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1 Reason for Change

This change request is intended to resolve the some OPEN comments in the RDRR.
	A001
	2007.07.13
	T
	6.1.2 – req LFC-HLOR-0009
	Source: Motorola

Form: RC doc #0067

Comment: Does grouping mean that a client can utilize all of the elements in the group or is it just a logical association to which permissions or other control activities are associated?

Proposed Change: Clarify the intent of grouping
	Status: OPEN, Dwight



1. Comment A048
As interpreting this comment and related requirement, it seems to mean that the specific LFC Elements will be grouped and can be managed together at once when the LFC Operation is provided to the specific LFC Elements group. For example, the user downloaded the LFC Package composed by various LFC Elements which are divided as premium services and limited usages, etc. The premium and limited usage LFC Elements will be locked separately with other LFC Element group within a same LFC package.
According to the comment, this requirement insists how to manage the specific several LFC Elements within a LFC Package once and seems not to focus how to use them. So, I propose to clarify this requirement both of them, the way to manage and to use.
The proposed change is mentioned below (6.Detailed Change Proposal).
2. Comment A050
	A002
	2007.07.13
	T
	6.1.3 – req LFC-HLRM-0008

(0009)
	Source: Motorola

Form: RC doc #0067

Comment: This seems to be only requirement calling for activation (deactivation) of LFC packages – so if there is no remote management there is no activation?  Note HLMR-0003 talks of installing a package but that seems to be a different activity (but that is not clear).

Proposed Change: May want to make clear what activation is and why it does not happen without remote management.
	Status: OPEN, Dwight



It’s already covered in the latest RD document. So, it can be closed without the specific action.
3. Comment A051
	A003
	2007.07.13
	T
	6.1.4 – req LFC-SEC-0001
	Source: Motorola

Form: RC doc #0067

Comment: What is an authorized change?  There are no requirements in the authorization section (6.1.4.2)

Proposed Change: Need some requirements covering authorization and somewhere there should be requirements to cover some mechanism to address authorized changes.
	Status: OPEN, Dwight



The proposed change is mentioned below (6.Detailed Change Proposal).

4. Comment A052
	A004
	2007.07.13
	T
	6.1.4.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: RC doc #0067

Comment: Would probably be good to have some requirement to cover integrity of an LFC package (signed, checksum, etc.) 

Proposed Change: as noted in comment
	Status: OPEN, Dwight



It’s necessary to check the integrity of contents delivered as LFC Package from LFC Server.
The proposed change is mentioned below (6.Detailed Change Proposal).

CLOSED, as the agreed CR#90R01
5. Comment A054
	A005
	2007.07.13
	T
	6.1.7 – req LFC-USA-003
	Source: Motorola

Form: RC doc #0067

Comment: Is language in scope?  Language selection and content translations do not seem to be in same domain as wallpaper or ringtone loading.

Proposed Change: This requirement does not seem to be appropriate for LFC and should be removed.
	Status: OPEN, Dwight



The RD document was already reflected of this comment, so this requirement can be closed without specific action.
CLOSED, with no action.
6. Comment A055

	A006
	2007.07.13
	T
	6.1.7 – req LFC-USA-004 and 005
	Source: Motorola

Form: RC doc #0067

Comment: If a user has monthly subscription – a roll-back to previous month's data would seem to be inappropriate – seems previous version is not a simple concept. 

Proposed Change: Probably need to be more conditional on possibility of using a previous version (e.g. use a previous version if it still available and possible to use).
	Status: OPEN, Dwight



It can be interpreted implicitly, but it’s no harm to make clear. So I support to solve this comment as proposed change.
7. Comment A056

	A007
	2007.07.13
	T
	6.1.8 – req LFC-INTOP-001
	Source: Motorola

Form: RC doc #0067

Comment: seems the method to set element values is as important to be common as the means to express current values (for management system) yet the only interoperability req deals with exposing settings – not sure why this is specific to Interoperability.

Proposed Change: Really need to determine if interoperability section is to be used for this type of requirement.
	Status: OPEN, Dwight



It seems to make clear the DM enabler relationship with LFC enabler. LFC was decided to use DM for remote management model and need to interoperate with DM mechanism to support this function. So, this requirement focused to co-work with DM enabler and I don’t have concerns of this requirement.
R01

· Comment A048: The proposed solution was updated like below during CC. If there is no more comments until next CC(4th, Oct), this comment will be closed with the proposed solution.

· Comment A050: After asking the opinion of comment contributor (Dwight, Motorola), it’ll be closed at the next CC.
· Comment A051: The proposed solution was updated like below during CC. If there is no more comments until next Cc(4th, CC), this comment will be closed with the proposed solution.
· Comment A052: This comment was already CLOSED at the previous CC.
· Comment A054: It’s CLOSED which is already reflected in the RD.
· Comment A055: We’ll wait the solution from comment contributor (Dwight, Motorola) as the proposed changes.
· Comment A056: postponed until next CC(4th, Oct)
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

This is the initial rev of the LFC material so there are no previous versions to be concerned about.

3 Impact on Other Specifications

There are no dependencies to this material so there is no impact.

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

REQ LFC AHG is requested to consider the changes and with possible revisions, agree the update.  If so agreement reached to then close mentioned comments in the RDRR.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Changes to the requirements in section 6.1.2 (against comment A048)
6.1.2 Optional Requirements
….
	LFC-HLOR-008
	The LFC Enabler MAY support a mechanism of Authorized Principal to apply LFC Operations to a group LFC Element settings having same conditions within an LFC package such that LFC Operations on the group are applied to all of them together.
	LFC 1.0


Table 3: High-Level Functional Requirements-Optional Requirements
Change 2:  Add a requirement in section 6.1.4.2 (against comment A051)
6.1.4.2 Authorization

	Label
	Description
	Enabler Release

	LFC-Authorization-001
	The LFC Enabler SHALL only allow the Authorized Principal to perform LFC Operations.
	LFC 1.0

	
	
	


Table 1: Security Requirements – Authorization Item
Change 3:  
6.1.4.3 
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