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1 Reason for Contribution

To provide some responses to the received comments to the DCD RD during formal review, in order to help move the RD review process along.
2 Summary of Contribution

A portion of the open comments are addressed here with responses and in some cases proposed requirement changes.
3 Detailed Proposal

	ID
	Section
	Description
	Response

	A090
	6.1.1.3
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CSUB001: this requirement seems to apply to the service, not the enabler which delivers the content
	Status: OPEN

Cingular: DCD has to support the initiation of content delivery upon subscription. DCD will directly support that through the association of content sets to delivery arrangements, since it’s the DCD enabler that will manage delivery. However the current requirement could be reworded more specifically as an enabler requirement, e.g. “The DCD Enabler SHALL provide the capability to establish delivery of multiple channels as subscribed to by the user.”

	A091
	6.1.1.3
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CSUB-002: It seems it would be better to say something like “It SHALL be possible for users to self-subscribe to DCD channels” and this covers several requirements in the document as a whole
	Status: OPEN   
Cingular: We agree that the main point of CSUB-002 and CSUB-003 is that the user can self-subscribe to channels. We propose to combine these requirements, e.g. “The DCD Enabler SHALL provide the capability for a user to self-subscribe to DCD-enabled content services.” 

	A092
	6.1.1.3
	Source: O2

Form: Email

DCD-CSUB-002

The parts about customer care or through the web cannot be tested in an implementation and therefore are not a requirement for the OMA DCD Enabler
	Status: OPEN   
Cingular: See response to A091.

	A093
	6.1.1.3
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CSUB-004: Scope of this requirement is questioned. No requirements on client or server. It’s a separate management interface from the service provider. One option might be to wrap it into a DCD general management capabilities
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: The point of this requirement is that network-initiated actions can invoke DCD client/server establishment of a content-set delivery arrangement. The requirement is thus both on the server and client; the server to support the network-initiated action, and the client to react to a notification (e.g. Pushed) of the change.

However the requirement could be reworded more specifically per that enabler function as “The DCD Enabler SHALL provide the capability to establish channel delivery when initiated by Content Providers on behalf of users.”

	A096
	6.1.1.3
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CSUB-005L Service not enabler requirement. Scrap it
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: This is an enabler requirement since it’s the enabler that provides content delivery, and delivery arrangements may be specific to users (e.g. where a user is paying for access to a channel). Thus when there is a user change, the DCD enabler needs to be aware and take actions as necessary, e.g. to protect the content (e.g. remove data/configuration of prior user), or re-establish content delivery for the current user (supporting zero-click user experience). But before the enabler can take any of those actions, it must be informed of the change.

	A099
	6.1.1.3
	Source: O2

Form: Email

DCD-CSUB-005

It is not clear what the above means.  If a user takes out one UICC and inserts another, then the subscription is completely different and the service relationship is different.  Maybe this would be better phrased that the DCD service should be advised if a DCD user starts to use a new terminal.  This requirement is insufficient for example without considering a UICC from a different service provider (in which case the DCD Service mentioned above will change when the UICC changes).
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: This requirement has been updated as “The DCD Enabler SHALL be informed of a change of subscriber identity, e.g. (U)SIM as defined in 3GPP”. The reaction to this event is covered by other requirements. This requirement just establishes the need to inform the DCD client (or enable it to discover the change).

	A104
	6.1.1.3
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CSUB-008 + 009: This requirement is vague. Is DCD expected to be aware of its identity ? If so there is no requirement for such. If not how is DCD expected to do this ? Given this it appears out of scope or needs clarification. 
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: The identity referred to here is the subscriber identity as determined by the technology/platform in use, e.g. SIM card or device. The DCD Client needs to be informed or have ability to discover the subscriber identity change. Note this requirement was changed as “Upon detection that a change of subscriber has occurred for a device with previously activated DCD Service, the DCD Enabler SHALL have the capability to automatically activate the DCD Service for the latest subscriber, as a new subscriber to DCD”.

	A106
	6.1.1.3
	Source: O2

Form: Email

DCD-CSUB-008

This seems to overlap with CSUB-005
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: These requirements specify the actions upon subscriber change detection. CSUB-005 addresses the basic ability to detect the change.

	A108
	6.1.1.3
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CSUB-010: question of scope. Seems like CSUB-004
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: This is related to CSUB-004 but for the other end of the subscription lifecycle. It is important to retain for the same reasons.
However the requirement could be reworded more specifically per the enabler function as proposed for CSUB-004, e.g. “The DCD Enabler SHALL provide the capability to terminate channel delivery when requested by Content Providers on behalf of users.”

	A110
	6.1.1.3
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CSUB-011: scope. Seems part of CSUB-002, general subscription
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: This is related to CSUB-002 but for the other end of the subscription lifecycle. However if it is agreed that “to subscribe” means “to establish, modify, or cancel a subscription”, then CSUB-011 is contained within CSUB-002.

	A114
	6.1.1.3
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CSUB-013: “as soon as possible” is vague. More guidance might be useful to the spec phase.
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: Status: OPEN   

Cingular: CSUB-013 is pending an update proposal AI for Vodafone. But this requirement is intended to highlight the importance of preventing unauthorized access to content after unsubscription.

	A115
	6.1.1.3
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CSUB-014: presumes client awareness and handling of subscriptions … and there appear no requirements for that.
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: The DCD Client will be aware of and responsible for the content delivery arrangements that fulfill subscriptions. Thus it needs to be aware of changes to subscriptions in order to update delivery arrangements.

	A116
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-001: What does this mean? Interoperable manner ?
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: This was the wording proposed by Nokia, in the merging of two original requirements focusing on content support e.g. 

“DCD-FUNC-009 The DCD Enabler SHALL support the transfer of any text or binary data type that can be represented using appropriate OMA-compliant MIME type encoding” and 
“DCD-FUNC-013 “DCD servers SHALL provide content compatible with the DCD client and host device.”
The intent was that any content type can be used by the DCD-Enabled Applications, and compatibility is assured (content negotiation across the DCD Enabler includes capabilities of the DCD-Enabled Application).

	A117
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-002: This should be out of scope re EEN. Presumes a runtime environment that at best supports a windowing environment and worst the ability to handle multiple application contexts in sequence which is not consistent with any other enabler.
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: A “window” is simply a presentation construct that can be implemented many ways, e.g. via XHTML tables, to create a real or apparent division of content into multiple presentation spaces. It does not presume or require a specific execution environment.
The main value of the requirement is to ensure enabler compatibility with applications in which multiple content channels can be presented in multiple windows. For example this will require that the DCD enabler have the ability to deliver multiple content-sets (for different channels) at the same time (i.e.  overlapping requests), so that it is possible to update multiple presentation windows on independent schedules.

	A118
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-003: What does this mean ? Does it mean the content is matched to device capabilities or user preferences for the content or the user can set local controls for the presentation of content.
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: This requirement was the result of merging several requirements addressing user control of presentation options. We propose to delete the requirement, since purely presentation-focused requirements have been agreed as out of scope.


	A119
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-004 & 005: poorly worded re intent. Does it mean restore the defaults for the previous application or pick up where it left off or what?
	Status: OPEN   
Cingular: CPRE-004 was intended to address interaction between the DCD client and other device functions, originally assuming the idle screen presentation. We propose to delete CPRE-004 as OMA has agreed that “idle screen / focus” related requirements should be generally out of scope.
CPRE-005 on the other hand is specific to the handling of Priority content, and should be retained (although as a SHOULD, it’s clearly limited by the technical capabilities of the device/application). 

	A120
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 (This also applies to section 6.1.1.5 as shown in the next box)

CPRE-006 (& CONT-001: Where is the general requirement for priority delivery ? is it CONT-001 ? CONT-001 could be better worded re intent
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: Yes, the root requirement is CONT-001.

	A121
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-007: What does this mean ? As worded it says DCD implementations must handle the content nicely. Surely that’s not the intent
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: The requirement is focused on the customizability of the DCD-Enabled Application user interface in the context of specific applications. We propose to delete it, unless there is a clear dependency upon content delivery or other core enabler aspects, in which case it should be reworded to focus on those specific aspects.

	A122
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-008: What does this mean ? Does it mean the device capabilities need to be borne in mind when the content is generated or that the content is simply rendered as best the device can. Suggest it is more clear as to intent.
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: We believe the requirement is mainly intended to support content compatibility, thus may be redundant with CPRE-001.

	A123
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-009: Seamlessly without knowledge of where the content is or does the user need to know
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: The user should not have to know, thus this should be “seamless”. For the DCD enabler specifically, this means that upon DCD-Enabled Application request, the DCD Client will provide content from its local store (e.g. persistent store) if it has already been downloaded.

	A124
	6.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0030 

DCD-CPRE-009

What is remote content?
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: This means network-based content, i.e. not already downloaded to the device.

	A125
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-010: Another prioritisation requirement without requirements in the delivery
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: We propose to delete CPRE-010 (and CPRE-011), as channel presentation falls outside the DCD enabler scope at this point (no clear dependency upon content delivery or other core enabler aspects).

	A126
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-012: Again the question of scope. Seems this relates to a windowsing environment. See previous comment
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: We propose to delete CPRE-012, as presentation controls fall outside the DCD enabler scope at this point (no clear dependency upon content delivery or other core enabler aspects).

	A127
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-013: related to priority. See previous comment. Suggest combining if needed at all.
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: We propose to delete CPRE-013, as the presentation-related aspects of content priority fall outside the DCD enabler scope at this point (no clear dependency upon content delivery or other core enabler aspects).

	A128
	6.1.1.4
	Source: A J Angwin, IBM

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0029 

CPRE-014: not clear re intent. Client, server/service etc.
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: We propose to delete CPRE-014, as the presentation-related aspects of content priority fall outside the DCD enabler scope at this point (no clear dependency upon content delivery or other core enabler aspects).

	A129
	6.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-0030 

All presentation requirements should be outside the scope of DCD enabler. We do not want low-level details specified in this manner
	Status: OPEN   

Cingular: The “CPRE” labeling does not mean that all these requirements are strictly related to presentation only. The requirements need to be assessed one-by-one.


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

The DCD working group should discuss these responses during the first available DCD call, if the RD comments are still open.
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