is at the end of document (Figure 1).
	Status: OPEN

	A370
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment: step 31) mentions Persona. 

Proposed Change: replace “ ‘Gaming’ Persona Contact View” with:

“‘Gaming’ Service Provider Contact View”.
	Status: OPEN

	A371
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.6.1
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment: inconsistent numbering (5.2.6.1 and 5.3.3.)
Proposed Change: 

Use same, by following the RD template.

EN: See also: [A372]
	Status: OPEN

	A372
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.3.3
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment: inconsistent numbering (5.2.6.1 and 5.3.3.)
Proposed Change: 

Use same, by following the RD template.

EN: See also: [A371]
	Status: OPEN

	A373
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-002
	Source: Ericsson 

Form: doc#0091

Comment: CAB only handles information in relation to another user. Not all information to be able to invoke a service. 

Proposed Change: replace “all available information” with “contact information”.
	Status: OPEN

	A374
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment:  CAB should not be involved in indicating presence values (whether for single or groups of contacts).  This is functionality covered by other enablers.

Providing the presence values is handled by Presence Enabler, while the Shared Group XDMS allows a user to create groups and use them for any enabler purposes, such as presence authorization rules.  

CAB should not re-invent the functionalities from other enablers.

CAB MAY support users to create groups out of their address book contacts. The rest is PRS and XDM functionality.

Proposed Change: update the requirement:

“The CAB Enabler MAY support a mechanism for the CAB User to be able to select and/or create different groups of contacts or single contacts in his/her address book and indicate the values of presence attributes to be exposed to those contacts ”
	Status: OPEN

	A375
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment: the CAB User requesting to be notified for each contact’s PCC changes should subject to user preferences and service provider policies. 

Duplication with HLF-022.

Proposed Change: 

Remove HLF-010 and keep HLF-022


	Status: OPEN

	A376
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-012
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment:  need to clarify what exactly is expected from CAB in the context of dynamic updates.

Proposed Change: add clarification of the requirement :

“The CAB Enabler SHALL according to the user’s preferences and/or service provider's policy, be able to either automatically or by request keep up–to–date the information required by other Enablers to request for dynamic updates of the address books of all the CAB-enabled registered devices of a CAB User. Examples of such dynamic updates may include Presence Subscriptions, CPM Communication Capabilities, CPM User Communication Preferences., “
	Status: OPEN

	A377
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-013
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment: what is “categories”? Can a CAB User create CAB specific groups? We should resolve the Editor’s Note. 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

	A378
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-014
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment: what does “selective access “mean? Modification rights is clear enough.

Proposed Change:  

The CAB Enabler SHALL support a mechanism for the CAB User to be able to give selective access and modification rights for his CAB to an Authorized Principal.


	Status: OPEN

	A379
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-016
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment: this is a CPM specific requirement, it should be re-phrased in a CAB generic way or moved to a separate section where requirements on CAB from external enablers can be grouped up.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

	A380
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-032
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment: CAB-HLF-012, CAB-HLF-016, CAB-HLF-032: requirements related to the way external enablers can use CAB. Should be in a separate section dedicated to ‘Interaction with external enablers’, together with HLF-012, HLF-016.

Proposed Change:  create a separate section and move the requirements there.

EN: See also: [A381], [A382]
	Status: OPEN

	A381
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-012
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment: CAB-HLF-012, CAB-HLF-016, CAB-HLF-032: requirements related to the way external enablers can use CAB. Should be in a separate section dedicated to ‘Interaction with external enablers’, together with HLF-012, HLF-016.

Proposed Change:  create a separate section and move the requirements there.

EN: See also: [A380], [A382]
	Status: OPEN

	A382
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-016
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment: CAB-HLF-012, CAB-HLF-016, CAB-HLF-032: requirements related to the way external enablers can use CAB. Should be in a separate section dedicated to ‘Interaction with external enablers’, together with HLF-012, HLF-016.

Proposed Change:  create a separate section and move the requirements there.

EN: See also: [A380], [A381]
	Status: OPEN

	A383
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-002
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment: requirement is extremely vague and unclear. What is CAB Enabler exactly expected to do? 

Proposed Change: delete requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A384
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-003
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment: this looks like a requirement on CPM Enabler, what is it required from CAB?

Proposed Change:  remove CAB-PRS-003.
	Status: OPEN

	A385
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-003 
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment:  authentication related requirement, does not relate to Contact Views. Should be moved to the Authentication section.

Proposed Change:  move CAB-VIEW-003 to sect. 6.1.1.1
	Status: OPEN

	A386
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-004
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment:  A CAB User should be able to define different levels of privacy for his/her Contact Views. Public is just one of them and should not be restricted to 1 Contact View. 

Proposed Change: 

1- Add privacy requirements stating the privacy levels expected: e.g. Public, Allowed to Contacts Only, Private and available to a list of users, etc.

2- Re-phrase the req:

The CAB Enabler SHALL permit a CAB User to set at least a Contact View to be public
	Status: OPEN

	A387
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-012
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment:  requirement seems redundant with VIEW-011; if the intent is different than VIEW-011 then it is unclear and needs to be clarified (what is meant by “other users” – are they CAB Users?).

Proposed Change: delete the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A388
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-014
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment:  why does Contact View Display Name need to be sent with the contact information sent to other users? 
The Contact Views have to facilitate the way a CAB User is managing their Personal Contact Card and the authorization of other users to it. 

Will CAB have to notify the users subscribed to a PCC if one of the Contact View Display Name (that they are authorized to see) changed?  This is not a relevant info from invoking communication point of view.
Proposed Change: 

4. update requirement:

The CAB Enabler SHOULD utilize the data format for Contact Views to include a Contact View Display Name (i.e. the source display name associated to a Contact View that is made available to other users. The name is used to reflect the user’s external identity or personality.), which will MAY be included in contact information sent to others, where the encoding format supports it. This may MAY be displayed in the contact entry of the other user’s address book.

2- add a new requirement to clarify if CAB MAY notify a CAB User who has a Contact Subscription to a PCC when a Contact View Display Name was updated.
	Status: OPEN

	A389
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-003
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment:  are the “different levels of security or search constraints” specifying another way to authorize searches or is it same as defined in PRV-001?
Proposed Change:  either delete this requirement or rephrase it to have a harmonious link to PRV-001. The may should be capitals.

The CAB Enabler may MAY utilize different levels of security or search constraints  the individual authorization rules setup by the CAB User and the service provider policies when authorizingfor searches done on behalf of users or systems in other domains.


	Status: OPEN

	A390
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SHR-002
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment:  is the contact information received as a result of Contact Send or Contact Share?

As Contact Send is external to CAB, I assume it’s Contact Share (since req says: “use the CAB service for “). 

Proposed Change:  clarify the requirement. 

“The CAB Enabler SHALL support a user to use the CAB service for receiving contact information resulted from Contact Share from others and add it into the user’s CAB address book subject to the user’s preference and service provider policy.” 


	Status: OPEN

	A391
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SHR-003
	Source: Ericsson 
Form: doc#0091
Comment:  what does “block” mean? That CAB User can set a preference to :

1- discard this information 

- OR- 

2- just not to be notified of it ? 

Proposed Change:  clarify the requirement. 
	Status: OPEN

	A392
	2008.04.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: missing CPM reference 

Proposed Change: add OMA CPM reference to this section.
	Status: OPEN

	A393
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: Definitions not in order

Proposed Change: 

List definitions in this section in alphabetic order
	Status: OPEN

	A394
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "User Preferences Profile"
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: redundant text in User Preferences Profile definition 

Proposed Change: 

Remove the last part of the definition text “a user may have several such profiles”
	Status: OPEN

	A395
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "Published Contact Card”
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment:  reword "Published Contact Card” definition

Proposed Change: 

Remove internally within and the new text is:

User establishes a Personal Contact Card that is made available to other CAB users (via a Contact Subscription) internally within in the CAB environment

	Status: OPEN

	A396
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "Contact Share"
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: reword Contact Share definition 

Proposed Change: 

New text:

Contact information is internally sent within the CAB environment
	Status: OPEN

	A397
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: why is converged messaging mentioned here not CAB? 

Proposed Change: 

Change text as marked:

This use case describes how converged messaging Converged Address Book can ensure a consistent user experience by providing synchronisation of all the information of the address book on all the user's devices
	Status: OPEN

	A398
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.1.2
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: why is converged messaging service mentioned? 

Proposed Change: 

Change following text as marked:

Alice: a user that uses the converged messagingCAB  service, who has several devices.

Bob: a user that uses the converged messaging serviceCAB, who has several devices
	Status: OPEN

	A399
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: why converged messaging service is pre-conditioned? 

Proposed Change: 

Change following text as marked:

Alice, Bob are both provisioned to use the converged messaging serviceCAB.

Alice and Bob's devices are registered with the CPM SystemCAB
	Status: OPEN

	A400
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: why not subscribe to CAB service? 

Proposed Change: 

Change following text as marked:

Alice purchases a new mobile device which is added to her CPM ServiceCAB subscription
	Status: OPEN

	A401
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: editorial change

Proposed Change: 

Change following text as marked:

David needs to send some work items to Alice but doesn’t have her snail mail address or fax numbers and wants to get those so he can better perform his job
	Status: OPEN

	A402
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: editorial change 

Proposed Change: 

Change following text as marked:

3) CAB System A notifies Alice that Bob is seeking her information.  She instructs CAB System A to provide Bob with data from her ‘workinfo’ Contact View and to solicit Bob’s Personal Contact Card information.
	Status: OPEN

	A403
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.5
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: editorial change to step 31 

Proposed Change: 

Change following text as marked:

31) Alice agrees to allow Claire to watch the updates of her Personal Card.  Alice simply authorizes Claire to see all the information in Alice’s ‘Gaming’ Persona Contact View, rather than scan through all the fields and pick them up one by one
	Status: OPEN

	A404
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.2.7
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: editorial change 

Proposed Change: 

Change following text as marked:

A CAB System would provide several service provider defined Contact Views based on the service provider offered services. In addition it would probably permit a CAB User to set up a small/moderate number of views (say 3 to 7) for use in presenting data to external users.  The CAB User should be able to name these arbitrarily – though a it should be clear which one is ‘default’
	Status: OPEN

	A405
	2008.04.24
	E
	5.5
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: missing title 

Proposed Change: 

Add appropriate title to section 5.5
	Status: OPEN

	A406
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-011
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: clarification needed 

Proposed Change: 

Need to define what is “persistent information”
	Status: OPEN

	A407
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-014
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: Dangerous requirement 

Proposed Change: 

This requirement allow a CAB user to give access and modification rights to an Authorized Principal but didn’t say when the rights will end or how to remove the rights. Either we have to beef up the requirement or we have to add new requirements to end/remove the authorization. Proposal here is to enhance the current requirement as below:

The CAB Enabler SHALL support a mechanism for the CAB User to be able to give selective access and modification rights for his CAB to an Authorized Principal. The CAB Enabler SHALL support a mechanism for the CAB user to remove the rights that an authorized Principal could access or modify to his CAB address book.
	Status: OPEN

	A408
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: CAB-HLF-025, CAB-HLF-028: Duplicate requirements 

Proposed Change: 

These two requirements are the same and should remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A409]
	Status: OPEN

	A409
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: CAB-HLF-025, CAB-HLF-028: Duplicate requirements 

Proposed Change: 

These two requirements are the same and should remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A408]
	Status: OPEN

	A410
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-029
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: requirement too restrict 

Proposed Change: 

This requirement allows a deleted content in a device could be retrived back from the network which is to restrictive. A more generic requirement will provide better usefulness such as retrieve only need contact info from network when a device has limited capability or memory. Propose to change the requirement as following:

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow a CAB User to retrieve any CAB related content deleted in a device from the network to a registered device.
	Status: OPEN

	A411
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1.1 New requirement
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: missing requirement

Proposed Change: 

Add the following requirement:

The CAB Enabler SHALL support mutual authentication between a device and the service provider network.
	Status: OPEN

	A412
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1.1 New requirement
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: missing requirement

Proposed Change: 

Add the following requirement

The CAB Enabler SHALL provide a mechanism for different CAB system to authenticate each other before communication could start.
	Status: OPEN

	A413
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-002
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: clarify requirement 

Proposed Change: 

Add text to clarify the requirement on how contact info is sent:

The CAB Enabler SHALL permit a CAB User to select the Contact View to be provided to a user requesting Personal Contact Card information about the CAB User. The selected information could be sent either with appropriate data format or an authorized URL.
	Status: OPEN

	A414
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-006
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: Editorial 

Proposed Change: 

Change following text as marked:

The CAB Enabler SHALL have support a mechanism by which a notification is generated for Published Contact Card activity toward all active Contact Subscriptions when either the value of an attribute in the Contact View changes, an attribute is added or removed from the Contact View or the subscribing user is mapped to a different Contact View
	Status: OPEN

	A415
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 New requirement
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: missing requirement 

Proposed Change: 

Search should also cover service provider defined “directory” database. Add the following new requirement:

CAB-SRCH-00X The CAB Enabler SHALL support searching to a service provider defined “directory” database to allow a CAB user to include the search results into his/her CAB address book.
	Status: OPEN

	A416
	2008.04.24
	E
	1
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
General Comment on CAB RD review: 

The second sentence states that:

‘The CAB Enabler is based on the CPM CAB requirements, with the aim to expand on them in selected areas.’

It should clarify that, since CAB intents to be independent enabler, it should support capability beyond the demand from CPM enabler.
	Status: OPEN

	A417
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "Contact view"
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment: 
Editorial issues in definition for ‘Contact view’, because the full set of Personal Contact Card can be also a possible Contact View.
‘A named subset of the Personal Contact Card of the CAB User to be made available to other users.  The attributes included in a view are selected by the CAB User. A Contact View can be defined by both the service provider and by the CAB User.’

Proposed Changes: 

‘A named set or subset of the Personal Contact Card of the CAB User to be made available to other users.  The attributes included in a view are selected by the CAB User. A Contact View can be defined by both the service provider and by the CAB User.’


	Status: OPEN

	A418
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "Contact view"
	Source: Huawei
Form: < INP doc, mtg, confcall >

Comment:
Editorial issues in definition for ‘Contact view’, because it is not specified what the database is in the last sentence.
A set of contact entries commonly available to any registered device. Each contact entry consists of a set of static and/or dynamic information. Contact Entries in the database support various addresses from different addressing schemes.
Proposed Change: 

A set of contact entries in a database commonly available to any registered device of a user. Each contact entry consists of a set of static and/or dynamic information. Contact Entries in the database support various addresses from different addressing schemes.
	Status: OPEN

	A419
	2008.04.24
	E
	3.2 "User Communication Preferences"
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Editorial change. It should be checked whether this definition has been used in this RD document.

The preferences that the CPM User sets regarding the way he prefers to communicate.
Proposed Change:
The preferences that the CPM CAB User sets regarding the way he prefers to communicate.
	Status: OPEN

	A420
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-001
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
In this requirement, there required ‘at least one network based address book for the CAB user’
What is the meaning stand for ‘at least’?
Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN

	A421
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-002
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It is unclear. A CAB User of course has all information about himself. The information CAB Enabler can provide should be contact information. So what is the available information here?
Proposed Change:
The CAB Enabler SHALL provide the CAB User with all available information which may enable him to invoke any kind of service (e.g. CPM Conversation) which the CAB User has subscription to.
	Status: OPEN

	A422
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment: 

Proposed Changes: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL include all kinds of contact information such as:

· Full name

· Display name

· Addresses (e.g. CPM Address, email address, phone number, SIP address, home address)

· Basic personal data (e.g. birth date, description, gender, height) 

· Extended personal data (e.g. areas of expertise, avatars data, hobbies, interests, photo or video data, title)

· Web resources (e.g. homepage URL, weblog url, publications url)

· Organisational data (e.g. business category, department name, job title, alternative contact or agent)
· ETC
EN: The 6th item lead by "•" proposed by the source.
	Status: OPEN

	A423
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-004
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0093
Comment:
What the ‘combine’ means here? If the information coming from the Contact Subscriptions is contradict with the information customized by the CAB User, how to combine them? Therefore, it should be clear here.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to combine information coming from the Contact Subscriptions with the information that the CAB User customizes about these contacts without contradiction occurred.

	Status: OPEN

	A424
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-005
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
The information required may not only for Presence Subscription, but also for information from other enablers
Proposed Change:
The CAB Enabler MAY include, as a part of the contact information, the information required for Presence Subscription or other Enablers.
	Status: OPEN

	A425
	2008.04.24
	E/T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
There should be ‘single contact’ instead of ‘single contacts’.

In last sentence, it should be better to indicate clearly whose ‘values of presence attributes’.
Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

	A426
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-008
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
According to definition of ‘Share’, it should be relationship between CAB users.
Proposed Change:
The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to manage (e.g. add/change/delete) his own Personal Contact Card information and to Contact Share it (either completely or partially) with other authorized CAB users.
	Status: OPEN

	A427
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
The relationship is not clearly between the CAB user, a contact with his own Personal Contact Card information
Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to request to be notified whenever a one of his contact changes his own Personal Contact Card information.

	Status: OPEN

	A428
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-011
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Proposed Change: 
It is proposed to give an explanation on ‘persistence’ stand for.


	Status: OPEN

	A429
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-012
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Here should clarify about the information required for dynamic, and should not mention other specified service here.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL according to the user’s preferences and/or service provider's policy, be able to either automatically or by request keep up–to–date the information required for dynamic updates of the address books of all the CAB-enabled registered devices of a CAB User. Examples of such dynamic updates may include Presence Subscriptions, CPM Communication Capabilities, CPM User Communication Preferences, 

	Status: OPEN

	A430
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-013
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It is up to the CAB User to categorize his contact information. He can categorize his contact information based on the usage or presence status or other means. Therefore it should not be restricted here.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHOULD provide the CAB User with the ability to organize his contacts into different categories of contacts based on different criteria (e.g. family, friends, colleagues).

	Status: OPEN

	A431
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-016
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
We think the contact information should be only one set per CAB user, whereas the Contact View can have some more. For CPM or other services, the CAB User can have one Contact View per CPM Address not the address book.

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler MAY support one Contact View address book per service addressCPM Address of the CPM Uuser. The service can be CPM or other services the user has subscription to.

	Status: OPEN

	A432
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-017
	Source:  Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
CAB-HLF-017, CAB-HLF-017a: As CAB is Converged AB, it shall support the convergence between different addressing formats. Further 017 and 017a should be combined in case 017a is misunderstanding, because the concept of other Legacy Formats is unclear.

Proposed Change: 

‘The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to receive contact information in legacy standard format including vCard based on user settings. The CAB Enabler MAY be able to receive contact information in other Legacy Formats based on user settings.’
Remove CAB-HLF-017a
EN: See also: [A433]
	Status: OPEN

	A433
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-017a
	Source:  Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
CAB-HLF-017, CAB-HLF-017a: As CAB is Converged AB, it shall support the convergence between different addressing formats. Further 017 and 017a should be combined in case 017a is misunderstanding, because the concept of other Legacy Formats is unclear.

Proposed Change: 

‘The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to receive contact information in legacy standard format including vCard based on user settings. The CAB Enabler MAY be able to receive contact information in other Legacy Formats based on user settings.’
Remove CAB-HLF-017a
EN: See also: [A432]
	Status: OPEN

	A434
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018
	Source:  Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It is a little unclear here. Since the CAB Enabler supports vCard in receiving direction, why for CAB Enabler in sending direction, the supporting of vCard is only an example? It should be consistence.

Further 018 and 018a should be combined in case 018a is misunderstanding, because the concept of other Legacy Formats is unclear.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to Contact Send stored contact information in a standard format (e.g. vCard format), based on user settings and service provider's policy. The CAB Enabler MAY be able to Contact Send stored contact information in other Legacy Formats, based on user settings and service provider's policy.
Remove CAB-HLF-018a
	Status: OPEN

	A435
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
What the ‘own’ refer to the user’ or his contact’s? And try to make it more clearly.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL support Contact Subscriptions to a user’s own Personal Contact Card based onusing uniquely identifiable information, based on Sservice Pprovider policy.

	Status: OPEN

	A436
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020a
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Both parties can initiate a subscription to a CAB User’s own Published Contact Card information. It should not prohibit other CAB Users to request a subscription.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL support a CAB User to invite or be requested by other CAB users to subscribe to his/her Published Contact Card information based on service provider’s policy.

	Status: OPEN

	A437
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-021
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
There is a confusing on ‘notify and authorize requests’.

It is not clear which party the user preferences and service provider policy are based on.

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL provide a means to notify and authorize requests for a Contact Subscription from other CAB Users to a CAB User’s Published Contact Card information, based on user preferences and service provider policy on the party who originates notification and authorization.

	Status: OPEN

	A438
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-022
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It is not clear which party the user preferences and service provider policy are based on.

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL provide notification to an authorized user when changes occur to Published Contact Card information that he/she has a Contact Subscription to, based on user preferences and service provider policy on the party who originates notification.

	Status: OPEN

	A439
	2008.04.24
	E/T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-024
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Clarify the relationship between CAB users.
It is not clear which party the user preferences and service provider policy are based on.

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to notify a CAB User B when another CAB User A added him/her (B) to his/her (A’s) contacts, based on user preferences and service provider policy on the party who receives notification.
	Status: OPEN

	A440
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It is with same requirement as CAB-HLF-024
Proposed Change: 
Remove CAB-HLF-027
	Status: OPEN

	A441
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Huawei
Form: < INP doc, mtg, confcall >

Comment:
It is with same requirement as CAB-HLF-025
Proposed Change: 
Remove CAB-HLF-028
	Status: OPEN

	A442
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-029a
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
As an important feature, the local deletion should be mentioned in the RD.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL allow a CAB User to delete CAB related content in the device with the same content in the network intact.

	Status: OPEN

	A443
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-030
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Try to make it more clearly.

A CAB User can have more than one device and the device should not be limited in mobile devices.
Proposed Change:
The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB address book system to supersede and provide a seamless evolution from the native address book on the CAB User’s mobile devices (e.g. for data, functionality).
	Status: OPEN

	A444
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-031
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
The CAB status information can be provided by a CAB User himself/herself. If this requirement is missing, HLF-031 will be incomplete.
Proposed Change: 
Add requirement CAB-HLF-31a as below:

The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to enable a CAB User to indicate his/her CAB status information(e.g. CAB or legacy contact, corresponding CAB provider, source of contact data, …) to other CAB Users, based on service provider policy.


	Status: OPEN

	A445
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
6.1.1 Security, 6.1.1.1 authentication, 6.1.1.2 Authorization, 6.1.1.3 Data integrity: It should consider about secure on contact information of CAB system.
Proposed Change: 
Add requirement on security

‘The security should be ensured on CAB system with:
· Contact information identity / registration / query / verification / certification / error reporting
· Contact information ID assignment
· Secure contact information identification / authentication mechanisms
by various applications such as copyright verification, software authentication, and content filtering, etc.’

EN: See also: [A446], [A447], [A448]
	Status: OPEN

	A446
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
6.1.1 Security, 6.1.1.1 authentication, 6.1.1.2 Authorization, 6.1.1.3 Data integrity: It should consider about secure on contact information of CAB system.
Proposed Change: 
Add requirement on security

‘The security should be ensured on CAB system with:
· Contact information identity / registration / query / verification / certification / error reporting
· Contact information ID assignment
· Secure contact information identification / authentication mechanisms
by various applications such as copyright verification, software authentication, and content filtering, etc.’

EN: See also: [A445], [A447], [A448]
	Status: OPEN

	A447
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1.2
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
6.1.1 Security, 6.1.1.1 authentication, 6.1.1.2 Authorization, 6.1.1.3 Data integrity: It should consider about secure on contact information of CAB system.
Proposed Change: 
Add requirement on security

‘The security should be ensured on CAB system with:
· Contact information identity / registration / query / verification / certification / error reporting
· Contact information ID assignment
· Secure contact information identification / authentication mechanisms
by various applications such as copyright verification, software authentication, and content filtering, etc.’

EN: See also: [A445], [A446], [A448]
	Status: OPEN

	A448
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1.3
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
6.1.1 Security, 6.1.1.1 authentication, 6.1.1.2 Authorization, 6.1.1.3 Data integrity: It should consider about secure on contact information of CAB system.
Proposed Change: 
Add requirement on security

‘The security should be ensured on CAB system with:
· Contact information identity / registration / query / verification / certification / error reporting
· Contact information ID assignment
· Secure contact information identification / authentication mechanisms
by various applications such as copyright verification, software authentication, and content filtering, etc.’

EN: See also: [A445], [A446], [A447]
	Status: OPEN

	A449
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.1.4 CAB-CONFD-001
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
The device should not be limited in mobile devices.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to assist the CAB User to prevent unauthorized access to his/her local CAB related information on a reported stolen or lost CAB User’s mobile device

	Status: OPEN

	A450
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.5 CAB-IOT-001
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It is not clear. What is the relationship of this requirement with CAB 
Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

	A451
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-002
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It is not clear and should be clarified.
Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

	A452
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-003
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It is not appropriate to mention detailed implementation in RD stage. Therefore the UPP should not be used and a more general description is recommended 
Proposed Change: 
Remove this requirement


	Status: OPEN

	A453
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-001a
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Editorial change
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler enabler SHALL allow a CAB User to associate same fields to more than one Contact View.
	Status: OPEN

	A454
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-003
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Both a trusted entity and a subscriber can request for a CAB User’s Personal Contact Card information. And also this requirement should be moved to section 6.1.1.1 Authentication 

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL utilize a mechanism to authenticate users placing requests for Personal Contact Card information to ensure the information is being provided to a trusted entity or an entity with subscription.
	Status: OPEN

	A455
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-005
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Does it have relationship between this requirement and the Contact View? If not, it should have a more appropriate location
Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

	A456
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-009
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
CAB-VIEW-009, CAB-VIEW-009a: To make it consistency. Here “data types” changed to “data formats”.

Further 009 and 009a should be combined in case 009a is misunderstanding, because the concept of other Legacy Formats is unclear.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL support legacy contact information data typesformats, including vCard format when providing contact information derived from a Contact View to satisfy requests generated on behalf of non-CAB-enabled users. The CAB Enabler MAY support data formats of other Legacy Formats when providing contact information derived from a Contact View to satisfy requests generated on behalf of non-CAB-enabled users.
Remove CAB-VIEW-009a
EN: See also: [A457]
	Status: OPEN

	A457
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-009a
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
CAB-VIEW-009, CAB-VIEW-009a: To make it consistency. Here “data types” changed to “data formats”.

Further 009 and 009a should be combined in case 009a is misunderstanding, because the concept of other Legacy Formats is unclear.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL support legacy contact information data typesformats, including vCard format when providing contact information derived from a Contact View to satisfy requests generated on behalf of non-CAB-enabled users. The CAB Enabler MAY support data formats of other Legacy Formats when providing contact information derived from a Contact View to satisfy requests generated on behalf of non-CAB-enabled users.
Remove CAB-VIEW-009a
EN: See also: [A456]
	Status: OPEN

	A458
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-013
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Editorial change
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL permit creation of authorization rules necessary to automatically select a particular view based on user’s preference, user data, and service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A459
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-001
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
Why only search the contact view of CAB user, than search directly with contact information

Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

	A460
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-002
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It should be clarified what the domains means.

Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

	A461
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-003
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It should be clarified what the domains means.

Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

	A462
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.3 CAB-SRCH-004
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
It may be a function of terminal, out of scope

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL MAY provide a mechanism to match an incomplete contact information provided by an end-user based on the network directories information. If matching gives more than one result, the end-user would be provided with a list of choices.
	Status: OPEN

	A463
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.5 CAB-IWG-001
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
‘Access through security Internet connection…’ it should clarify the meaning for the connection between the user vs. network, or connection between AB system vs. another AB system. And the user is CAB user or general user?
Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

	A464
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.5 CAB-IWG-002
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
The user preference should also be considered in data structure and file types to process contact information.

What is the relationship of this requirement with interworking? It should be clarified.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL support a standardized data structure and file types to process contact information based on user preference and service provider policy when interworking occures.
	Status: OPEN

	A465
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.5 CAB-IWG-002a
	Source: Huawei
Form: doc #0093
Comment:
What is the relationship of this requirement with interworking? It should be clarified.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to support manageing contact information, based on service provider policy, from an input file with the data structure and file types supported by CAB service when interworking occures.

	Status: OPEN

	A466
	2008.04.25
	T
	0 General
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: All editors note shall be removed before going for approval.


	Status: OPEN

	A467
	2008.04.25
	T
	0 General
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: User/CAB user is used but it may be good to distinguish between CAB User Providing Contact Information and CAB User requesting Contact Information.

Proposed change: Identify the different roles in the requirements as above and update the requirements accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

	A468
	2008.04.25
	E
	2.1 [OMA XDM]
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: [OMA XDM] refers to version 1.0, while version 2.0 is the latest version. 

Proposed Change: Change the version from 1.0 to 2.0.
	Status: OPEN

	A469
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "User Communication Preferences"
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CPM User Communication Preferences is not needed as CPM specific and is used in HLF-012 as one of the example.

Proposed Change: Remove this definition.
	Status: OPEN

	A470
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "User Preferences Profiles"
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: User Preferences Profiles is not use anywhere in the document. This is heritage from CPM.

Proposed Change: Remove this definition.
	Status: OPEN

	A471
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: If using common / shared definition with other enabler then investigate to refer other spec to avoid duplicate definition for same thing. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A472
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 “Published Contact Card”
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: Both “Published Contact Card” and “Personal Contact Card” are defined, while the difference between the two terms is not obvious.
Proposed Change: Remove either definition.

EN: See also [A473]
	Status: OPEN

	A473
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 “Personal Contact Card”
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: Both “Published Contact Card” and “Personal Contact Card” are defined, while the difference between the two terms is not obvious.
Proposed Change: Remove either definition.

EN: See also [A472]
	Status: OPEN

	A474
	2008.04.25
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

From: doc 0094
Comment: The defined terms are not listed in the alphabetical order

Proposed Change: order
	Status: OPEN

	A475
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "Contact Share"
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: it is not clear whether "Contact Share" relates to "Personal Contact Card" sharing or to "Contact Entry" sharing. If to both, split to two different terms as the functionalities related to "Personal Contact Card" sharing and to "Contact Entry" sharing are quite different.

Proposed Change: include a statement that Contact Share is only about Personal Contact Card
	Status: OPEN

	A476
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "Contact Share"
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: unclear how "Contact Share" differs from "Contact Subscription"

Proposed Change: include a statement that Contact Share is achieved by Contact Subscription
	Status: OPEN

	A477
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "Contact Subscription"
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: it is not clear whether "Contact Subscription" relates to "Personal Contact Card" sharing or to "Contact Entry" sharing. If to both, split to two different terms as the functionalities related to "Personal Contact Card" sharing and to "Contact Entry" sharing are quite different. 

Proposed Change: include a statement that Contact Subscription is only about Personal Contact Card
	Status: OPEN

	A478
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: It says “… with the CPM System.”

Proposed Change: Change it to “… with the CAB System.” 
	Status: OPEN

	A479
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-HLF-003 & CAB-HLF-005: CAB-HLF-003 defines possible content of contact information. It is no more required  Presence Subscription in CAB-HLF-005.

Proposed Change: Remove the requirement CAB-HLF-005

EN: See also: [A480]
	Status: OPEN

	A480
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-005
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-HLF-003 & CAB-HLF-005: CAB-HLF-003 defines possible content of contact information. It is no more required  Presence Subscription in CAB-HLF-005.

Proposed Change: Remove the requirement CAB-HLF-005

EN: See also: [A479]
	Status: OPEN

	A481
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-005
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-HLF-005 requires to include information about Presence Subscription within contact information. It is not clear what it means. If it is required to include the reference for the Presence Subscription (i.e. a URL) within the Personal Contact Card (so that the CAB Server can subscribe for Presence Information of the users of interest on behalf of the user, if required), the requirement should be clarified accordingly. 

Proposed Change: Reword the requirement to something like “The CAB Enabler MAY include as a part of the Personal Contact Card, the information required for making Presence Subscription.” 
	Status: OPEN

	A482
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-HLF-006 requires something that is already possible in OMA SIMPLE Presence in terms of Presence Authorization Rule.

Proposed Change: Remove the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A483
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-012
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: Presence Subscription, CPM Communication Capabilities and CPM User Preferences are not the essential items in CAB. CAB-HLF-012 is purely a subset of CAB-HLF-011.
Proposed Change: remove HLF-012
	Status: OPEN

	A484
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-012
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: "CAB 1.0" -> "CAB V1.0"
	Status: OPEN

	A485
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV -001
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: The search and Contact Sharing seem to be quite different mechanisms and would deserve its own privacy requirement.

Proposed Change: split the requirement to two as

(001a) The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to set up individual authorisation rules for Contact Sharing to allow a Contact Subscription of his/her Personal Contact Card on a per-user or a per-list-of-users basis.

(001b) The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to set up individual authorisation rules for Contact Sharing to allow searching his/her Personal Contact Card on a per-user or a per-list-of-users basis.


	Status: OPEN

	A486
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-001
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: PRV-001: What does group mean here? It is assumed to be the list of users.

Proposed Change: Rephrase "group" to "list of users". 
	Status: OPEN

	A487
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-002
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: Part of CAB-PRV-001 overlaps with CAB-PRV-002. 

Proposed Change: Remove CAB-PRV-002.
	Status: OPEN

	A488
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-002
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: There is an unnecessary period (i.e. “.”) in CAB-PRS-002. 

Proposed Change: Remove the period (i.e. “.”)
	Status: OPEN

	A489
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-002
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-PRS-002 says “CPM” 

Proposed Change: Change it to “CAB”.
	Status: OPEN

	A490
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-002
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-PRS-002 – presence parameter is not defined

Proposed Change: if the intention is to publish something on behalf of the CAB User, specify exactly what should be published.
	Status: OPEN

	A491
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-003
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: PRS-003: it seems problematic for an enabler to subscribe a user to other user’s presence. The user should be supported in doing this by himself. Also PRS-003 talks about CPM enabler.

Proposed Change: new wording (analogous wording in CPM RD now): The CAB Enabler SHALL allow a CAB User to indicate the contacts whose presence should be watched, on a per User Preferences Profile basis.
	Status: OPEN

	A492
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-003
	Source: Nokia

From: doc 0094
Comment: The requirement is not CAB related but rather SIMPLE/Presence related.

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A493
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.8, CAB-PRS-001
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: The requirement seems to be UE only requirement and does not seem to require any interoperability between client and network. Therefore it is not needed.

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN

	A494
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: Many requirements overlaps with existing high level requirements. Based on this description concept of views is not clear. 

Proposed Change: ???
	Status: OPEN

	A495
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: Extended presonal data in HLF-003 (and VIEW section): the motivation of the VIEW requirements is largely driven by better portraying a particular person. This is not CAB’s intent however. There is a new UPM work item on profile management which seems more appropriate.

Proposed Change: delete or postpone all profile related requirements from CAB and submit them to UPM.
	Status: OPEN

	A496
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-005
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-VIEW-005 – according to the definitions user can subscribe to update’s of contact information so wording user obtains subscription is confusing. It sounds again as what’s already covered – user can subscribe to receive updates. 

Proposed Change: Delete the requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A497
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-009
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-VIEW-009 & CAB-VIEW-009b: Unclear how non-CAB enabler users can request the contact information derived from a Contact View. This seems to be out of scope of CAB.

Proposed Change: remove
EN: See also: [A498]
	Status: OPEN

	A498
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-009b
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-VIEW-009 & CAB-VIEW-009b: Unclear how non-CAB enabler users can request the contact information derived from a Contact View. This seems to be out of scope of CAB.

Proposed Change: remove
EN: See also: [A497]
	Status: OPEN

	A499
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-011
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: The requirement seems to be the same as CAB-PRV-002 and CAB-VIEW-012, CAB-VIEW-013.

Proposed Change: remove CAB-VIEW-011
	Status: OPEN

	A500
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-012
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: The requirement seems to be the same as CAB-PRV-002 and CAB-VIEW-011, CAB-VIEW-013.

Proposed Change: remove CAB-VIEW-012
	Status: OPEN

	A501
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-013
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-VIEW-013 overlaps with CAB-PRV-001. 

Proposed Change: Remove CAB-VIEW-013.
	Status: OPEN

	A502
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-014
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: CAB-VIEW-014 is not clear. Seems like there should be a display name for a Contact View, and the name would be available for others. What value such name would bring to others? 
Proposed Change: Remove the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	A503
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2, CAB-VIEW-010
	Source: Nokia

From: doc #0094
Comment: The requirement contradicts the requirement CAB-VIEW-008. CAB-VIEW-008 requests "a CAB-common data format" - single data format used in CAB - while CAB-VIEW-010 allows "select the data format in which the data would be delivered" - several data formats used in CAB.

Proposed Change: remove CAB-VIEW-010.
	Status: OPEN

	A504
	2008.04.24
	T
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Toshiba

Form: doc #0095
Comment: 

If Alice is not in possession of any of her registered device and wants to get some information from her own contacts using a public or borrowed device.

Alice can organize her address book on one device, and all the modifications are automatically made available on the other devices. She can access the same information from a new device, or an unregistered device or even from a web page in a cyber cafe.

Proposed Change: 

Alice can organize her address book on one device, and all the modifications are automatically made available on the other devices. She can access the same information from a new device, or an unregistered device or even from a web page in a cyber cafe.
	Status: OPEN

	A505
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-008
	Source: Toshiba

Form: doc #0095
Comment:
The CAB enabler shall be capable of populating the CAB automatically at the end of the call received from a new caller (whose contact information does not exist in CAB) per CAB user policy and preference. 

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to manage (e.g. add/change/delete) his own Personal Contact Card information and to Contact Share it (either completely or partially) with other authorized users.

Proposed Change:
The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to manage (e.g. add/change/delete) his own Personal Contact Card information and to Contact Share it (either completely or partially) with other authorized users and to send the desired view of it to the first time caller automatically.
	Status: OPEN

	A506
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-011
	Source: Toshiba

Form: doc #0095
Comment:

CAB user may want to synchronize just the necessary information for a specific device. 

The CAB Enabler SHALL, according to the user’s preferences and/or service provider's policy, be able to either automatically or by request keep up-to-date all persistent information of the address books of all the CAB-enabled registered devices of a CAB User  (e.g. addition, deletion, change of a contact entry or a group thereof, changes to the structure of an address book). 

Proposed Change:
The CAB Enabler SHALL, according to the user’s preferences and/or service provider's policy, be able to either automatically or by request keep up-to-date all persistent information of the address books of all the CAB-enabled registered devices of a CAB User  (e.g. addition, deletion, change of a contact entry or a group thereof, changes to the structure of an address book). 

Some filtering may be applied to synchronization in order to synchronize just the necessary information for a specific device.
	Status: OPEN

	A507
	2008.04.25
	E
	1
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Missing hyphens for better readability

Proposed Change: 

As telecommunications are evolving towards all-IP based networks, many innovative and flexible services emerge to facilitate peer-to-peer and community communications, most using an address book as a launch pad for these services. Users are dealing with many address books (such as device-resident, SIM SIM-resident, service service-dependent and ISP ISP-offered) that cause difficult and bad user experience. In order to avoid market fragmentation and improve user experience a common standard for Address Book is required. 


	Status: OPEN

	A508
	2008.04.25
	E
	1
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: “common” would seem more appropriate than “single” considering that there are requirements aiming at multiple address books (corporate vs personal)

Proposed Change: 

The aim is to use and refer to existing relevant standards and specifications to develop an enabler for a network based address book that allows the use of a single common address book by a variety of services and devices.
	Status: OPEN

	A509
	2008.04.25
	E
	1
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: the list of candidate services consuming the CAB information shall be left open

Proposed Change: 

The services that can use the address book include but are not limited to the following: messaging, gaming, conferencing, browsing and Value Added Services.


	Status: OPEN

	A510
	2008.04.25
	E
	1
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Proposed editorial rewording

Proposed Change: 

Note that the CAB system model does not prohibit a device from having multiple, concurrent CAB subscriptions in support of varied user domains (e.g. personal, corporate). This would permit CAB implementations to provide support for multiple on-device address books or a common unified on-device address book or any mix as desired. These details are not in the scope of the CAB Enabler and therefore, are therefore not covered in the requirements.


	Status: OPEN

	A511
	2008.04.25
	E
	1
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Grammar & editorial corrections

Proposed Change: 

The scope of the work of CAB includes:

· Defininge an extensible CAB data structure ensuring that it shall be able toincorporatinge data fields from existing formats (e.g., vCard specifications supported in today’s devices) and covering:
· The Ddefineition of the organization of information related to contacts

· The iIntegration ofe other type information like bookmarks to contact informationlike bookmarks.

· Developing features which allow access from different networks and services 

· Supporting for a user to provide his own up-to-date contact information to others, so that they to populate their respective address book

· Providing access and synchronization for various devices registered by the same user across IP networks.

· To dDeveloping a framework that allows interworking with available network based address book(s) provided by (for example) messaging and email services. This framework is expected to use standard data formats.

· Integrating the existing device-based address book into CAB 

	Status: OPEN

	A512
	2008.04.25
	E
	2
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Missing header for the normative references sections

Proposed Change: 

Add the heading
	Status: OPEN

	A513
	2008.04.25
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The definitions shall be sorted for better readability

Proposed Change: 

Sort the definitions, e.g. in alphabetical order.
	Status: OPEN

	A514
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "CAB User"
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The definition of CAB User refers to the notion of subscription. The OMA DICT would favour defining the CAB User as an entity that uses the services of the CAB System. Also the notion of permission shall rather be mentioned as a requirement rather than as part of the definition. 

Proposed Change: 

CAB User
An entity (e.g. a person) who has a subscriptionuses the services provided by to a CAB System, usually.  Normally permitted to insert/delete/modify contacts from their its contact list as well as permitted to define information to be presented to other users seeking theirits own contact information.
	Status: OPEN

	A515
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "Contact View"
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The definition of Contact View seems to contradict itself as the attributes are mentioned as selected by the CAB User but also can be defined by the service provider

Proposed Change: 

Contact View
A named subset of the Personal Contact Card of the CAB User to be made available to other users.  The attributes included in a view are selected by the CAB User. A Contact View can be defined by botheither the service provider or the CAB User.
	Status: OPEN

	A516
	2008.04.25
	E
	3.2 "Converged Address Book"
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The notion of database is not essential to the definition of the Converged Address Book

Proposed Change: 

Converged Address Book
A set of contact entries commonly available to any registered device. Each contact entry consists of a set of static and/or dynamic information. Contact Entries in the database support various addresses from different addressing schemes.
	Status: OPEN

	A517
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 "Converged Address Book"
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The Converged Address Book shall be flexible enough to support other type of information than addresses as certain services would not offer addresses but rather identifiers as a means of service initiation between two parties.

Proposed Change: 

Converged Address Book
A set of contact entries commonly available to any registered device. Each contact entry consists of a set of static and/or dynamic information. Contact Entries in the database support various addresses identifiers (including notably addresses from different addressing schemes).
	Status: OPEN

	A518
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 “Published Contact Card”
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The qualifier “internally” is used in the definitions of the “Published Contact Card” and the “Contact Share” defintions. Please consider clarifying or deleting the qualifier.

Proposed Change: 

As per comment, some clarification is required. Alternatively, deleting the qualifier.

EN: See also: [A519]
	Status: OPEN

	A519
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 “Contact Share”
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The qualifier “internally” is used in the definitions of the “Published Contact Card” and the “Contact Share” defintions. Please consider clarifying or deleting the qualifier.

Proposed Change: 

As per comment, some clarification is required. Alternatively, deleting the qualifier.

EN: See also: [A518]
	Status: OPEN

	A520
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 “Contact Subscription”
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The definition of “Contact Subscription” appears to be worded like a requirement instead of a definition.

Proposed Change: 

Contact Subscription
Means by which a CAB User can subscribe receiveto  automatic updates to of another CAB users’ personal and available contact information.  
	Status: OPEN

	A521
	2008.04.25
	T
	3.2 “User Communication Preferences”
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The definition of the “User Communication Preferences” is already present in the CPM RD. To prevent divergences / conflicts, the CAB RD shall refer to the CPM definition.

Proposed Change: 

Refer to the CPM RD.
	Status: OPEN

	A522
	2008.04.25
	E
	3.2 “User Communication Preferences”
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The definition of “User Communication Preferences” is also present in CPM which may result into divergences / conflicts between the definitions. Considering its genericity, please consider moving the definition to the OMA Dictionary.
Proposed Change: 

Please consider moving the definition to the OMA Dictionary.
	Status: OPEN

	A523
	2008.04.25
	T
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The term “Communication Capabilities” is undefined in the context of the CAB RD.

Proposed Change: 

Please provide a definition of the term.
	Status: OPEN

	A524
	2008.04.25
	T
	5.1
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The entire Use Case refers rather to the CPM enabler than the CAB Enabler as all actors are mentioned as having a CPM subscription but the relation to the Converged Address Book enabler is not really explicit.

Proposed Change: 

Please consider rewording the Use Case from the perspective of the CAB Enabler.
	Status: OPEN

	A525
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections to the first paragraph

Proposed Change: 

CAB Users can publish different Contact Views of their Personal Contact Card for other users to receive. They can make use of Contact Views offered by the service provider to associate the information they want to make available to other services (of the same or another service provider). This allows them to minimize their intervention latersubsequenton to  manual input repetitive data input for and into different services.
	Status: OPEN

	A526
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Superfluous “back to Alice” in paragraph 5.

Proposed Change:
Cheryl is a close friend of Alice and has CAB service from a different provider (CAB System C).  She wants to subscribe to Alice’s information so that she and Alice can stay in close contact at all times.  She will also provide Alice with her most informative Contact View of her own Personal Contact Card back to Alice. 
	Status: OPEN

	A527
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Superfluous “to” in first paragraph

Proposed Change: 

Alice can let people wanting access to her Personal Contact Card informationto have different levels of information – based on her willingness to share.  Her CAB System will let her know when requests for information are made, if she desires, and she can elevate the level of the view to be provided.
	Status: OPEN

	A528
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections to 3rd paragraph

Proposed Change: 

Gaming service can enhance its offering by querying Alice’s CAB and obtaining Alice’sinformation about Alice, that she intended to allow the Gaming service to use. Alice only needs to keep her information up-to-date in one place i.e. her CAB Personal Information rather than propagate each update into each of the services she is using.
	Status: OPEN

	A529
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Superfluous “the” in Cheryl’s paragraph

Proposed Change: 

Cheryl, being a close friend of Alice wants as much contact information as possible so they can stay in touch.  Cheryl also subscribes to a Presence Service and several network community sites and will use contact information she gets from the Alice’s CAB to invoke appropriate subscriptions.
	Status: OPEN

	A530
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.2.4
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial correction for better readability

Proposed Change: 

Bob, Cheryl, David, Erin, Frank, Gail, Claire and Henry have information on Alice that they can use to stay in contact. The Gaming service can query and obtain the latest up-to-date information about Alice, that as Alice has organized by Alice in the ‘Gaming’ Contact View and authorized for the Gaming service to see.
	Status: OPEN

	A531
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.2.5 #1 and #6
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: It is assumed the access information refer to Alice’s CAB.

Proposed Change: 

1)
Bob is adding Alice’s CAB access information to his contact list on CAB system B.
[…]

6)
Cheryl is setting up her account with CAB System C and enters Alice’s CAB access information and requests the system to subscribe to Alice’s Personal Contact Card information.  She also requests System C to send data associated with her ‘BestFriendForever’ Contact View to Alice and authorizes a subscription option depending on Alice’s interest.
	Status: OPEN

	A532
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.2.6.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

1)
Alice would like to invite Henry to subscribe to her contact information and asks CAB System A to do so.

2)
CAB System A creates an invitation-to-subscribe-to-Alice-contact-info message and sends it to CAB System H.

3)
CAB System H notifies Henry that Alice is inviting him to subscribe to her contact information.

4)
Henry decides to accept the invitation and acknowledges that to CAB System H

5)
Based on Henry’s decision, CAB System H creates a subscribe-to-Alice-Contact-info message and sends it to CAB System A.

6)
CAB System A notifies Alice that Henry wants to subscribe to her contact information.

7)
Alice gladly authorizes the subscription and selects her “bestfriends” Contact View to share with Henry.

8)
CAB System A acknowledges CAB System H regarding to Alice’s decision with Alice’s Contact View data.
	Status: OPEN

	A533
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.2.7
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

A CAB System would provide several service provider-defined Contact Views based on the service provider offered services offered by the service provider. In addition it would probably permit a CAB User to set up a small/moderate number of views (say 3 to 7) for use in presenting data to external users.  The CAB User should be able to name these arbitrarily – though a it should be clear which one is ‘default’.

A CAB System may offer to provide a ‘subscription’ to a view of a CAB User’s Personal Contact Card information to other CAB Systems in which case it should notify the other CAB System in case either: 1) the set of attributes in the view is changed; or 2) the user’s assigned view is changed (e.g. from ‘default’ to ‘workinfo’).
	Status: OPEN

	A534
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

1.
Alice will be able to send Charlie’s contact information in her address book towith  Bob.

2.
Bob will be able to add Charlie’s contact information to his address book without entering it
	Status: OPEN

	A535
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.3.5
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: 5.3.5 & 5.3.6: The flows are written in the past tense for no obvious reason which doesn’t help their readability.

Proposed Change: 

Please consider rewriting the flows using the present tense.

EN: See also: [A536]
	Status: OPEN

	A536
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.3.6
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: 5.3.5 & 5.3.6: The flows are written in the past tense for no obvious reason which doesn’t help their readability.

Proposed Change: 

Please consider rewriting the flows using the present tense.

EN: See also: [A535]
	Status: OPEN

	A537
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.5.1
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

The use case presents the benefits for enabling a CAB User to use CAB data related to information of his CAB User’s contacts in order to customize the ways incoming calls, messages (e.g. SMS, MMS…) or incoming session invitations (e.g. CPM) from originating party are presented to him by his device.'
	Status: OPEN

	A538
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.5.3
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

1) Alice is a registered CAB uUsers.

2) Bob is part of Alice’s CAB contacts in her CAB. 

3) Alice selected the CAB data information of related Bob towhich shall be presented to her when receiving incoming calls, messages (e.g. SMS, MMS…) or incoming session invitation (e.g. CPM) from Bob.
	Status: OPEN

	A539
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.5.5
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The first three steps of the flow are already in the pre-conditions of the use case. They are therefore superfluous as part of the flow and shall be deleted.

Proposed Change: 

Delete steps 1, 2 and 3.
	Status: OPEN

	A540
	2008.04.25
	E
	5.5.5
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Proposed rewording of step 5.

Proposed Change: 

5) The The incoming call, message (e.g. SMS, MMS…) or incoming session invitation (e.g. CPM) from Bob is presented to Alice by associated client basedapplication (Telephony client, CPM client, Telephony client …) retrieves from the CAB and presents using the pre-selected CAB data information (picture…) related to Bob (picture…).
	Status: OPEN

	A541
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-003
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: For non communication-oriented services and applications consuming the services of the CAB, the contact information may require other types of identifiers than addresses 

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL include contact information such as:

· Full name

· Display name

· Addresses and other identifiers (e.g. CPM Address, email address, phone number, SIP address, home address, gaming identifier)

· Basic personal data (e.g. birth date, description, gender, height) 

· Extended personal data (e.g. areas of expertise, avatars data, hobbies, interests, photo or video data, title)

· Web resources (e.g. homepage url, weblog url, publications url)

· Organisational data (e.g. business category, department name, job title, alternative contact or agent)

EN: The 6th item lead by "•" proposed by the source.
	Status: OPEN

	A542
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-004
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to combine information coming from the Contact Subscriptions of a CAB User with the information that the CAB User customizes about these contacts.
	Status: OPEN

	A543
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The wording of the requirement implies an indirection which is not required at RD stage.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler MAY support a mechanism for allow the CAB User to be able to select different groups of contacts or single contacts in his/her address book and indicate the values of presence attributes to be exposed to those contacts
	Status: OPEN

	A544
	2008.04.25
	E
	6 "Contact Share" "Contact Send"
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Notably, CAB-HLF-008, CAB-HLF-018, CAB-SHR-001…: The usage of the Contact Share and Contact Send terms in the requirements’ text impedes readability.

Proposed Change: 

Please consider alternate means to convey the meaning of the “Contact Share” and “Contact Send” operations.
	Status: OPEN

	A545
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-013
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The Editor’s Note need to be resolved.

Proposed Change: 

Please resolve the Editor’s Note.
	Status: OPEN

	A546
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-014
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The wording of the requirement implies an indirection which is not required at RD stage.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL support a mechanism for allow the CAB User to be able to give selective access and modification rights for his CAB to an Authorized Principal.
	Status: OPEN

	A547
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-016
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The requirement implies that the CPM Address is the means to associate a CPM User with its CAB / address book.

Proposed Change: 

Please consider making the relationship between CAB User and its address book(s) generic and agnostic to the CPM Enabler.
	Status: OPEN

	A548
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018b
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The requirement mandates at RD level the choices of appropriate communication methods to deliver “3rd party contact information”.

Proposed Change: 

Please postpone the normative choices of suitable communication methods to the TS phase and keep the list as informative at RD stage.
	Status: OPEN

	A549
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-018b
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The usage of the expression “3rd party contact information” is unclear in the requirement.

Proposed Change: 

Please clarify what is meant by “3rd party contact information”.
	Status: OPEN

	A550
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020a
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL supportallow a CAB User to invite other CAB users to subscribe to his/her Published Contact Card information based on service provider’s policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A551
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-023
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The intent of the requirement is unclear.

Proposed Change: 

Please consider rewriting the requirement for better clarity.
	Status: OPEN

	A552
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The relation of CAB-HLF-027 with CAB-HLF-024 is unclear. Is the purpose of CAB-HLF-027 to give the “adding” CAB User the option to explicitly notify the “added” CAB User that the “adding” CAB User added him/her to his/her address book?

Proposed Change: 

Please clarify and consider rewording if the above understanding is correct.
	Status: OPEN

	A553
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: CAB-HLF-028 seems to be already covered by CAB-HLF-025.

Proposed Change: 

Please delete CAB-HLF-028 if this is the case or please consider rewording it if the above understanding is not correct.
	Status: OPEN

	A554
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-029
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL allow a CAB User to retrieve from the network CAB-related content deleted in a device from the network.
	Status: OPEN

	A555
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-031
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to provide a CAB User with the CAB status  information (e.g. CAB or legacy contact, pending authorisation, corresponding CAB provider, source of contact data, …) of each of his/her contacts, based on service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN


The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to set up individual authorisation rules on a per-user or a per group basis for Contact Sharing to allow a Contact Subscription and or a searching search on his own personal contact information on a per-user or a per group basis..

	
	Status: OPEN

	A557
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-002
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL provide to the CAB User with the capability to define and manage authorization rules per Contact View.
	Status: OPEN

	A558
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1.7 CAB-LI-004
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

When supporting a lawful interception request, tThe CAB Enabler SHALL be able to provide the available CAB information when supporting a lawful interception request regardless of anonymity or privacy settings.
	Status: OPEN

	A559
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-001a
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

The CAB enabler SHALL allow a CAB User to associate the same specific fields to more than one Contact View.
	Status: OPEN

	A560
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-008
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The qualification of the common data format as a CAB one seems to imply that the data format would necessarily be defined by CAB while it may be found at AD/TS phase that such a format has already been defined (for example outside of OMA) and could hence be reused. It is proposed to remove the CAB qualifier from the requirement as per the proposed change.

Proposed Change:
The CAB Enabler SHALL utilize use a CAB-common data format for providing Personal Contact Card information derived from a Contact View to requests generated from CAB Systems. 
	Status: OPEN

	A561
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-009b
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The qualifier “others” can only be understood in relation to CAB-VIEW-009. The proposed change explicits what the other relates to.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler MAY support data types of other Legacy Formats than the vCard format when providing contact information derived from a Contact View to satisfy requests generated on behalf of non-CAB-enabled users.
	Status: OPEN

	A562
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-012
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHOULD permit a CAB User to manage the list of users and their referenced Contact Views to permit changes to the data other users are entitled to see.
	Status: OPEN


The CAB Enabler SHALL permit creation of support authorization rules allowingnecessary to automatically select a particular Contact Vview based on user’s preference, user data, and service provider policy.

	
	Status: OPEN

	A564
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-014
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The wording of this requirement makes it difficult to understand.

Proposed Change: 

Please consider rewriting it.
	Status: OPEN

	A565
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.4 CAB-SHR-002
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: Editorial corrections for better readability

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL support a user to use the allow a CAB User to for receive contact information from others and add it into the user’shis/her CAB address book subject to the uUser’s preference and service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A566
	2008.04.18
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID: <4FA5935051320740840AA154E3D27A0901417E73@CNSHGSMBS01.ad4.ad.alcatel.com>
Comment: Authentication is a must requirement. 

Proposed Change: The authentication requirement to be added as:

“The CAB Enabler SHALL support the mutual authentication between the CAB server and CAB client.”
	Status: OPEN

	A567
	2008.04.18
	T
	6.1.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID: <4FA5935051320740840AA154E3D27A0901417E73@CNSHGSMBS01.ad4.ad.alcatel.com>
Comment: Authorization is very important for the CAB Enabler to prevent unauthorized access to CAB server.
Proposed Change:
The authorization requirement to be added as: 

“The CAB Enabler SHALL support the CAB server to prevent unauthorized access to CAB user related information on server side.”
	Status: OPEN

	A568
	2008.04.18
	T
	6.1.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID: <4FA5935051320740840AA154E3D27A0901417E73@CNSHGSMBS01.ad4.ad.alcatel.com>
Comment: Authorization is very important for the CAB User to prevent unauthorized access to his/her local CAB related information on a reported stolen or lost CAB User’s mobile device.
Proposed Change:
The authorization requirement to be added as: 

“The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to assist the CAB User to prevent unauthorized access to his/her local CAB related information on a reported stolen or lost CAB User’s mobile device.”
	Status: OPEN

	A569
	2008.04.18
	T
	6.1.1.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID: <4FA5935051320740840AA154E3D27A0901417E73@CNSHGSMBS01.ad4.ad.alcatel.com>
Comment: It is very important to guarantee CAB related information correct on transportation. 
Proposed Change:
The data integrity requirement to be added as: 

“The CAB Enabler SHALL provide data integrity to prevent CAB related information from accidental or intentional changes.”
	Status: OPEN

	A570
	2008.04.18
	T
	6.1.1.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID: <4FA5935051320740840AA154E3D27A0901417E73@CNSHGSMBS01.ad4.ad.alcatel.com>
Comment: It is very important to keep CAB related information secret on transportation. 
Proposed Change:
The data confidentiality requirement to be added as: 

“The CAB Enabler SHALL support confidentiality that ensures that CAB related information is not available or disclosed to unauthorized entities.”
	Status: OPEN

	A571
	2008.04.18
	T
	6.1.1.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID: <4FA5935051320740840AA154E3D27A0901417E73@CNSHGSMBS01.ad4.ad.alcatel.com>
Comment: Delete the requirement CAB-CONFD-001, since this requirement belongs to authorization, not confidentiality.
Proposed Change: Delete the requirement CAB-CONFD-001
	Status: OPEN

	A572
	2008.04.23
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Telenor, TeliaSonera

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID: <4FA5935051320740840AA154E3D27A0901417E73@CNSHGSMBS01.ad4.ad.alcatel.com>
Comment: Need of requirement on access control to distribute the address information. At least to avoid unintentional dissemination. (PIN code might be used, in solution.)

Proposed Change: Insert above requirement in e.g. in 6.1.1 Security (general): “The CAB Enabler SHALL support access control to distribute the address information, to avoid e.g. unintentional dissemination.”
	Status: OPEN

	A573
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-002
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment: editorial 

Proposed Change:  

The CAB Enabler SHALL provide the CAB User with all available information thatwhich may enable him to the invocationinvoke  of any kind of service (e.g., CPM Conversation).
	Status: OPEN

	A574
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-004
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to combine information coming originating from the Contact Subscriptions with the information the CAB User customizes about the associated thesecontacts.
	Status: OPEN

	A575
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-006
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial; it is the attributes that are selected, not the "values of presence attributes".  

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler MAY support the capability a mechanism for a the CAB User to be able to select different groups of contacts or single contacts in their his/her address book, and to indicate the values of presence attributes to be exposed to the selected those contacts.
	Status: OPEN

	A576
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-008
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial clarification of authorization
Proposed Change:
The CAB Enabler SHALL allow the CAB User to manage (e.g., add/change/delete) their his own Personal Contact Card information, and to Contact Share it (either completely or partially) with other authorized CAB Users, as authorized in CAB User defined policies.

	Status: OPEN

	A577
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-010
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  Editorial

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL provide the capability allow for athe CAB User to request notification to be notified whenever a contact of the CAB User changes theirhis own Personal Contact Card information.
	Status: OPEN

	A578
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-011
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  Editorial 

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL, according to the CAB Uuser’s preferences and/or service provider's policy, be able to either automatically or by request keep up-to-date all persistent information of the address books of all the CAB-enabled registered devices of a CAB User  (e.g., addition, deletion, change of a contact entry or a group thereof, changes to the structure of an address book). 


	Status: OPEN

	A579
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-012
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:   Editorial: Dynamic information in address books is kept up to date, not the "information required for dynamic updates". CPM communication capabilities are part of capabilities are part of Presence? 

Proposed Change:  

The CAB Enabler SHALL, according to the CAB Uuser’s preferences and/or service provider's policy, be able to either automatically or by request keep up–to–date the information required for dynamic information updates of  the address books of all the CAB-enabled registered devices of a CAB User. Examples of such  dynamic updates may include Presence Subscriptions, CPM Communication Capabilities, CPM User Communication Preferences, etc. 

	Status: OPEN

	A580
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-017
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  Editorial: Specify vCard format in this requirement and non vCard formats in #17a.  

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL support be able to receive  contact information conveyed in vCard format in legacy standard format including vCard(e.g., received from CAB Users, other CAB Service Providers, etc.), based on CAB Uuser settings. 

	Status: OPEN

	A581
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-17a
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  Editorial: Specify formats other than vCard in this requirement and mandate support for vCard in #017.

Proposed Change:
The CAB Enabler MAY support be able to receive contact information conveyed (e.g., received from other CAB Users or CAB Service Providers) in other formats other than vCard, Legacy Formats , based on CAB Uuser settings. 

	Status: OPEN

	A582
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-18
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  Mandate vCard in this requirement and allow other formats in #018a

Proposed Change:  

The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to Contact Send stored contact information that is conveyed in a standard format (e.g. vCard format),  based on CAB Uuser settings and service provider's policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A583
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-18a
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  Editorial: Allow formats other than vCard in this requirement and the vCard format in #018.

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler MAY be able to Contact Send stored contact information that is conveyed in non vCard formatother Legacy Formats, based on CAB Uuser settings and service provider's  policy
	Status: OPEN

	A584
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-020
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial; identifiers should be specified in next stages 

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL support Contact Subscriptions to a CAB User's user’s own  Personal Contact Card, based on uniquely identifiable information,based on Service Provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A585
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-022
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL provide notification to an authorized CAB Uuser when changes occur to Published Contact Card information for which that  the CAB User he/she has a Contact Subscription to, based on CAB Uuser preferences and service provider policy. 
	Status: OPEN

	A586
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-023
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL update the CAB Uuser’s address book withtheir  contact information contained in notifications from Contact Subscriptions, contact information based on CAB Uuser preferences. 
	Status: OPEN

	A587
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-024
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL have the capability be able to notify a CAB User when another CAB User addsed the CAB User him/her to their him/her address bookcontacts , based on CAB Uuser preferences and service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A588
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-029
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL allow a CAB User to retrieve network stored CAB related content that has been deleted fromin  a CAB User'sa device from the network.
 
	Status: OPEN

	A589
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-032
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL expose to other OMA Eenablers (e.g., the Messaging Eenabler, CPM Eenabler, etc.Telephony enabler) query capabilities for CAB datainformation related to a CAB User's contacts, subject to CAB Uuser authorization and/or service provider policies.
	Status: OPEN

	A590
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1.5 CAB-IOT-001
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL provide an interdomain CAB  network to network interface for the interoperation between service providers. .
	Status: OPEN

	A591
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1.6 CAB-PRV-001
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
 The CAB Enabler SHALL allow athe CAB User to set up individual authorisation rules on a per-user or a per group basis that authorizes for Contact Sharing, to allow aContact Subscription, and the searching ofhis own personal contact information.   on a per-user or a per group basis.
	Status: OPEN

	A592
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-002
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  Supporting presence requires substantially complex functionality, which is already documented in PAG specs. 
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler MAY support a set of presence parameters on behalf of the CAB Users. that derive from different services. 
 
	Status: OPEN

	A593
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.8 CAB-PRS-003
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
The CABCPM Enabler SHALL have the capability to create or release subscriptions for the presence be able to subscribe/unsubscribe a CAB User to one of his  of the CAB User's contacts, ’ presence , according to the CAB User's his active  User Preferences Profile.
	Status: OPEN

	A594
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-001
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
 The CAB Enabler SHALL provide the capability for permit a CAB User to manage (create, delete, modify, name, use service provider defined names, etc.) Contact Views of their Personal Contact Card, which is would be the basis of for the contact information the CAB Enabler providesd to other CAB Uusers.
	Status: OPEN

	A595
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-003
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  

Proposed Change: 
 The CAB Enabler SHALL  a mechanism to  only provide Personal Contact Information to authenticated CAB Users, in accordance with CAB User Contact Views. authenticate users placing requests for Personal Contact Card information to ensure the information is being provided to a trusted entity.
	Status: OPEN

	A596
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-004
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  The meaning of "public" is open in the requirement.  

Proposed Change: 
 The CAB Enabler SHALL provide the capability for permit a CAB User to designate a default set a Contact View for CAB Users not specified in other Contact Views to be public.


	Status: OPEN

	A597
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-006
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler SHALL have the capability to generate a mechanism by which a  notifications is generated for active Contact Subscriptions associated withfor   Published Contact Card activity toward all active Contact Subscriptions when  either any of the following occur: the value of an attribute in the Contact View changes, an attribute is added or removed from athe Contact View, or the subscribing user is mapped to a different Contact View.

	Status: OPEN

	A598
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-009
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  Editorial: Mandate vCard format in this requirement and allow non vCard formats in 009b

Proposed Change: 
 The CAB Enabler SHALL have the capability to convey support legacy contact information data types, including contact information in vCard formats to entities generating requests on behalf of non CAB Users.  when providing contact information derived from a Contact View to satisfy requests generated on behalf of non-CAB-enabled users..
	Status: OPEN

	A599
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-009b
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  Editorial: Allow non vCard formats in this requirement and mandate the vCard format in #009.
Proposed Change: 
The CAB Enabler MAY supportconvey data types of  contact information in non vCard format other Legacy Formats to entities generating requests on behalf of non CAB Users. when providing contact information derived from a Contact View to satisfy requests generated on behalf of non-CAB-enabled users. 
	Status: OPEN

	A600
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-010
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
 The CAB Enabler MAY provide the capability for permit a CAB Uuser requesting contact information to select the data format to be used in the response to a request in which the data would be delivered (e.g. vCard format, web page, etc.).
	Status: OPEN

	A601
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-012
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
 The CAB Enabler SHOULD permit a CAB User to manage the list of users andassociated their referenced with each Contact Views to permit changes to the data other users are entitled.
	Status: OPEN

	A602
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.2 CAB-VIEW-013
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096
Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 
 The CAB Enabler SHALL have the capability to permit createion of  authorization rules that necessary to automatically select a particular Contact Vview based upon CAB Uuser's preferences, user data, and service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A603
	2008.04.25
	E
	2 [OMADICT]
	Source: TeliaSonera

Form: doc #0097

Comment: It is suggested to delete the OMADICT reference that is already included as an informative reference.

Proposed Change: 

Delete the OMADICT reference.
	Status: OPEN

	A604
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.6
	Source: TeliaSonera

Form: doc #0097

Comment: The aim is to use and refer to existing relevant standards and specifications to develop an enabler for a network based address book that allows the use of a single address book by a variety of services and devices. But chapter 6.6 Overall System Requirement is empty.
Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHOULD re-use as appropriate (e.g. through reference) relevant parts of the associated supporting specifications from OMA, 3GPP, 3GPP2, IETF, TISPAN, etc.
	Status: OPEN

	A605
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: TeliaSonera

Form: doc #0097

Comment: 5.3.7 describe that a CAB subscribers could stop unwanted contact information sent to them. This function is not included in Security chapter.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHOULD allow a CAB Service to protect CAB Users against Unwanted Contact information (i.e. spam), according to the user’s preferences and service provider policies. Alternative, move CAB-SHR-003 to security chapter.
	Status: OPEN

	A606
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: TeliaSonera

Form: doc #0097

Comment: Missing security requirement for CAB client to network resident address book.
Proposed Change: 

It SHALL be possible to preserve the integrity and confidentiality of address books between a CAB Client and CAB or ISP network based address book.
	Status: OPEN

	A607
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: TeliaSonera

Form: doc #0097

Comment: Missing security requirement for CAB client to other device resident address books.
Proposed Change: 

It SHALL be possible to preserve the integrity and confidentiality of address books between a CAB Client and device resident or SIM based address books.
	Status: OPEN

	A608
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.4.1
	Source: TeliaSonera

Form: doc #0097

Comment: Scope includes integrating the existing device based address book into CAB. This is not enough described in usability chapter.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL ensure that a CAB User does not have to know or select the existing device based address book technologies to get a converged and common view.
	Status: OPEN

	A609
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.4.1 
	Source: TeliaSonera

Form: doc #0097

Comment: Missing usability requirement.
Proposed Change: 

The CPM Enabler SHALL ensure that a CAB User does not have to know or select the communication technology that will be used for sharing contact information to a non-CAB User.
	Status: OPEN

	A610
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.4.1 
	Source: TeliaSonera

Form: doc #0097

Comment: Missing usability requirement.
Proposed Change:
Address Book should log previous used addresses to support quick access to these addresses as a quick launch pad for related services.
	Status: OPEN
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Figure 1. Example of Contact Views in the CAB User's Personal Contact Card (Concerning A369)
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