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1 Reason for Change

This CR addresses the comments made regarding requirements CAB-SRCH-002 and CAB-SRCH-003 included in the RDRR as comments A569 to A579.  These are included for ease of consideration.
	A569
	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

	A570
	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

	A571
	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

	A572
	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

	A573
	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

	A574
	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

	A575
	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

	A576
	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

	A577
	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

	A578
	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

	A579
	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


At the base consideration - these items seek to clarify searching.  As this CR only covers 002 and 003 only a part of that job can be performed.
The following proposal seeks to remove the ‘domain’ language and talks to separate service providers engaged in search activities.

2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

This is the 1.0 version of the RD and thus does not have any precedent which may be affected.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

So new – no dependencies yet.
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

Group to review and see if this sufficient to clarify the searching activities.  In addition, it would be good if all the search requirements could be taken as a group to see if the broader section addresses the topic completely.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Revise the requirements
6.3 Contact Search Requirements

	CAB-SRCH-001
	The CAB Enabler SHALL provide a mechanism, controllable by Service Provider policies, to search public Contact Views.
	CAB V1.0

	CAB-SRCH-002
	The CAB Enabler SHALL support searching activities done by one service provider in response to a request by a different service provider..
	CAB V1.0

	CAB-SRCH-003
	The CAB Enabler MAY support a service provider to resolve search requests with differing levels of information dependent on whether the search was performed on CAB contact information it maintains or provided by a search by a different service provider performed on its behalf..
	CAB V1.0

	CAB-SRCH-004
	The CAB Enabler SHALL 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.
	CAB V1.0


Table 16: Contact Search Requirements
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