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1 Reason for Change

This CR proposes resolution for the following CONR comments against HLF-013:

	A008
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.1

(HLF-013)
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0048-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_ATT

Comment: HLF-013 is not an implementable requirement based on the current proposed solution

Proposed Change: 

The group is recommended to review the following:

· What is the real purpose of this requirement (i.e why do we need this requirement)?

· Why do we need to know if a contact is a CAB User?

· Do we need to know (or care) all the contacts are CAB User or not?

The following actions are proposed:

1. Revise the requirement to meet the real requirement

2. Delay this requirement to later release; i.e. need more time to discuss

3. Remove this requirement since it is not implementable ( the current proposed solution need ALL operators to sign-on to work; but many (if not majority) operators cited concerns of the proposed solution and will not support it so it is not a real solution)
	Status: Closed
[Mar 31 CC ] 

AT&T
Closed by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0146-CR_CONR_Resolution_A008_A020_A027

	A020
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.1 (HLF-013)
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: There are at least 3 solutions to choose from. The User List based solution (which is partially part to specs) is significantly incomplete with many open issues and concerns.

Proposed Change: Either pick a quick solution, or phase the requirement for future release. 
	Status: Closed
[Mar 31 CC ] 

AT&T
OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0146-CR_CONR_Resolution_A008_A020_A027

	A027
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.1
	Source: yangbo@chinamobile.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0058-CAB_V1_0_CM 

Comment: about HLF-013, it is difficult to share list doc among operators, a reactive method has been proposed to achieve this feature

Proposed Change: change HLF-013 to use reactive method
	Status: Closed
[Mar 31 CC ] 

AT&T
OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0146-CR_CONR_Resolution_A008_A020_A027


The HLF-013 requirement in the current RD says:
	CAB-HLF-013
	The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to notify a CAB User (e.g. User A) when one of his/her contacts becomes a CAB User (e.g. User B), based on CAB User preferences (Users A and B) and service provider policy.
	CAB V 1.0


The purpose of this requirement is to “identify” which content in a CAB User’s AB is a CAB User so that the functions specified in CAB Enabler could be applied (such as subscription for updates). There is an incomplete solution based on the creation of a CAB User List document by each operator and exchange them to “pro-actively” checking each non-CAB User contact in the whole AB for a match to mark that contact as a CAB User. This solution was heavily discussed in many face to face meetings and operators raised concerns that sensitive trade information would be exposed and the heavy operational costs associated with it. An alternate (based on the definition described in OMA-MWG-CAB-2010-0059R01-INP_Issues_and_Thoughts_Related_to_HLF_013_Requirement) “reactive” solution was proposed by major operators (AT&T, China Mobile and Orange) in the last meeting but due to the lack of meeting time it was noted (see also OMA-MWG-CAB-2010-0094R02-CR_Propose_Changes_to_HLF_013 and OMA-MWG-CAB-2010-0063R01-CR_HLF_013_Solution_Based_on_2010_0059R1).
Some argued that the reactive solution for HLF-013 described in “OMA-MWG-CAB-2010-0063R01-CR_HLF_013_Solution_Based_on_2010_0059R1” doesn’t really address the HLF-013 requirement as it is which is a fair statement and hence the proposed changes to HLF-013 in OMA-MWG-CAB-2010-0094R02-CR_Propose_Changes_to_HLF_013 was submitted to align with the proposed reactive solution.
Now let’s analyze what we want to achieve with HLF-013 (assuming I am a CAB User):
1. The main (maybe the only) benefit to identify any content in my AB as a CAB User is that I would like to apply CAB specific functions to that content such as get an automatic update on his/her PCC that I care.

2. Do I need to know ALL contacts in my AB as CAB User? The answer will be NO. if I don’t care about the updates to that contact I don’t need to know if the contact is a CAB User or not; especially if there is a cost associate with it (you could expect some kind of costs associate with the operation if the operation becomes costly and operator needs to recover it)

Based on the above assessments, A CAB User only needs to know the contacts in his/her AB are CAB User so that s/he could get the updates from those contacts automatically. If the current HLF-013 could be implemented in a simple and cost effective way, there is no problem to mark ALL the CAB Users in one’s AB. The problems in the current exchanging CAB User List XML documents are:
1. Need to collect all CAB users in an operator (eventually a subset of HSS) in the CAB User List document and maintain it. It is the major concern of operators to expose this sensitive trade information.

2. Exchange the CAB User List documents among ALL operators. It is an impossible task even today for roaming contracts. Most of operators have selected the other operators they would like to do business with. If not all the operators participated this “exchanged document” method will not work.
3. Need endless “matching” process in the background to check if a contact in the operator’s AB is a CAB User. The amount of resources needed and the liability (accuracy) of this process are questionable.

4. The matching process need not only to “match” the CAB User with a contact and also needs to reverse this process to “unmark” a contact which is no longer a CAB User. Both 3 and 4 are not viable in any business model.

With the many issues against the current partial HLF-013 solution in CAB ERP, we would like to propose a change to the HLF-013 to let the CAB User “find out” if any contact in his/her AB is a CAB User. This way the CAB User has total control of when and who s/he would like find out is a CAB User, this works even better if there is a cost associate with this operation.

To accommodate all comments above and move forward with 1.0; we proposed TWO options for the group to discuss and consider.

2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None
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

MWG-CAB group to review the proposed solutions and select the agreeable one.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  (Option 1) Change the HLF-013 as marked
	CAB-HLF-013
	The CAB Enabler SHALL  allow a CAB User to find out which contact in his/her AB is a CAB User, based on service provider policy.
	CAB V 1.0


Change 2:  (option 2) Mark the current HLF-013 as future and add the new one as described in Change 1 for 1.0.

	CAB-HLF-013
	The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to notify a CAB User (e.g. User A) when one of his/her contacts becomes a CAB User (e.g. User B), based on CAB User preferences (Users A and B) and service provider policy.
	CAB V 2.0

	CAB-HLF-013a1
	The CAB Enabler SHALL allow a CAB User to find out which contact in his/her AB is a CAB User, based on service provider policy.
	CAB V 1.0
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