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 OMA Confidential

	To:
	COM-CAB

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-CONRR-CAB-V1_0-20100709-D

	Submission Date:
	10 Jul 2010

	Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 0: New Functionality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1: Major Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2: Bug Fix
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 3: Editorial

	Source:
	Suresh Chitturi, Research In Motion, schitturi@rim.com 

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Change

This CR cleans up the CONRR comments related to CAB TS Core (e.g. collapses duplicate comments by referencing them to a single CONRR comment for the same topic, closes comments no longer relevant due to an issue that has already been resolved with other CRs).

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

COM-CAB is requested to kindly review and agree to this CR.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Updates to Table C in CONRR
3.3 OMA-TS-CAB-V1_0-20100309-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	ALL
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: Should resolve ALL Editor’s notes in the document

Proposed Change: 

Find the resolutions of all Editor’s notes and add text to the appropriate sections.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 

AT&T

	C002 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	All
	Source: dongyoung.lee@lge.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0049
Comment: There are many editorial inconsistencies, e.g., use of capital letters in titles, sub clause vs. subclause, CAB User Preferences vs. CAB User Preference.
Proposed Change: Make the document consistent.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC ] 

LGE

	C003 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	All
	Source: dongyoung.lee@lge.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0049
Comment: There are many editor’s notes.
Proposed Change: Editor’s notes must be addressed and eliminated.
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC ] 

AT&T
Same as C001

	C004 C
	2010.01.23
	E
	Whole document
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: All references to sections in XDM core must be aligned with latest XDM specification. Section numbers might have been changed.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC ] 

Ericsson

	C005 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	Whole document
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: Untrusted XDM Client was renamed to XDM Client

Proposed Change: Replace Untrusted XDM Client with XDM Client
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0172-CR_CONR_Resolution_C005_C006_C042_C044_C047_C052_C057_C064_C0169_C0252
[Mar 31 CC ] 

Samsung

	C006 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	Whole document
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: Trusted XDM Client was renamed to XDM Agent

Proposed Change: Replace Trusted XDM Client with Agent 
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0172-CR_CONR_Resolution_C005_C006_C042_C044_C047_C052_C057_C064_C0169_C0252 
[Mar 31 CC ] 

Samsung

	C007 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	General
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Currently, “section”, “clause”, and “sect.” are used in different places. 

Proposed Change: Use only one term consistently all over the document.
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC ] 

LGE
Same as C002

	C008 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	General 
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Most of the features are described as SHALL in the TS, while in practice it is useful to have modular approach, so that a feature is typically optional, but if implemented, it must follow the spec. It allows a service provider to pick the right feature-set, based on the business model. It also helps customizing the service considering local/regional aspect.  

Proposed Change: Have a general statement or statement for each feature to indicate if the feature is optional. From CAB Client point of view, at least followings should be optional: 6.1, 6.2.2.1, 6.2.2.2, 6.2.2.3, 6.2.3, 6.3, 6.3.1, 6.3.2, 6.3.3, and 6.3.4.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0160R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C008_C009 
[Mar 31 CC ] 

Nokia

	C009 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	General
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

It is not clear from ready the entire TS and SCR tables to which features are mandatory and optional.  

Proposed Change: 

Have a feature requirement statement on each of the section.


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC ] 

Nokia
[Xi’an Interim]

CR160R02 – No action for the TS text. The SCR tables need to be aligned with TS text, so comment still Open.

	C0010 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	1.0 (Scope)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: the reference names do not map to the actual reference names in the normative references section.

Proposed Change: 

Change

[OMA-CAB-RD] to [CAB RD]

[OMA-CAB-AD] to [CAB AD]


	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0205-CR_CONRR_TS_C010_to_C017 
[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0011 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	1. scope
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: This document provides the Technical Specification of the CAB Enabler to fulfill the requirements outlined in the Converged Address Book requirements document [OMA-CAB-RD] for CAB V1.0 and in compliance to the architecture described in [OMA-CAB-AD]. 

Proposed Change: the ‘requirement document’ should be with upper capital letter.
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0205-CR_CONRR_TS_C010_to_C017

[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0012 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	1. scope
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: This document provides the Technical Specification of the CAB Enabler to fulfill the requirements outlined in the Converged Address Book requirements document [OMA-CAB-RD] for CAB V1.0 and in compliance to the architecture described in [OMA-CAB-AD]. 

Proposed Change: [OMA-CAB-RD] should change to [CAB-RD] as defined in reference.
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0205-CR_CONRR_TS_C010_to_C017 
[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0013 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	1. scope
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: This document provides the Technical Specification of the CAB Enabler to fulfill the requirements outlined in the Converged Address Book requirements document [OMA-CAB-RD] for CAB V1.0 and in compliance to the architecture described in [OMA-CAB-AD]. 

Proposed Change: May change to ‘the Requirement Document of Converged Address Book [CAB-RD] for CAB v1.0’
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0205-CR_CONRR_TS_C010_to_C017

[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0014 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	1. scope
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: This document provides the Technical Specification of the CAB Enabler to fulfill the requirements outlined in the Converged Address Book requirements document [OMA-CAB-RD] for CAB V1.0 and in compliance to the architecture described in [OMA-CAB-AD]. 

Proposed Change: it should be changed as ‘described in the Architecture Document of Converged Address Book [CAB-AD]’.
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0205-CR_CONRR_TS_C010_to_C017 
[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0015 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	1. scope
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: This document provides the Technical Specification of the CAB Enabler to fulfill the requirements outlined in the Converged Address Book requirements document [OMA-CAB-RD] for CAB V1.0 and in compliance to the architecture described in [OMA-CAB-AD]. 

Proposed Change: [OMA-CAB-AD] should change to [CAB-AD] as defined in reference.
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0205-CR_CONRR_TS_C010_to_C017

[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0016 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	1. scope
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: The Technical Specification provides the definition of data elements of the CAB Enabler and the description of the procedures for the features supported by the CAB Enabler.
Proposed Change: The should change with ‘This’
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0205-CR_CONRR_TS_C010_to_C017

[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson 

	C0017 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: improper References:

[OMA-CAB-RD]

[OMA-CAB-AD]

Proposed Change: [CAB RD], [CAB AD]
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0205-CR_CONRR_TS_C010_to_C017

[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0018 C
	2010.01.23
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: The reference to a CAB XSD file should not be normative, since it’s the TS that has normative power over the XSD and not the other way around. 

Proposed Change: Move the XSD reference to informative              references.

[XSD_cab_search_external_directories]


	Status: CLOSED with no action

See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0192R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C018_to_C027

Normative references do not stipulate reference power. The text in the TS which uses this reference is Normative.   
[Mar 31 CC] 

Sprint


	C0019 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	2.1 Normative References
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: There are two normative references: [OMA CPM CONV FCT TS] and [OMA CPM IWF TS]. They are just used one times in whole document
Proposed Change: If necessary to include these reference normatively?
	Status: CLOSED with no action

See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0192R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C018_to_C027
They are used more than one in the TS; Regardless, these references are used in Normative text.
[Mar 31 CC] 

Sprint

	C0020 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	2.1 Normative References
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: for [OMA DS], it refers to 

“SyncML Representation Protocol, Data Synchronization Usage”, Version 1.2, Open Mobile Alliance™,
OMA-TS-DS_DataSyncRep-V1_2, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/
Proposed Change: Better to consist with the right version of OMA  DS recommendation
	Status: CLOSED with no action

See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0192R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C018_to_C027
V1.2 is the correct version and it covers all point releases as defined by OMA.
[Mar 31 CC] 

Sprint

	C0021 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	2.1 Normative References
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: in whole CAB TS Core, there is only one site refer to [XSD_cab_search_external_directories], and so far we had defined with 6 XSD files
Proposed Change: Better to supply with references to other XSD documents
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0271-CR_CONRR_C021_C039
[Mar 31 CC] 

Sprint
[May 3 CC]

Reassign to Huawei

[Huawei] No action because already referred to now.
The additional SUP references should be referenced in the TS(s) which introduces/normatively references them.

	C0022 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	2.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: [XSD_cab_search_external_directories] name is too long

Proposed Change:
Change to: [CAB Search]

Correct all occurrences throughout the document
	Status: CLOSED with no action

See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0192R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C018_to_C027 

[Mar 31 CC] 

Sprint

	C0023 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	2.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: occurance of the following is unnecessary CAB XDMS [CAB XDMS]

Proposed Change: just provide the reference
	Status: CLOSED with no action

See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0192R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C018_to_C027

[Mar 31 CC] 

Sprint

	C0024 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	2.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Unused references:

[OMA DM SO]

[OMA DM TND]
[RFC4234]
Proposed Change: delete references
	Status: CLOSED with no action

See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0192R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C018_to_C027 

[Mar 31 CC] 

Sprint

	C0025 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	2.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Inconsistent format:

[RFC 2425]

[RFC 2426]

[vCard2.1]
Proposed Change: change to:

[RFC2425]

[RFC2426]

[vCard 2.1]
Fix all occurances
	Status: CLOSED with no action

See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0192R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C018_to_C027

[Mar 31 CC] 

Sprint

	C0026 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	2.2
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Fix x,y in  “Dictionary for OMA Specifications”, Version x.y, Open Mobile Alliance™,
OMA-ORG-Dictionary-Vx_y”

Proposed Change: 

Set to latest version of the OMA dict
	Status: CLOSED with no action

See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0192R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C018_to_C027 

[Mar 31 CC] 

Sprint

	C0027 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	2.2
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Unused reference:

[OMA DM SEC]

Proposed Change: delete reference
	Status: CLOSED with no action

See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0192R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C018_to_C027
[Mar 31 CC] 

Sprint

	C0028 C
	2010.01.23
	E/T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: The definitions referenced in the XDM enabler need to be align with latest XDM documents. Some definitions are in the XDM RD, some are in the XDM AD and some in the XDM TSs. 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0161R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_Comments_C028_C029_C030 

[Mar 31 CC] 

Nokia

	C0029 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: History Information was missing

Proposed Change: add the definition as follows;

History Information See [OMA XDM AD]
	Status: CLOSED with no action. See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0161R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_Comments_C028_C029_C030

[Mar 31 CC] 

Nokia

	C0030 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Editorial 

Proposed Change: Remove unused rows
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0161R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_Comments_C028_C029_C030 
[Mar 31 CC] 

Nokia

	C0031 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Versitcard is rather initial name of vCard, not really the abbreviation of vCard 

Proposed Change: Remove vCard and the corresponding row from the table
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0177-CR_CONRR_on_abbreviation_table 
[Mar 31 CC] 

Huawei

	C0032 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	3.3 Abbreviations
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: IETF is not referred directly
Proposed Change: should IETF be referred in this TS?
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0177-CR_CONRR_on_abbreviation_table 
[Mar 31 CC] 

Huawei

	C0033 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	3.3
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Abbreviations not in alphabetic order 

Proposed Change: 

Resort list in alphabetic order
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0177-CR_CONRR_on_abbreviation_table
[Mar 31 CC] 

Huawei

	C0034 C
	2010.01.23
	E
	4.0
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: “sect.” doesn’t align with the text format

Proposed Change: Replace sect. with subclause.
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0206R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C034_to_C036 
[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0035 C
	2010.01.23
	E/T
	4.0
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Data management and synchronization is described in [OMA DS Pro] (instead of [OMA DS] )

Proposed Change: Replace [OMA DS] reference with [OMA DS Pro].
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0206R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C034_to_C036

[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0036 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	4 introduction
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: The CAB Technical Specification utilizes data management and synchronization [OMA DS] and XML document management [OMA XDM Core] technologies to fulfil CAB requirements [CAB RD] and is based on CAB architecture described in the [CAB AD].
Proposed Change: Suggest to change as “technology of data management and synchronization [OMA DS], and technology of XML document management [OMA XDM Core]”
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0206R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C034_to_C036

[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0037 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	4.1 Version 1.0
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 4) Notifications and status information
Proposed Change: In current CAB TS, functionality of Contact Status is not complete.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0178R01-CR_solution_for_C037  
[Mar 31 CC] 

Huawei

	C0038 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	4.1 Version 1.0
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 7) Exposure of CAB information to external Enablers
Proposed Change: The relationship with NGSI should be clarified
	Status: CLOSED with No Action. See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0179R01-CR_solution_for_C038 
[Mar 31 CC] 

Huawei

	C0039 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	4.1 Version 1.0
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 8) Interaction with Non-CAB Address Book systems 
Proposed Change: clarify if mapping all requirements in [CAB RD] about interaction with Non-CAB AB
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0271-CR_CONRR_C021_C039

[Mar 31 CC] 

Huawei
[Huawei] No action because there is detail about interworking with non-CAB system in section 5.4

	C0040 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.0 (Procedures at CAB Server)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: Based on the AD, Contact Status Function should be created under section 5.

Proposed Change: 

Create a new sub-section named “Contact Status Function”, and describe the procedures e.g. how the <contact-status> element is populated in the AB XDMS.


	Status: OPEN
Partially addressed with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0178R01-CR_solution_for_C037

[Mar 31 CC] 

RIM

	C0041 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.0 (Procedures at CAB Server)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: Looking at the several editor’s notes in the CAB Server for conflict resolution, a new sub-section for conflict resolution will be needed.

Proposed Change: 

Create a new sub-section named “Conflict resolution” under CAB Server Procedures, to address the conflict resolution cases for incoming Contact Subscription, Contact Share, and import non-CAB data. The approach/procedures for conflict resolution for all the data stored in the AB should be similar.


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 

China Mobile 

	C0042 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	5
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Both Trusted XDMC and XDM Agent are used to refer the same entity.

Proposed Change: Use only one term consistently throughout the document
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0172-CR_CONR_Resolution_C005_C006_C042_C044_C047_C052_C057_C064_C0169_C0252
[Mar 31 CC] 

Samsung

	C0043 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

This sentence is not valid in this section by itself. 

“The CAB Server SHALL support the procedures described in the following subclauses.”

Proposed Change: 

Remove this sentence.


	Status: CLOSED with No Action. See OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0148R01-CR_Comment_C043_section5_CAB_TS

[Mar 31 CC] 

NSN 

	C0044 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	5.0
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: There is no subclause 5.6 XDM Agent 

Proposed Change: 

Correct all occurrences to “5.5 XDM Agent”  
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0172-CR_CONR_Resolution_C005_C006_C042_C044_C047_C052_C057_C064_C0169_C0252
[Mar 31 CC] 

Samsung

	C0045 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.1 (AB Synchronization Function)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: Resolve the following Editor’s note:

“Editor’s Note: the use of [OMA DS] data representation in CAB Server is FFS.”

Proposed Change: 

This Editor’s note should be resolved by defining a format that is understood and can be transported by DS data representation protocol, similar to the work done by OMA DS for vCard.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 

RIM 
[Xi’an Interim]

Reassigned to Alcatel-Lucent

	C0046 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Add normative language in:

IWF in CAB server can be used to convert the format from non-CAB format to CAB format or vice versa.

Proposed Change: Add the following sentence at the end of second paragraph:

The IWF in CAB server SHALL be used to do the mapping between Legacy Formats and CAB format.
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0207R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C046 
[Mar 31 CC] 

Ericsson

	C0047 C
	2010.01.23
	E
	5.1 & throughout entire TS
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: The definitions for Untrusted XDM client and Trusted XDM client are incorrect as they today are named XDM Agent and XDMC in the XDM enabler.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0172-CR_CONR_Resolution_C005_C006_C042_C044_C047_C052_C057_C064_C0169_C0252
[Mar 31 CC] 

Samsung

	C0048 C
	2010.01.23
	E
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove the following Editor’s Note, since the DS representation from [OMA DS] is not referenced in the normative sections.

.

Proposed Change: 

The Editor’s Note: the use of [OMA DS] data representation in CAB Server is FFS.


	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 

RIM

	C0049 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	5.1
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: the number of section reference should be updated

Proposed Change: update it if ready
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 

TS Editor (end of CONRR)

	C0050 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.1

(Synch function)
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: The texts in the first paragraph is not consistent with AD 

Proposed Change: The CAB Server SHALL use OMA DS Protocol [OMA DS Pro] as specified in CAB-01 interface [CAB AD] to synchronize the AB or subsets of AB with the CAB Client. -> The CAB Server SHALL use OMA DS Protocol [OMA DS Pro] as specified in CAB-01 interface [CAB AD] to synchronize data modifications in the AB or subsets of AB with the CAB Client.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C0051 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.1
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: The mapping between vCard and CAB Format can only answer to the question. Moreover, the reduced support depends on the use of specific field in an implementation. 

Proposed Change: Revise the statement upon completion of the mapping.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC]
Nokia

	C0052 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	5.1
	Source: Orange

Comment: references to section 5.6 are incorrect 

Proposed Change: replace 5.6 “Trusted XDMC” by 5.6 “XDM Agent”
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0172-CR_CONR_Resolution_C005_C006_C042_C044_C047_C052_C057_C064_C0169_C0252 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C0053 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.1 
	Source: Orange

Comment: 

In the AD, it is written

5.3.1.2
CAB Server

The CAB Server is a network entity, and SHALL support the following functions:

•
AB Synchronization Function performs the following: 

o
Synchronizes the address book information stored in the AB with the CAB Client(s) via CAB-1 interface.   The supported formats are CAB defined format and Legacy Format i.e. vCard format;
Hence,  support of vCard is mandatory on server side. It must be reflected in OMA-TS-CAB v1 for consistency.

Proposed Change: Replace following text below:

The CAB Server SHALL support AB CAB Format for AB synchronization with CAB Client. In addition to the AB CAB Format, the CAB Server  MAY support Legacy Formats vCard2.1, vCard 3.0, as specified in [xxx].

by

The CAB Server SHALL support AB CAB Format for AB synchronization with CAB Client. In addition to the AB CAB Format, the CAB Server SHALL support Legacy Formats vCard2.1, vCard 3.0, as specified in [xxx].


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C0054 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.1 and 6.4
	Source: Orange

Comment: The "CAB structure definition" to be used for synchronization via DS must be defined or referenced

Proposed Change: define or reference the "CAB structure definition" to be used for synchronization 
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Orange

	C0055 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.1 
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: the CAB Server  MAY support Legacy Formats vCard2.1, vCard 3.0, as specified in [xxx].
Proposed Change: Supply content about reference on vCard
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0168R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C055_C056_C060_C063_C069
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C0056 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.1 
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: Editor’s Note: the reference [xxx] to the DTD specifications for the vcard 2.1 and vcard 3.0 are FFS
Proposed Change: Solve editor notes about vCard versions.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0168R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C055_C056_C060_C063_C069 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C0057 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	5.1 
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: (see sub-clause 5.6 “Trusted XDMC” to manage (e.g. retrieve, create, modify, delete) of changes in AB XDMS.
Proposed Change: Edit right bracket
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0172-CR_CONR_Resolution_C005_C006_C042_C044_C047_C052_C057_C064_C0169_C0252
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C0058 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.1 
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: After successfully receiving AB changes from the CAB Client as part of the synchronization sequence, and if there is resulting data to be updated in the AB XDMS, the CAB Server SHALL update the AB XDMS before it sends the [OMA DS Pro] message (OMA DS Pkg #6) with the map acknowledgement to the CAB Client..
Proposed Change: It should ensure if the DS synchronization process can wait till finish updating AB XDMS operation. Otherwise it will cause more failures of synchronization for time-out
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C0059 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.1 
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: Editor’s Note: the use of [OMA DS] data representation in CAB Server is FFS.
Proposed Change: Solve the editor note
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM
[Xi’an Interim]

Reassigned to Alcatel-Lucent
Same as C045

	C0060 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

Lack of reference. [OMA DS] defines supporting format for vCard 2.1 and vCard 3.0, see section 8.

Editor’s Note: the reference [xxx] to the DTD specifications for the vcard 2.1 and vcard 3.0 are FFS.
Proposed Change: 

Add the [OMA DS] reference and remove editor note.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0168R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C055_C056_C060_C063_C069
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM 

	C0061 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.1
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <INP doc>

Comment:  The editor's note about the DS data representation is not needed because the DS Client of the CAB Client, and therefore the CAB Server. need a DTD for the AB as well as optional vCards. 

Proposed Change:  Delete editor's note
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN
[Xi’an Interim]

Reassigned to Alcatel-Lucent
Same as C045

	C0062 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	5.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: extra period in “The CAB Server SHALL use OMA DS Protocol [OMA DS Pro] as specified in CAB-01 interface [CAB AD] to synchronize the AB or subsets of AB with the CAB Client. .” 

Proposed Change: 

Remove extra period
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM 

	C0063 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Extra space and missing reference in “The CAB Server SHALL support AB CAB Format for AB synchronization with CAB Client. In addition to the AB CAB Format, the CAB Server  MAY support Legacy Formats vCard2.1, vCard 3.0, as specified in [xxx].” 

Proposed Change: 

Remove extra space between “Server  MAY” 

Provide RFC reference(s) for 2.1 & 3.0 

Remove editors note

Why not use references provided in 5.4.3?
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0168R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C055_C056_C060_C063_C069
[Mar 31 CC] 
Nokia

	C0064 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	5.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Correct sentence structure, trusted XDMC, and improper English “The CAB Server SHALL use Trusted XDMC (see sub-clause 5.6 “Trusted XDMC” to manage (e.g. retrieve, create, modify, delete) of changes in AB XDMS. “ 

Proposed Change: 

Change to:

The CAB Server SHALL act as a XDM Agent (see sub-clause 5.5 “XDM Agent”) to manage (e.g. retrieve, create, modify, delete) changes in the AB XDMS.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0172-CR_CONR_Resolution_C005_C006_C042_C044_C047_C052_C057_C064_C0169_C0252
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung 

	C0065 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	5.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Extra period in “After successfully receiving AB changes from the CAB Client as part of the  synchronization sequence, and if there is resulting data to be updated in the AB XDMS, the CAB Server SHALL update the AB XDMS before it sends the [OMA DS Pro] message (OMA DS Pkg #6) with the map acknowledgement to the CAB Client..”

Proposed Change: Remove the extra period
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C0066 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Nothing can manage the AB XDMS outside of the CAB server. 

Proposed Change: 

Delete:

“The CAB Server SHALL use the Trusted XDMC (see sub-clause 5.6 “Trusted XDMC”) to maintain awareness of changes in AB XDMS.”
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0236R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_C066 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C0067 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Address the following editors note “Editor’s Note: the use of [OMA DS] data representation in CAB Server is FFS.” 

Proposed Change: 

Delete:

“Editor’s Note: the use of [OMA DS] data representation in CAB Server is FFS.”
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM
Same as C045

	C0068 C
	2010.03.25
	E
	5.1
	Source: yangbo@chinamobile.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0058-CAB_V1_0_CM 

Comment: editorial
Proposed Change: 
Change “CAB-01” in the 1st paragraph to “CAB-1”
	Status: OPEN

[Mar 31 CC] 
China Mobile 



	C0069 C
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.1

6.4
	Source: yangbo@chinamobile.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0058-CAB_V1_0_CM 
Comment: add reference for vCard
Proposed Change: 
Change “[xxx]” in the 2nd paragraph to “[vCard2.1], [RFC 2425], [RFC 2426]”
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0168R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C055_C056_C060_C063_C069
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN
[May 03 CC]  Sect. 5.1 addressed with CR168R02.

For 6.4 see C0230, C0288.


	C0070 C
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.1

5.4.1
	Source: yangbo@chinamobile.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0058-CAB_V1_0_CM 
Comment: the conflict resolution occurs in AB information should be discussed
Proposed Change: 
A CR to solve it
	Status: OPEN

[Mar 31 CC] 
China Mobile



	C0071 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.2 (Contact Subscription Function)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: To be consistent with Contact Share and Import non-CAB requests, it is more appropriate to the store the contact subscription list in the feature handler app usage.

This provides the following benefits:

1) All requests are grouped under a single App Usage

2) User preferences are kept standalone to only include the “preferences” such as the ones defined currently with a boolean type.

3) It allows us to deal with the cases where the responses to contact subscription list can be tracked by the CAB client e.g. if the request was processed successfully by the CAB Server or not, etc.

This issue also relates to the following editor’s note.

The Subscription List as a standalone XML document is FFS.

Proposed Change: 

Replace the following:

“The Contact Subscription function SHALL retrieve the list of contact subscriptions to which it must subscribe, from the CAB User’s subscription list XML document in the CAB User Preference XDMS [CAB XDMS].”

With:

The Contact Subscription function SHALL receive the list of contact subscriptions to which it must subscribe, from the CAB Feature Handler App Usage [CAB XDMS]. ”

Further we need to elaborate which elements from the App Usage are to be accessed to obtain the subscription list and how/where to put the responses back for user consumption. In addition, we need describe procedures on how the subscription updates are received, user preferences are evaluated, and stored in the AB XDMS.


	Status: CLOSED with no action by CR #209R02

[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN 
[CR #209R02]

Because the proposed change is architectural change.

	C0072 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.2 (Contact Subscription Function)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment:  The following editor’s note should be resolved

Editor’s note:
CAB User interactions for conflict resolution arisen from Contact Subscriptions is FFS

Proposed Change: 


	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS

[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C0073 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.2 (Contact Subscription Function)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: Contact Subscription allows the user to subscribe to the contacts in the AB. However, once the subscription request is issued, there is a potential case that the local address book is not synchronized with the network. This will require that the Contact Subscription function or the Contact Status function to create a contact card for the subscribed contact in the user’s AB so it can populate the subscriptions status, etc.

Proposed Change: 

Describe the procedures under Contact Subscription/Status Function to deal with the case when the subscribed contact is not available in the AB XDMS at the time of processing the subscription request.


	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0209R02-CR_Comments_Section5_2_part2_CAB_TS

[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C0074 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.2 (Contact Subscription Function)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The following sentence should be re-written for clarity and consistency;

“The Contact Subscription function SHALL retrieve the list of contact subscriptions to which it must subscribe, from the CAB User’s subscription list XML document in the CAB User Preference XDMS [CAB XDMS].”

There is nothing called “subscription list XML document”. The list is part of the User preference App usage. We need to also describe exactly which elements from CAB Users App Usage are accessed to retrieve the subscriptions, etc.

Proposed Change: 


	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C0075 C
	2010.01.23
	E
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: remove the second dot.

Proposed Change: Contact Subscription updates..
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN 

	C0076 C
	2010.01.23
	E/T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Align the text with CAB User Preference XDMS element name.

Proposed Change: 

from the CAB User’s subscription list XML <subscription-list> element of the CAB User Preference Application Usage document in the CAB User Preference XDMS [CAB XDMS]. 
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C0077 C
	2010.01.23
	E/T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Align the text with CAB User Preference XDMS

Proposed Change: 

subscribing to changes to contact subscription list XML document the <subscription-list> element in CAB User Preference Application Usage. 
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C0078 C
	2010.01.23
	E
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Align the text with CAB User Preference XDMS

Proposed Change: 

subject to CAB User’s preferences XML documents the user preference defined in the <cab-upp-set> element of CAB User Preference Application usage [CAB XDMS]. 
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C0079 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.2
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  To make it possible to reuse lists created as URI Lists in List XDMS it is suggested that a Contact Subscription list can contain a reference to a URI List in List XDMS. Another solution is to use a URI List in List XDMS as the contact subscription list using an oma defined name for the list e.g. oma_pccsubscriptionlist.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>


	Status: OPEN 
partly addressed with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0162R01-CR_AD_GroupContactList 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0080 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.2
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Resolve and remove the Editor’s Note.

The <contact subscription> element of <contact status> can take a new value e.g. ‘conflict’ which can be used to indicate to the CAB User that an AB conflict coming from an outgoing Contact Subscription is pending his resolution.

As an option, the Client can use the contact’s PCC link to retrieve and present the delta to the user so he/she can choose. The resulting data is then locally updated in address book and synchronized with CAB Server.
Proposed Change: 

Editor’s note:
CAB User interactions for conflict resolution arisen from Contact Subscriptions is FFS


	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0209R02-CR_Comments_Section5_2_part2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0081 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.2
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Remove the Editor’s Note 2 since the subscription list is resolved.

Proposed Change: 

Editor’s note 2:
The Subscription List as a standalone XML document is FFS.


	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0082 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
China Mobile

	C0083 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: The statement “to which it must subscribe” in the second paragraph is redundant. 

Proposed Change: Remove the statement
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0084 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: In the last paragraph, “via the XDM Agent (see sub-clause 5.6 “XDM Agent”)” is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add the statement in the appropriate position.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C0085 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: “Contact subscription list” and “subscription list” are used to refer the same list.

Proposed Change: Rather, use the exact name of the list, as defined in the User Preference XDMS.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0086 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: As subscription list is defined in UP XDMS, the related editor’s note can be removed. 

Proposed Change: Remove the editor’s note about Subscription List.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0087 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: About the user interaction for conflict resolution, the entries with conflicts should be provided to a user over DS, so that user can handle it. 

Proposed Change: Add a statement accordingly, and remove the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
China Mobile 

	C0088 C
	2010.03.24
	Q
	5.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Now, there is no statement how contact subscription is initiated by a user. Should there be a statement, how the subscription is invoked at the beginning? 

Proposed Change: If so, the first entry in the subscription list can be the trigger in this regard.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0089 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2 
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: there are two Editor’s Notes in this section.
Proposed Change: Solve these editor notes:

1) Confliction resolution of User interaction should be simple logic at server side

2) Solve per user subscription handler
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0090 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

There is no need to make informative statement in a normative section.  See yellow highlight text. Thus, remove the yellow highlight text. And, rephrase the requirement correctly.

“The Contact Subscription function SHALL retrieve the list of contact subscriptions to which it must subscribe, from the CAB User’s subscription list XML document in the CAB User Preference XDMS [CAB XDMS]. This is accomplished either by document management operations or subscribing to changes to contact subscriptions list XML document. The retrieval is performed via the XDM Agent (see sub-clause 5.6 “XDM Agent”).”

Proposed Change: 
The Contact Subscription SHALL use XDM Agent, (see sub-clause 5.6 “XDM Agent”), to retrieve the list of contact subscription, with the following clarifications:

1. SHALL use  auid “org.openmobilealliance.cab-user-prefs”.
2. SHALL use <subscription-list> element from the CAB User’s subscription list XML document in the CAB User Preference XDMS [CAB XDMS].

3. SHALL use <XUI-entry> value to create PCC subscription request directly to the PCC XDMS or via Subscription Proxy as described in [OMA XDM Core].


	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0091 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: Very confusing requirement. It does not specify which function perform what. 

“The resulting contact’s PCC updates (via SIP NOTIFY) from the generated subscriptions SHALL be stored in the AB XDMS [CAB XDMS], subject to CAB User’s preferences XML documents [CAB XDMS].”

Proposed Change: 

Upon receiving an incoming update request PCC XDMS,  Contact Subscription:

1. SHALL use <contact-subscription-update> element from CAB User’s preference XML document [CAB XDMS].

2. When <contact-subscription-update> element is “true”, Contact Subscription function SHALL incorporate the changes and update AB XDMS.
3. When <contact-subscription-update> element is “false”, Contact Subscription function,

a. SHALL use Contact Status to notify the CAB User of the update.
b. SHALL store the changes <contact subscription update> element in AB XDMS.
	Status: CLOSED by CR 152R01, CR209 and CR210
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson

[May 3 CC]

Partly solved by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02, except for Bullet 3.

	C0092 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

Editor note is not correctly stated.  The issue is not about conflict resolution.  it is about when the user set <contact-subscription-update> element is to “false”.  
The interaction between CAB user and address book management is through CAB-1.

Proposed Change: 

Remove the editor note:

Editor’s note:
CAB User interactions for conflict resolution arisen from Contact Subscriptions is FFS


	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0093 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 This editor note is no longer valid, per CAB XDMS <subscription-list> element.

Editor’s note 2:
The Subscription List as a standalone XML document is FFS.

Proposed Change: 

Remove editor note 2.


	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0094 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <INP doc>

Comment:  The editor's note about conflict resolution needs to be resolved via CR. 

Proposed Change:  to be resolved via CR via CR
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0095 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.2
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <INP doc>

Comment:  The editor's note about subscription list as a standalone XDM document is out of date, as the list was added to the CAB User Preference 

Proposed Change:  delete the editor's note
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson

 

	C0096 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	5.2
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: comma before the period in “The Contact Subscription function is responsible for handling CAB User’s subscription requests towards other CAB Users and data resulting from Contact Subscription updates,.” 

Proposed Change: Remove comma
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson

 

	C0097 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	5.2
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Subclause 5.6 does not exist in “The Contact Subscription function SHALL retrieve the list of contact subscriptions to which it must subscribe, from the CAB User’s subscription list XML document in the CAB User Preference XDMS [CAB XDMS]. This is accomplished either by document management operations or subscribing to changes to contact subscriptions list XML document. The retrieval is performed via the XDM Agent (see sub-clause 5.6 “XDM Agent”).” 

Proposed Change: Change to:

The Contact Subscription function SHALL retrieve the list of contact subscriptions to which it must subscribe, from the CAB User’s subscription list XML document in the CAB User Preference XDMS [CAB XDMS]. This is accomplished either by document management operations or subscribing to changes to contact subscriptions list XML document. The retrieval is performed via the XDM Agent (see sub-clause 5.5 “XDM Agent”).
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02-CR_Comments_C071_to_C099_Section5_2_CAB_TS
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson



	C0098 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.2
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: If all outbound subscriptions are directed towards a PCC XDMS.  How will the user know if a subscription request is pending, successful or requires user interaction? 

Proposed Change: Additional text needs to be added to this section describing a broader range of subscription response(s) from generated subscription requests.

As soon as additional text exists, the editor’s note may be resolved and deleted.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson

[May 03 CC] Partially addressed BY OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0152R02. Error cases e.g. XUI syntax error for which the user needs to apply corrective actions need to be addressed with additional text.

	C0099 C
	2010.03.25
	Q
	5.2
	Source: yangbo@chinamobile.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0058-CAB_V1_0_CM 

Comment: the CAB User concern much about who has subscribed his PCC
Proposed Change: 
Evaluate if it is feasible to solve this requirement in CAB 1.0
	Status: OPEN

[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson

[Jun 21 CC]

Reassigned to China Mobile & Ericsson



	C00100 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.3 (Contact Share Function)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The procedures on how the Contact Share Function retrieves the request from Feature Handler App Usage and stores the response back needs to be detailed

Proposed Change: 

Describe the procedures to specify TS level details on how the requests are obtained from FH and responses are put back. The text should be based on the structure provided in FH.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00101 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.3 (Contact Share Function)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The following editor’s note should be resolved in the TS

Editor’s note:
Details on delivery in the case of recipient being a CAB vs. non-CAB User is FFS
Proposed Change: 

Resolve the editor’s note, by specifying the procedures on how the delivery status is captured by the CAB Server and informed to the User/CAB Client.

Possible solution: A new element under the FH App Usage <contact-share> element can be introduced to indicate the delivery status.


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

 

	C00102 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.3 (Contact Share Function)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The following editor’s note should be resolved:

Editor’s note:
User interactions for conflict resolution arisen from incoming Contact Share data is FFS
Proposed Change: 

Resolve the editor’s note. The note however, only applies to CAB-CAB scenario i.e. when XDM Forward is used.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00103 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	5.3
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: Error on referenced section number

Proposed Change: 

Change the following text as marked:

The Contact Share function SHALL support retrieval of Contact Share requests stored in the CAB Feature Handler Application Usage [CAB XDMS]. This is accomplished either by document management operations or subscribing to changes to XML document containing the contact share requests in CAB XDMS [CAB XDMS]. The retrieval is performed via the XDM Agent (see subclause 5.5 “XDM Agent”).
	Status: CLOSED with no action with CR OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0237-CR_CONR_Resolution_C0103

[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

[Samsung] The current TS is the same with the proposed change

	C00104 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.3
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: Missing text for contact share with other CAB User

Proposed Change: 

Add agreed text to describe how contact share works between CAB Users
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00105 C
	2010.01.23
	Q
	5.3
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  XDM Forward is a similar function that can be used from an XDMC. Why can not this function be built of top of the XDM function by e.g. adding support for sending a request to a non-CAB user directly in PCC/AB XDMS?  The XDMS can send a “XDM Forward Remote” request to the CAB server (interworking function) when it finds the XDM forward request is targeting a non Cab user.

Proposed Change: 
Group to assess is change of the flow is beneficial.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00106 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.3
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Missing originating Contact Share description for CAB User recipients. 

If the CAB Client initiates the Contact Share to the serving PCC/AB XDMS, then there is no need for an originating Contact Share text in this section.

The Contact Share on the recipient side needs text to describe how the server retrieves the Contact Share data from the recipient’s List XDMS and processes it towards AB XDMS and CAB Client.
Proposed Change: 
Update the normative text to remove originating Contact Share functions and complete the receiving side Contact Share.

Remove Editor’s Note:

Editor’s note:
Details on delivery in the case of recipient being a CAB vs. non-CAB User is FFS


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00107 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.3
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  If contact share can be built of top of XDM forward the CAB Contact Share Function shall also take care of send PCC &AB information to non-CAB users.

Proposed Change: Add interface and receiving function in Contact Share function to be able to send to CPM IWF.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00108 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.3
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Remove the editor’s note since there are no other messaging mechanisms defined than CPM IWF.
Proposed Change: 
Editor’s note:
Whether CPM IWF is the only messaging method used or not is FFS.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00109 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.3
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Remove the editor’s note since there is no requirement for conflict resolution for Contact Share (only for Contact subscription in CAB-SUBS-007).
Proposed Change: 
Editor’s note:
User interactions for conflict resolution arisen from incoming Contact Share data is FFS
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00110 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The proposed text by CR #004 (just “Noted” without the discussion during the Vienna interim) needs to be brought back for resolving the Contact Share Function.

Proposed Change: See the CR OMA-MWG-CAB-2010-0004-CR_XDM_Forward_from_CAB_Server
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00111 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The first “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00112 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The second “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00113 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The third “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

 

	C00114 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: The description about Contact Share is significantly incomplete. There are some open questions relating to the feature (e.g., how to determine if a recipient is a CAB user, need for an intermediate process to send data from PCC XDMS to AB XDMS, delivery report, the case when contact information is available in the CAB Client).  

Proposed Change: Phase the feature for future CAB release, and remove section 5.3.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00115 C
	2010.03.21
	Q
	5.3
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s note:
Whether CPM IWF is the only messaging method used or not is FFS
Proposed Change: Solve the editor note if support SIP push enabler
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

Same as C0111

	C00116 C
	2010.03.21
	Q
	5.3
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s note:
Details on delivery in the case of recipient being a CAB vs. non-CAB User is FFS
Proposed Change: Solve the editor note if support SIP push enabler
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00117 C
	2010.03.21
	Q
	5.3
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s note:
User interactions for conflict resolution arisen from incoming Contact Share data is FFS
Proposed Change: Clarify receive incoming Contact Share data, with synchronization flow
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00118 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

There is no procedure of how to send Contact Share to CAB User.

There are technical challenges of using XDM Document Forward feature to realize Contact Share requirements.  

Lacking delivery report

Lacking support of multiple XDMS (PCC and AB XDMS) source of forward.

Lacking support for aggregating all of multiple source XDMS

Lacking support of delivery Contact Share to the end point.

Proposed Change: 

Either removes the support of CAB Share or use messaging.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00119 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3 and 6.2.2.2 and C.4
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 There is no end-to-end procedure to originate and receive Contact Share data.

Lacking a workable solution.

The current CAB AD for Contact Share does not support of using XDM Forward function as currently defined in XDM 2.1.  In order to re-use XDM Forward function in CAB, either CAB Server or CAB XDMS must have additional functionality to generate, aggregate, and process the request and response of Contact Share.

Proposed Change: 

Delete section 5.3 and 6.2.2.2 Contact Share, and C.4
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

 

	C00120 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.3
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <INP doc>

Comment:  There are three editor's notes about contact share that need to be resolved via CR
Proposed Change:  resolve via CR
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00121 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.3
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: complete CAB User text 

Proposed Change: if solution is not forth coming then delete CAB user section and phase the requirements for internal share.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00122 C
	2010.03.25
	T
	5.3
	Source: yangbo@chinamobile.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0058-CAB_V1_0_CM 

Comment: the contact share function for the CAB User as a recipient should be added to Chapter 5.3
Proposed Change: 
A CR to solve it
	Status: OPEN

[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00123 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Though it is mentioned as “interaction”, actually it is only “import”. 

Proposed Change: Change “interaction” by “import” in the bullet list and sub-section 5.4.1.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00124 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.1 (Interaction with non-CAB Systems)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The procedures on how the CAB Server retrieves the non-CAB request from Feature Handler App Usage and stores the response back needs to be detailed

Proposed Change: 

Describe the procedures to specify TS level details on how the non-CAB requests are obtained from FH and responses are put back. The text should be based on the structure provided in FH.
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-227R02
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent



	C00125 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.1 (Interaction with non-CAB Systems)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The procedures on how the imported data is stored in the AB XDMS should be described.

Proposed Change: 

Describe the procedures on how the imported data is stored in the AB XDMS. Here we should also make a reference to Contact Status function for setting the contact source from where it was imported. In addition, we should reference the Format Adaptation section if any adaptation is required before storing the imported data into AB XDMS.
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-227R02 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00126 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.1 (Interaction with non-CAB Systems)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment:  The following editor’s note should be resolved:

Editor’s note:
User interactions for conflict resolution arisen between imported contacts and AB data is FFS.
Proposed Change: 

Resolve the editor’s note in the TS.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00127 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	5.4.1
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: Error on referenced section

Proposed Change: 

Change the following text as marked:

The data for the scheduled import requests of contact(s) from non-CAB AB systems into CAB SHALL be retrieved from the CAB Feature Handler Application Usage [CAB XDMS]. This is accomplished either by document management operations or subscribing to changes to XML document containing the requests in CAB XDMS [CAB XDMS]. The retrieval is performed via the XDM Agent (see subclause 5.5 “ XDM Agent”).
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00128 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.4.1
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Remove Editor’s Note.

Proposed Change: 
Editor’s note:
User interactions for conflict resolution arisen between imported contacts and AB data is FFS.


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00129 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The current text is just high level description. Need to be specified with the detailed procedure
Proposed Change: Specify with the detailed procedure
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 227R02 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00130 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent
Same as C0126

	C00131 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: The data for the scheduled import requests of contact(s) from non-CAB AB systems into CAB
Proposed Change: 
Exchanging with external AB system is required in CAB RD, and there should not be any limitation on how to input these AB data.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00132 C
	2010.03.21
	Q
	5.4.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s note:
User interactions for conflict resolution arisen between imported contacts and AB data is FFS.
Proposed Change: User interaction for adjusting of confliction is out of CAB scope
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00133 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

There is no detail procedures of how Interworking function must use <import-non-cab>, <schedule-interval>, and “id” attributes from Feature Handler app usage

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00134 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

There is no detail procedure of how, when, and where the Interworking Function handle the imported data.

Proposed Change: 

Add detail procedure.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00135 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <INP doc>

Comment:  There is an editor's note about import and conflicted data that needs to be resolved via CR. 

Proposed Change:  resolve via CR
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent
Same as C0126

	C00136 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: address the editors note 

Proposed Change: follow process (to be) described in section 5.2
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0303 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent
Same as C0126

	C00137 C
	2010.01.23
	E
	5.4.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: wrong section number

Proposed Change: 

5

5.4.1
	Status: CLOSED with no action by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0272R01-CR_CONRR_C0137_C0141_C0143_C0147_on_5.4.2

[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei 

	C00138 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.2 and sub- sections
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The section 5.4.2 and subsections was not complete.

Proposed Change: Specify with the detailed procedure/description
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00139 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2 
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: The interactions with External Directories and mapping the requests/responses to/from External Directories are out of scope of this specification..
Proposed Change: This should be a technical note
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00140 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2 
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: If multiple External Directories are searched, the CAB Interworking Function SHALL aggregate the results prior to sending the response back to the Search Proxy.
Proposed Change: There should clarify the principle of aggregation the result is out of scope
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00141 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

Since CAB TS is not standardizing the method of translation for external search request, this requirement is incorrect.  It should not mandate translation.  

The search requests received via XDM-7i SHALL be translated to external search requests based on the format supported by the External Directories, in the case when External Directories do not support the standard XML format. When the External Directories support the standard XML format for search requests, translation MAY not be required. 

 The interactions with External Directories and mapping the requests/responses to/from External Directories are out of scope of this specification.

Proposed Change: 

Upon receiving the search request, the CAB Interworking Function SHALL use <dataSource> child element to construct an external search request.

The interactions with External Directories and mapping the requests/responses to/from External Directories are out of scope of this specification.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0272R01-CR_CONRR_C0137_C0141_C0143_C0147_on_5.4.2
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00142 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 There is no reference to [XSD_cab_search_external_directories]

Proposed Change: 

Add reference
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0273R01-CR_CONRR_C0142_C0150_C0151_on_5.4.2.1.3

[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00143 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

The following text should be part of structure and data semantic sections of AUID “org.openmobilealliance.cab-external-search”.
· The <dataSource> child element of the <search> element indicates the specific external directory source to which the <request> is targeted or the specific external directory source from which the <response> is received. The value SHALL be of type String. 

This extension is described in [XSD_cab_search_external_directories] 
Proposed Change: 

Move to structure and data semantic sections.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0272R01-CR_CONRR_C0137_C0141_C0143_C0147_on_5.4.2
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00144 C
	2010.03.21
	Q
	5.4.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 Beside supporting XML format, should CAB Interworking function must support the [XDM Core] sub clause: 6.2.3
Searching for Data in XML Documents?
The CAB Interworking Function SHALL support searches to External Directories, by hosting a standard XML format (see subclause 5.4.2.1) and receiving search requests via XDM-7i interface (i.e. Limited XQuery over HTTP).

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00145 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.2.1 (App Usage for External Directories Search)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment:  A XML schema needs to be defined for the External Directories App Usage.

Proposed Change:  Specify the XML schema (structure and semantics) for external directories search. There are two options:

1) Re-use the PCC schema

2) Define a simple schema with basic attributes (e.g. name, address, tel, etc.)


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei



	C00146 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.2.1 (App Usage for External Directories Search)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment:  The following editor notes should be resolved:

Editor’s note: 
The search collection parameter is FFS.
Editor’s Note:
The exact expression is based on the schema and is FFS. 
Proposed Change: 

Resolve the editor’s notes.

The collection parameter should be pointing to a global document. Currently, the XDM 2.1 spec only specifies the collection parameters for the user’s tree, and we cannot use this since the directories are not user documents but valid for all users.

Possible collection parameter: 

collection(“org.openmobilealliance.cab-external-search/global”)

	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00147 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

Missing Structure and Data Semantics for AUID

“org.openmobilealliance.cab-external-search”.
Also, this App usage should move to the CAB TS XDMS spec.

Proposed Change: 

Define structure and data semantics for <dataSource> and others elements.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0272R01-CR_CONRR_C0137_C0141_C0143_C0147_on_5.4.2
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00148 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2.1.1 
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: so far, the structure for application usage for external directories search is empty
Proposed Change: Clearly define this structure
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00149 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2.1.3
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <INP doc>

Comment:  There is an editor's note about search collection. 
Proposed Change:  resolve via CR
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei
Same as C0146

	C00150 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2.1.3
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <INP doc>

Comment:  There is an editor's note about search expression.  Alcatel-Lucent submitted a comment directly against the XSD for external search --- refer to that.

Proposed Change:  resolve via CR
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0273R01-CR_CONRR_C0142_C0150_C0151_on_5.4.2.1.3
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei
[Huawei]

There is another CONRR comment by Alcatel-Lucent about resolve the editor’s note, so this CR just try to resolve about XDS reference.

	C00151 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.4.2.1.3
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: the following sentence does not make sense “This Application Usage SHALL support search requests towards External Directories based on standard XML search document that conforms to the XML schema defined in subclause 5.4.2.1.3.”  where is the schema? 

Proposed Change: correct the subclause reference.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0273R01-CR_CONRR_C0142_C0150_C0151_on_5.4.2.1.3
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00152 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.4.2.1.3
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: address editors notes 

Proposed Change: if text is not forthcoming, remove search from V1.0
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei 

	C00153 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2.1.12
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment:
Editor’s note: 
The search collection parameter is FFS.
Proposed Change: Clarify the search capability
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC]
Huawei
Same as C0146

	C00154 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.2.1.12
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment:
Editor’s Note:The exact expression is based on the schema and is FFS. 
Proposed Change: Solve the editor note
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei 

	C00155 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.4.2.1.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Missing the definition of data structure

Proposed Change: 

5.4.2.1.3 Search Capabilities

5.4.2.1.3 Structure

This Application Usage SHALL support search requests towards External Directories based on standard XML search document that conforms to the XML schema defined in subclause 5.4.2.1.3 5.4.1.3 of [OMA XDM Core].


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00156 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.4.2.1.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Missing the subclause for Validation Constraints

Proposed Change: 

5.4.2.1.4 Validation Constraints

The basic XQuery expression supported by this Application Usage SHALL be as follows:

xquery version "1.0";

declare default element namespace "urn:oma:xml:cab-external-search";

All search requests that do not comply with the basic XQuery expression as defined in this subclause SHALL be responded with an HTTP “409 Conflict” error response as defined by [OMA XDM Core] in sub-clause 6.2.3.

	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei 

	C00157 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.4.2.1.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Move the text into Structure and Validation constraints and clean up Search Capabilities.

Proposed Change: 

5.4.2.1.5 Search Capabilities

Not applicable.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00158 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.4.2.1.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: remove Editor note (referring to subclause 6.1)

Proposed Change: 

Editor’s note: 
The search collection parameter is FFS.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00159 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.4.2.1.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: remove Editor note (referring to subclause 6.1)

Proposed Change: 

Editor’s Note:
The exact expression is based on the schema and is FFS. 
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00160 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.4.3
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Remove PCC from the table heading, the format mapping applies to AB as well.  Update the top element name that contains the reusable structure from PCC and AB (once determined by the group).
Proposed Change: 
CAB-PCC format 
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Orange

	C00161 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: The table is incomplete. 

Proposed Change: Complete the mapping table, upon AB data format is agreed.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Orange

	C00162 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: vCard 4.0 work is stabilizing in IETF. 

Proposed Change: Provide a mapping table also for vCard 4.0, if/when the work is stable.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Orange 

	C00163 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: Orange

Comment: this section is not complete

Proposed Change: complete this section with all the PCC properties
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Orange

	C00164 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: Orange

Comment: Mapping between CAB CAB Format and Legacy Format(s) must be further detailed. 

Proposed Change: to further detailed table describing mapping between CAB Format and Legacy Format(s) 
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Orange 

	C00165 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: in the table of format adaptation, there is some TBD.
 Proposed Change: Clarify all TBD
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Orange

	C00166 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

Missing the rest of PCC elements mapping between vCard and PCC. 

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Orange

	C00167 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <INP doc>

Comment:  The list is incomplete.  

Proposed Change:  resolve via CR
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Orange

	C00168 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Table is incomplete 

Proposed Change: complete the mapping table
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Orange

	C00169 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.5
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 XDM Client and XDM Agent are used in the TS.  It should be XDM Agent.

Proposed Change: 

Use these term correctly.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0172-CR_CONR_Resolution_C005_C006_C042_C044_C047_C052_C057_C064_C0169_C0252 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00170 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.5
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <INP doc>

Comment:  There is an editor's note.  XDM 2.1 TS is more extensive and this section needs to be updated.  

Proposed Change:  resolve via CR
	Status: CLOSED with CR#2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung
Same as C0173

	C00171 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	5.5
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Address the editors note.   

Proposed Change: if text is not forthcoming, remove internal forwarding and/or history from V1.0 
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung 


	C00172 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	New section before the section  5.5
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: Contact Status Function was removed.

Proposed Change: Need to address it into the CAB TS
	Status: CLOSED with no action 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung
Contact Status Function exists in the TS

	C00173 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.5 (XDM Agent)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The following editor’s note should be resolved.

Editor’s Note: 
Procedures for forwarding and history access will be added when XDM 2.1 TS will describe them.

Proposed Change: 

Resolve the editor’s note in the TS by specifying/reference the forwarding and history procedures as described in XDM 2.1 Core TS.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00174 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.5
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Update all applicable XDM 2.1 functions, including share by reference.
Proposed Change:

The XDM Agent acts as a supporting entity to other CAB Server functions and supports interactions (i.e. document management operations, subscriptions/notifications, history access, forwarding, share by reference) with CAB XDMS [CAB XDMS].

	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00175 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	5.5
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove Editor’s Note and add the text that describes the use of XDM 2.1 History function.
Proposed Change:

The XDM Agent SHALL support the following XDMC procedures as described in [OMA XDM Core] “Procedures at the XDM Client”:

a. Procedures of document management of CAB XML documents [CAB XDMS] based on subclause “6.1.1 Document Management” from [OMA XDM Core].

b. Procedures of subscription to changes in CAB XML documents [CAB XDMS] as described in subclause “6.1.2 Subscribing to changes in the XML documents” with the exception of subclause “6.1.2.1.2 XDMC residing in a UE” as described in [OMA XDM Core].

c. Procedures of history information access  for CAB XML documents [CAB XDMS], based on subclause “6.1.4 Requesting History Information [OMA XDM Core]

Editor’s Note: 
Procedures for forwarding and history access will be added when XDM 2.1 TS will describe them.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00176 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	5.5
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0303 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung
Same as C0173

	C00177 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.5
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: in the section of Contact Status Function, it is empty.
 Proposed Change: Contact Status is required in current RD. It should be removed if there can not arrive a solution
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00178 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.5
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: in the section of XDM Agent.
 Proposed Change: XDM Agent is not a formal entity in CAB architecture. Related function description should be removed from CAB TS or supply related content into CAB AD.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung



	C00179 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	5.5
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s Note: procedures for forwarding and history access will be added when XDM 2.1 TS will describe them.
 Proposed Change: Forwarding and history access features may be postponed to implement later version.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00180 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6 (Procedures at CAB Client) 
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The CAB Client section lacks text for conflict resolution and reactive authorization.

Proposed Change: 

Create new section(s) and specify procedures for reactive authorization and conflict resolution for Incoming Contact Subscription, Contact Share and Imported non-CAB data.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00181 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	6
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Editorial 

Proposed Change: Order the sub-sections as done in section 5 – first  “Address book management” in 6.1, then “Subscriontion …” in 6.2, and so on.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00182 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6
	Source: <Alcatel-Lucent>

Form: <INP doc>

Comment:  The section has two editor's notes.  Note that Alcatel-Lucent submitted a comment on search query for the AB and PCC XDMS. 

Proposed Change:  resolve via CR
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Alcatel-Lucent 

	C00183 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.1 (Contact Search)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The following editor’s notes should be resolved:

Editor’s note: 
The search collection parameter for all users is FFS.

Editor’s note:
Collection parameter for searching External Directories is FFS.
Proposed Change: 

Resolve the editor’s notes in the TS
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00184 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: remove Editor note (it is described in subclause 5.4.1.3 in [OMA XDM Core]) and add the appropriate semantics.

Proposed Change: 

Editor’s note: 
The search collection parameter for all users is FFS.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00185 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	6.1 
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: 

Remove Editor’s Note related to search and update the collection and auid details based on sect. 5.4.2.

Proposed Change: 

a. When searching PCC, the collection parameter SHALL be “org.openmobilealliance.cab-pcc/users/”.
b. When searching external directories the collection parameter SHALL be “org.openmobilealliance.cab-external-search”.
Editor’s note:
Collection parameter for searching External Directories is FFS.

	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00186 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.1
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The first “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00187 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.1
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The second “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00188 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.1
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Search in AB is limited to user’s own AB, and searching in the AB of other user is not allowed.
Proposed Change: Remove the Editor’s note about searching for all users in AB.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC 

	C00189 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.1
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: The parameter for external search is “org.openmobilealliance.cab-external-search” 

Proposed Change: Add a statement as bullet item c under 1 to mention the parameter, and remove the corresponding Editro’s note. 
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00190 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.1
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Searching AB is limited to user’s own AB. 

Proposed Change: The value of domain for AB search should be clarified accordingly under bullet 2 a.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00191 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s note: 
The search collection parameter for all users is FFS..
 Proposed Change: Pending to PCC format
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00192 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s note:
Collection parameter for searching External Directories is FFS.
 Proposed Change: Search to external directory should be out of scope
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00193 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

My understanding is that there is no requirement for search other CAB user address books.

The editor note should be remove.

Editor’s note: 
The search collection parameter for all users is FFS.

Proposed Change: 

Remove the editor note
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00194 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	6.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

For ease of reading and consistency,  

Proposed Change: 

section 6.1 “Contact Search” should move after section 6.2 Document management. 


	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00195 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

In the case of PCC, the bullet “a” is ok.

However, in the case of AB, domain =home.
a. When searching AB or PCC, the value of “domain” parameter SHALL be set to any of the following values: domain=[home, all, or target domains] and be subject to service provider policies.

Proposed Change: 

Either rephrase the requirement or split the requirement into PCC and AB separately.


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NEC

	C00196 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Personalization Rules is mentioned couple of time in the TS, and we also have requirement for it, but it is not described to stage 3 level.

Proposed Change: Define how it works. As for example, there can be a tree under in User Preference XDMS for personalization. So that, management of personalization rules would be one sub-section under 6.2.

We can keep it simple, but still useful, to enable a user only to personalize name or display name of any entry of her address book. Following is an example personalization rule XML document:

<personalization-rules id=”XUI of the owner of rule”>
  <rule XUI=”XUI of an entry in AB”>
    <display-name>Mum</display-name>
  </rule>
  <rule XUI=”XUI of another entry in AB”>
    <display-name>Boom</display-name>
  </rule>
</personalization-rule>

Here, id attribute identifies the owner of AB or these rules, and XUI attribute identify the entry of her AB whose information is personalized. Child element (i.e., <display-name> here in both the cases) under <rule> element indicate what AB property being personalized, while the value of the child element indicates the personalized value. 


	Status: CLOSED by CR #286 and #287

[Mar 31 CC] 
Nokia
[Xi’an Interim]

Reassigned to LGE

	C00197 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

There is no procedure of how and what the CAB Client MUST perform to Publish Contact Card and Contact View. 

Proposed Change: 

Define the procedures
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0270R01-CR_Action_Item_A021

[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM & ALU &Samsung & NSN

	C00198 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 Section 6.2.2 “CAB User Preferences management” should not have sub-section of 6.2.2.1, 6.2.2.2, and 6.2.2.3. 

Very confusing 

Proposed Change: 

Perhaps, It may be best to remove the section 6.2 heading.

And, group these section as the following:

1) Personal Contact Card

2) CAB User Preference

a. User preference setting

b. Subscription listing

3) Feature Handler

a. Contact share

b. Import contact

4) Contact Search
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN 

	C00199 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

There is no detail procedure of how, and what CAB Client MUST performs or set the value of all <cab-upp-set> element. 

Proposed Change: 

Define the procedures
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C00200 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.2.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
The CAB Client SHALL issue the request 
Proposed Change: Consist with same word issue, construct, format, etc
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0227R02-CR_CONRR_C0200_to_C0203_section_541_6221

[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN 

	C00201 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.2.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 It is very confusing requirement.  The requirement is not about issue a request.  The requirement is about the CAB Client MUST use Feature Handler app usage <import-non-cab> element to store the request data.

The CAB Client SHALL issue the request for importing contact information from non-CAB address book systems by storing the request data in the CAB Feature Handler Application Usage [CAB XDMS], and following the procedures as described in the [OMA XDM Core] subclause 6.1.1 “Document Management” with the following clarifications:

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Client SHALL use <import-non-cab> element in the CAB Feature Handler Application Usage [CAB XDMS] to store the import request data, and following the procedures as described in the [OMA XDM Core] subclause 6.1.1 “Document Management” with the following clarifications:

	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0227R02-CR_CONRR_C0200_to_C0203_section_541_6221
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C00202 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.2.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 Where these imported-contact data shall be stored?

Proposed Change: 

These imported-contact must be store in AB XDMS and AB Synch with the client
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0227R02-CR_CONRR_C0200_to_C0203_section_541_6221
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C00203 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.2.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

What is the CAB Server procedure when <update-ab> element existed in the user preference?

There MUST be a CAB Client requirement that check to make sure <update-ab> element is defined in the user preference, when issue an import request.

Proposed Change: 

Define the procedure
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0227R02-CR_CONRR_C0200_to_C0203_section_541_6221
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN

	C00204 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	6.2.2.2
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: 

If the CAB Client initiates the Contact Share directly to the serving PCC/AB XDMS, then the originating Contact Share text from the Client needs to be updated to detail the XDCP message as per [OMA DM Core].

The Contact Share on the recipient side needs Client text to describe how the client retrieves the Contact Shared data.

Proposed Change: 

Update the normative text for originating Contact Share functions of CAB Client and add the receiving side of the Client functions for Contact Share.


	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00205 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.2.2.2
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The Contact Share request data should be aligned with XDM Forward request. 

The proposed text by CR #114 (just “Noted” without the discussion during the Vienna interim) needs to be brought back for resolving the XDM Restore.
Proposed Change: See the CR OMA-MWG-CAB-2010-0114-CR_CAB_Client_Procedure_for_Contact_Share
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0174R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_C0205
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00206 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.2.2.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Contact Share feature is significantly incomplete with quite many open questions. See Nokia comment on section 5.3 of CAB TS for more information.

Proposed Change: Remove section 6.2.2.2
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00207 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.2.2.3 (Contact Subscription)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The following procedure should be rewritten to be consistent with other text in CAB Client section.

“If the CAB User desires to subscribe or unsubscribe to a contact’s PCC document changes, the CAB Client SHALL use the mechanisms of [OMA XDM Core] to respectively add or delete the XUI of that CAB User to the <contact-list> element of his/her CAB User Preference XDM document.” 

Proposed Change: 

1) We should refer to the “CAB Client” and not “CAB User”. 

2) It is more logical to move this list under FH App Usage and not put it under User preferences as it is not a “preference”. 

3) We should clearly specify how the list is populated e.g. which AUID is used, which procedures in XDM Core are used, etc.

4) What happens if the User has not created a contact entry for the user to subscribe to? Is it automatically added by the CAB Server? If so, how and what are the implications.


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson
Partly addressed by CR267

1) Closed with this CR

2) Closed without action since CAB WG has decided to keep <subscription-list> under User Preference Application Usage.

3) Closed with this CR
4) Not handled.

	C00208 C
	2010.01.23
	E/T
	6.2.2.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Align the text with CAB User Preference Application Usage

Proposed Change: 

If the CAB User desires to subscribe or unsubscribe to a contact’s PCC document changes, the CAB Client SHALL use the mechanisms of [OMA XDM Core] to respectively add or delete the XUI of that CAB User to the <contactsubscription-list> element of his/her CAB User Preference XDM document.
	Status: Closed by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0267R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C207_to_C212
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson 

	C00209 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.2.2.3
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: <contact-list> is not existing in the CAB User Preferences XDM document. Probably, <subscription-list> is the corresponding one.

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: Closed by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0267R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C207_to_C212
[Mar 31 CC] 

NSN & Ericsson

	C00210 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.2.2.3
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: <contact-list> is a wrong name of the element. 

Proposed Change: Replace <contact-list> with <subscription-list>
	Status: Closed by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0267R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C207_to_C212 
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson

	C00211 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.2.2.3
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: A user should be able to configure/filter subscribed data. As for example, a user may only want to subscribe for mobile phone number and e-mail address of a PCC. Beside, user experience (e.g., billing, not bothered with unwanted data), such filtering would also optimize traffic. 

Proposed Change: the subscription list should also include filtering rules for subscription, and a user should be able to manage the filtering rules.
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0217R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_CAB_XDMS_TS_filter_subscription & OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0215R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_CAB_TS_filter_subscription
And OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0267R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C207_to_C212((CONRR0211already CLOSED)
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson
[Xi’an Interim]

Resolved by Alcatel-Lucent

	C00212 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.2.2.3
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

Wrong element reference. It should be <subscription-list>

If the CAB User desires to subscribe or unsubscribe to a contact’s PCC document changes, the CAB Client SHALL use the mechanisms of [OMA XDM Core] to respectively add or delete the XUI of that CAB User to the <contact-list> element of his/her CAB User Preference XDM document.
Proposed Change: 

If the CAB User desires to subscribe or unsubscribe to a contact’s PCC document changes, the CAB Client SHALL use the mechanisms of [OMA XDM Core] to respectively add or delete the <XUI-entry> of that CAB User to the <subscription-list> element of his/her CAB User Preference XDM document.
	Status: Closed by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0267R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C207_to_C212
[Mar 31 CC] 
NSN & Ericsson

	C00213 C
	2010.03.24
	Q
	6.2.3
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Should there be a sub-section of access permission document for User Preferences? If even there is no need for such document management for User Preference XDMS, it can be stated here clearly. 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Nokia

	C00214 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	New section after 6.2.3
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: XDM Restore for restoring the XDM Resource should be separately handled in the section 6.2 Document Management.

The proposed text by CR #116 (just “Noted” without the discussion during the Vienna interim) needs to be brought back for resolving the XDM Restore.
Proposed Change: See the CR OMA-MWG-CAB-2010-0116-CR_CAB_Client_Procedure_for_XDM_Restore.doc
Proposed Change: Add the new section of XDM Restore 
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00215 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	New section after 6.2.3
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: History Information Document for the XDM document history should be separately handled in the section 6.2 Document Management.

Proposed Change: Add the new section of History Information 
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00216 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	New section after 6.2.3
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: XDM Preferences Document for history function related preferences and XDM Forwarding preferences should be separately handled in the section 6.2 Document Management.

Proposed Change: Add the new section of XDM Preferences
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00217 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	6.3.1

6.3.2

6.3.3

6.3.4
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Clarify the wording related to handling of the AUID value. The AUID value is included in the body of the Subscribe in both cases. When subscribing via the Subscription Proxy the R-URI is set the address of the Subscription Proxy. When Subscribing directly to the XDMS the R-URI is sent to the XUI plus an extra URI Parameter AUID=<auid-value>. 

[the example for reference

SUBSCRIBE sip:subscription_proxy@example.com SIP/2.0

From: <sip:Michael.cab_user@example.com>;tag=31415

To: <sip:subscription_proxy@example.com>

Event: xcap-diff; diff-processing=aggregate

Call-ID: b89rjhnedlrfjflslj40a222

CSeq: 1 SUBSCRIBE

P-Preferred-Identity: "Michael" <sip:Michael.cab_user@example.com>

Expires: 600000

Accept: application/xcap-diff+xml

Accept: multipart/related

Accept: application/rlmi+xml

Content-Type: application/resource-lists+xml; charset="UTF-8"

Content-Length: ..

<?xml version="1.0" encoding="UTF-8"?>

<resource-list xmlns="urn:ietf:params:xml:ns:resource-lists">

  <list>

    <entry uri="org.openmobilealliance.cab-pcc"/>

    <entry uri="org.openmobilealliance.cab-user-prefs”>

    <entry uri="org.openmobilealliance.cab-feature-handler"/>

  </list>

</resource-list>
]

Proposed Change: 

If the Subscription Proxy was not provisioned to the XDMC of the CAB Client, the Request-URI SHALL be set to the XUI of the CAB User plus the extra URI Parameter auid=<“org.openmobilealliance.cab-user-prefs”> .

If the Subscription Proxy was  provisioned to the XDMC of the CAB Client, the Request-URI SHALL be set to addresss of the Subscription Proxy. The XUI of the CAB User and the  auid=<“org.openmobilealliance. cab-feature-handler” are part of the SUBSCRIBE body as specified in [OMA XDM Core]. 

	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0276R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C217_to_C221

[Mar 31 CC] 
Ericsson

	C00218 C
	2010.03.24
	Q
	6.3
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: In all the sub-sections (6.3.1, 6.3.2, 6.3.3), the subscription is only to own (one) document. As the use of subscription proxy is beneficial while subscribing to multiple documents, what is real benefit of subscription proxy here? Moreover, seems like the AUID is same for either case, and question is – is it really any different from CAB Client, if subscription proxy is used or not? 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0276R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C217_to_C221
[Mar 31 CC] 
Ericsson

	C00219 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.3
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
There are two mechanisms (i.e. SIP and XDCP/Push) through which a CAB Client can subscribe to document changes stored in CAB XDMS(s), except AB XDMS. The CAB Client SHALL support one of the two mechanisms.

Proposed Change: 
Subscription to CAB XML document change should not only cover CAB user’s own PCC/UPP/Feature document, but also cover other’s PCC

On other hand, it is important to identify the user’s communication address
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0276R01-CR_CONRR_TS_C217_to_C221
[Mar 31 CC] 
Ericsson

	C00220 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	6.3.4
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove the Editor’s Note and add all the remaining application usages from the CAB XDMS TS, except for the AB application usage:

AB history documents

PCC history documents

AB Access Permission

PCC access permissions

Etc …

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Ericsson



	C00221 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.3.4
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC] 
Ericsson
Same as C0220


	C00222 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	6.4
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: CAB-01 interface should be renamed to CAB-1 interface

Proposed Change: Rename it
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0248R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C222_C231

[Mar 31 CC] 
Sprint

	C00223 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.4
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: The text in the first paragraph is bit inconsistent with AD. 

Proposed Change: The CAB Client SHALL use OMA DS Protocol [OMA DS Pro] as specified in CAB-01 interface [CAB AD] to synchronize data modifications in the address book with the CAB Server.
	Status: CLOSED with No Action by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0248R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C222_C231
[Mar 31 CC] 
Sprint
DS stands for Data Synchronization. Data modification is implied when using this protocol; adding “data modification in” text is unnecessary.

	C00224 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.4
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: The mapping between vCard and CAB Format can only answer to the question. Moreover, the reduced support depends on the use of specific field in an implementation. 

Proposed Change: Revise the statement upon completion of the mapping. 
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0248R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C222_C231
[Mar 31 CC] 
Sprint

	C00225 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	6.4
	Source: Orange

Comment: the sentence " The CAB Client SHALL support AB CAB Format for AB synchronization with CAB Client." is incorrect 

Proposed Change: replace "with CAB Client" by "with CAB server"
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0248R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C222_C231
[Mar 31 CC] 
Sprint

	C00226 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.4
	Source: Orange

Comment:  In the AD, it is written :

5.3.1.1
CAB Client

The CAB Client SHALL perform the following:

•
…

•
….

•
Send and receive address book related contact information in vCard as a Legacy Format.

Hence, support of vCard as a Legacy Format  is mandatory on client side. It must be reflected in OMA-TS-CAB v1 for consistency

Moreover, from interoperability perspective, it makes sense to ensure that CAB Client is capable of supporting vCard as a Legacy Format (considering for instance typical use case in which CAB client can receive contact information sent by a legacy client (non CAB capable).

Proposed Change: replace following text below:

The CAB Client SHALL support AB CAB Format for AB synchronization with CAB Client. In addition to the AB CAB Format, the CAB Client MAY support Legacy Formats vCard2.1, vCard 3.0, as specified in [xxx].

by:

The CAB Client SHALL support AB CAB Format for AB synchronization with CAB Client. In addition to the AB CAB Format, the CAB Client SHALL support at least one of the Legacy Format vCard2.1 or vCard 3.0, as specified in [xxx].


	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0248R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C222_C231
[Mar 31 CC] 
Sprint

	C00227 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	6.4
	Source: Orange

Comment: as defined in section 5.4.3 for server, it must be said that the client must support "format adaptation between CAB format and Legacy Format(s)"

Proposed Change: add a sentence : "The format adaptation between CAB Format and Legacy Format(s) SHALL be supported by the CAB Client.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0248R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C222_C231
[Mar 31 CC] 
Sprint

	C00228 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.4
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
the CAB Client MAY support Legacy Formats vCard2.1, vCard 3.0, as specified in [xxx].
Proposed Change: Clarify the specific reference [xxx]
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0248R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C222_C231
[Mar 31 CC] 
Sprint

	C00229 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	6.4
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
At end of section 6.4,
Proposed Change: According here suggested flow of synch & manipulate from CAB client to AB XDMS, binding two processes mandately will cause more failure in synch process.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Sprint
This comment is related to Appendix C6 and is dependent on resolution of C0317

[June 17 CC]

Re-assigned to Huawei

	C00230 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	6.4
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: missing reference in “The CAB Client SHALL support AB CAB Format for AB synchronization with CAB Client. In addition to the AB CAB Format, the CAB Server  MAY support Legacy Formats vCard2.1, vCard 3.0, as specified in [xxx].” 

Proposed Change: 

Provide RFC reference(s) for 2.1 & 3.0 

Why not use references provided in 5.4.3? 
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0248R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_C222_C231
[Mar 31 CC] 
Sprint

	C00231 C
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.4
	Source: yangbo@chinamobile.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0058-CAB_V1_0_CM 

Comment: Technical description for RD HLF-015 should be considered in chapter 6.4 
Proposed Change: 
A CR to solve it
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Sprint
[Jun 17 CC]

Dependent on A014 resolution


	C00232 C
	2010.03.25
	T
	6.5
	Source: yangbo@chinamobile.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0058-CAB_V1_0_CM 
Comment: in CAB client, there are DS client and unauthorized XDM client, so Single Sign On is an important feature for service’s User experience
Proposed Change: 
Add the following SSO functional description in the end of Chapter 6.5

“The CAB client May access the CAB server and the CAB XDM with single auth single Authentication.”
	Status: OPEN

[Mar 31 CC]

China Mobile



	C00233 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	7 (CAB XDMS) 
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The following editor’s note should be resolved:

Editor’s note: 
1) Need to validate whether all the procedures described in XDM 2.1 are required for all CAB XDMS (s) (e.g. History, XDM Forward) 

Proposed Change: 

Resolve the editor’s note in the TS by describing the procedures from XDM 2.1 with appropriate clarifications. 


	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00234 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	7
	Source:  Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Editor’s note should be removed, the CAB XDMS TS by its nature must describe only the functionality supported in each CAB app usage (following the XDM specifications example). 
Proposed Change: Remove the Editor’s Note:

Editor’s note: 
1) Need to validate whether all the procedures described in XDM 2.1 are required for all CAB XDMS (s) (e.g. History, XDM Forward) 


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei

	C00235 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	7
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0303 
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei
Same as C0234

	C00236 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	7
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s note: 
1) Need to validate whether all the procedures described in XDM 2.1 are required for all CAB XDMS (s) (e.g. History, XDM Forward) 

Proposed Change: Solve the editor note
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0303
[Mar 31 CC] 
Huawei
Same as C0234

	C00237 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	9
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: The use of exchanged CAB User List document to realize HLF-013 is not supported by many operators and thus should be removed from the spec to either find an alternate solution or defer it to later release

Proposed Change: 

Remove first bullet item about CAB User list.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013 
[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00238 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9, 9.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Preferred approach: The CAB User List should be removed and replaced with recommended reactive user-to-user mechanism instead. This should prevent ‘ping’ like interrogations between domains. 

Another possible alternative is as follows:

A global CAB Users Discovery list document is kept in each CAB User prefs XDMS to capture the list of existing CAB User’s XUI. No name or any other PCC data is provided. 

This global document supports search and subscriptions.

Access Permissions to the global document include <allow-any-operation-own-data> element, so that each CAB user can have permission to remove/add himself in the global CAB Users Discovery list, depending on whether they prefer to be visible to others or not.

Following triggers are supported for the discovery mechanism : 

1- CAB User can initiate             discovery of the CAB status of his contacts (whether subscription or search).

2- The CAB Server can retrieve the CAB Status for the contacts in the AB XDMS (through either one-time subscription or search in the contacts’ PCC).

Proposed Change: Update the sect 5.4.1 to reflect the solution above.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013

[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00239 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
CAB User list – CAB Users and associated data as defined in CAB User List Application Usage [CAB XDMS].
Proposed Change: This approach is not practical for operator daily business. It may be better to change with original requirement
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013 
[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00240 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	9.0
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Exchange of CAB user lists is problematic

Proposed Change: Remove exchange of users lists and depend on search or invites to determine if x-domain users are CAB users in V1.0.  Expand this capability in a future release.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013 
[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00241 C
	2010.03.24
	  E
	9.1 (CAB User List)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The following editor’s note can be removed. It is addressed by the AB XDMS structure with the <contact-type> element.

Editor’s Note:
The notification of non-CAB User becoming a CAB User should be described in the Contact Status Function
Proposed Change: 

Remove the editor’s note.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013

[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00242 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	9.1 (CAB User List)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The following editor’s note does not appear to be relevant anymore? 

Editor’s Note:
Conditions when a CAB User is identified to be a CAB User is FFS  
Proposed Change: 

The editor’s note requires clarification. Otherwise, remove the editor’s note. 
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013 
[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00243 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	9.1
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: The use of exchanged CAB User List document to realize HLF-013 is not supported by many operators and thus should be removed from the spec to either find an alternate solution or defer it to later release

Proposed Change: 

Remove this section.
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013

[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00244 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  

1- Remove the Editor’s note, since the <contact type> element in <contact status> already captures that.

2- Add text that describes the suggested behaviour of CAB Server, i.e.:

- once CAB server has obtained the information that a contact is a CAB User, it updates the AB XDMS, the <contact type> element of that contact with the “true” value. 

Proposed Change:
. Editor’s Note:
The notification of non-CAB User becoming a CAB User should be described in the Contact Status Function
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013 
[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00245 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Remove the Editor’s note, since the condition for determining a CAB User is already described in 9.1

Proposed Change:
Editor’s Note:
Conditions when a CAB User is identified to be a CAB User is FFS  
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013

[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00246 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	9.1
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The first “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013 
[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00247 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	9.1
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The second “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013

[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00248 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	9.1
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: CAB User List causes duplication of the same data in the network. The same data can be duplicated many times, as the same user List is stored and maintained in all service provider domains. Any simple change in a PCC can also cause significant traffic to update all the User Lists in all domains. Moreover, the solution for HLF-13 based on User List is significantly incomplete.  

Proposed Change: Not to consider User List concept as solution for HLF-13, and remove section 9.1. 
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013 
[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00249 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s note:
The notification of non-CAB User becoming a CAB User should be described in the Contact Status Function
Editor’s note:
Conditions when a CAB User is identified to be a CAB User is FFS 
Proposed Change: High priority feature, It is unacceptable to make multiple interaction for identification
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013

[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00250 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.1
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 During TS development, there are many issues related of using CAB User List.  

Proposed Change: 

Remove section 9.1
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013 
[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T

	C00251 C
	2010.03.25
	T
	9.1
	Source: yangbo@chinamobile.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0058-CAB_V1_0_CM 

Comment: the service provide and the user would like to keep the user’s service data, even if the user has paused the service, so there is an extra condition for judging if  a User becomes a CAB User
Proposed Change: 
Add bullet 3) in section 9.1

“3) A user’s CAB service status changed to ‘active’.”
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0202R02-CR_CONR_Resolution_HLF_013

[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T



	C00252 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	9.2 (CAB Contact Added)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: Change “Trusted XDMC” to “XDM Agent” and reference the appropriate section.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0172-CR_CONR_Resolution_C005_C006_C042_C044_C047_C052_C057_C064_C0169_C0252
[Mar 31 CC] 
Samsung

	C00253 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	9.2 (CAB Contact Added)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The following editor’s note should be resolved:

Editor’s Note: 
The app usage in CAB User Preference XDMS that stores the CAB Contact Added data is FFS.

It is not appropriate to store the “Contact Added” data in User preferences. This data is not user data but “system” data, and therefore a separate storage is better.
Proposed Change: 

Resolve the editor’s note by defining a new storage in CAB XDMS for storing the “CAB Contact Added” data and do not use the User Preferences App Usage.
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C00254 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	9.2 (CAB Contact Added)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The end-user notification for HLF-012 is not addressed in this section or anywhere in the TS.

Proposed Change: 

Address the end-user notifications for HLF-012 i.e. how does the receiving side process this information and notify the end-user?

Possible solution; Use Contact Status by defining a element/attribute under the <contact> to indicate that the contact as added the CAB User.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C00255 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Resolve and remove the Editor’s note. 

Add the text to describe the recipient side i.e. CAB User Preferences in terminating domain receiving the forwarded AB Add (ABAddContact) data XML fragments. 

The CAB User Prefs XDMS on receiving side (i.e. added contact) will store this forwarded data into a dedicated app usage.

Proposed Change:
Update normative text in this section to reflect terminating side and the normative text in CAB Server (Contact Status) for the normative behavior.

Editor’s Note: 
The app usage in CAB User Preference XDMS that stores the CAB Contact Added data is FFS.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM 

	C00256 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	9.2
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: the section 9.2 was pre-matured to resolve the CAB-HLF-012

Proposed Change: incorporate more clear information into the section and resolve the Editor’s Note
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C00257 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	9.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: CAB Contact Added requires the knowledge if a user is a CAB User (solution for HLF-13). Moreover, it is incomplete with some open issues (e.g., app usage in UP XDMS, how to remove the old data from UP XDMS).

Proposed Change: Either define the feature completely, or remove it.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM 

	C00258 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.2
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
If the <send-notification-contact-added> element of the CAB User Preference document is set to ‘true ‘, the CAB Server SHALL generate a XDM Forward request via the Trusted XDMC to the CAB User Preferences XDMS of the CAB User, containing the following CAB User Preference data fragment representing the ‘CAB Contact Added’ data 
Proposed Change: Such approach will cause user information lease either as same as current approach for HLF013
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C00259 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.2
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s Note: the app usage in CAB User Preferences XDMS that stores the CAB Contact Added data is FFS.

Proposed Change: They cause more confusion
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C00260 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.2
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Else, if  the PCC Access Permissions allow publication of either of the “Name” and/or “DisplayName” data to the Added Contact’s XUI, their respective cardinality SHALL be 1. If multiple “Name” and/or “DisplayName” elements are allowed, the elements with the lowest ‘pref’ value SHALL be chosen. The publication is considered allowed if at least <allow-retrieve> access level is granted to the Contact
Proposed Change: According to 3GPP 24.229, security identify can be implemented by using p-asserted-header
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C00261 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.2
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
In the table, there list with NAME, DISPLAY NAME
Proposed Change: Should include communication address either
	Status: OPEN 
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C00262 C
	2010.03.21
	Q
	9.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 Why does the CAB Server send the XDM Forward request to the CAB User Preference XDMS.  There is no procedure in the User Preference to handle Forward document.

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C00263 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

Which document of PCC Access Permission? Should it be either Published Contact Card or Contact View document?

What happened if there is a Published Contact Card, which it allows XUI published, but the PCC Access Permission do not allow publication of the CAB user XUI?

Prior to generating the XDM Forward request, the CAB Server SHALL check the CAB User’s PCC Access Permissions and SHALL proceed as follows:

-
If  the PCC Access Permissions do not allow publication of the CAB User’s XUI to the Contact’s XUI, the CAB Server will not send the XDM Forward. The publication is considered allowed if at least <allow-retrieve> access level is granted to the Contact.

-
Else, if  the PCC Access Permissions allow publication of either of the “Name” and/or “DisplayName” data to the Added Contact’s XUI, their respective cardinality SHALL be 1. If multiple “Name” and/or “DisplayName” elements are allowed, the elements with the lowest ‘pref’ value SHALL be chosen. The publication is considered allowed if at least <allow-retrieve> access level is granted to the Contact.

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM 

	C00264 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	9.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 Which “Contact” in the PCC? There is no Contact element in PCC.

If  the PCC Access Permissions do not allow publication of the CAB User’s XUI to the Contact’s XUI, the CAB Server will not send the XDM Forward. The publication is considered allowed if at least <allow-retrieve> access level is granted to the Contact.
-
Else, if  the PCC Access Permissions allow publication of either of the “Name” and/or “DisplayName” data to the Added Contact’s XUI, their respective cardinality SHALL be 1. If multiple “Name” and/or “DisplayName” elements are allowed, the elements with the lowest ‘pref’ value SHALL be chosen. The publication is considered allowed if at least <allow-retrieve> access level is granted to the Contact.

Proposed Change: 


	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
RIM

	C00265 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	9.X
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: Add a section defining what constitutes a CAB User

Proposed Change: 

Add the following new section:

9.X CAB User

A User is identified to be a CAB User when the following conditions are met:

1) An XUI is assigned to the User

2) An associated PCC document to the XUI is created.
	Status: OPEN
[Mar 31 CC] 
AT&T 

	C00266 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: The SCR table needs to be updated to align with XDM 2.1 SCR table due to potential changes.

Proposed Change: 

Update the SCR table once the XDM 2.1 spec is stable/frozen. In addition, we need to makes sure that it aligns with the updated CAB TS Core based on CONR resolution.
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00267 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Editor’s note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0303 
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson
Same as C0271

	C00268 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	App B
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Some Nokia comments about different sections in CAB TS may also impact SCR tables. 

Proposed Change: If a Nokia comment is agreed, change the SCR tables as well, if applicable.
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0303
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson
Same as C0271

	C00269 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	B
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: address the editors note

Proposed Change: update all items in the table(s).
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0303
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson
Same as C0271

	C00270 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	B.1 (SCR for CAB Client)
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, schitturi@rim.com
Form: doc #0047

Comment: SCR table does not accommodate items related to non-SIP subscriptions and notifications i.e. XDCP/Push

Proposed Change: 

Add XDCP/Push subscriptions and notifications to the table or make the items generic enough to accommodate both SIP and XDCP/Push subscriptions and notifications.


	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson
Same as C0271

	C00271 C
	2010.01.23
	E/T
	B.1, B.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: There are several feature “Item”s which have a “Y” suffix. There is an editor’s note which states that these will require the appropriate “Mandatory” or “Optional” suffix applied. Eg. Item CAB-CS-C-001-Y.

Based on SCR guidelines, the TS normative text needs to be followed in the SCR tables (e.g. a SHALL translates into mandatory “_M” marking of the SCR table entry.
Editor’s Note: 
The “Y” marking should be resolved into a “M” or “O”. 

Proposed Change: 

Resolve and apply the correct Marking as described above and remove editor’s note
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00272 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	B.1 & B.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: SCR table is incomplete (e.g., open whether an item is optional or mandatory). 

Proposed Change: Complete the SCR table.
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00273 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	B1
	Source: Orange

Comment: this is no Conformance requirement about section 6.4 

Proposed Change: add a conformance requirement about section 6.4 such as 

"CAB-SUB-C-019-Y – Support for managing CAB network AB with OMA DS protocol"

	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00274 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	B.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s Note: The “Y” marking should be resolved into a “M” or “O”. 
Proposed Change: clear with the editor note
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0303
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson
Same as C0271

	C00275 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	B.1

And B.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

This editor note must be resolved.

Editor’s Note: 
The “Y” marking should be resolved into a “M” or “O”. 
Proposed Change: 

Complete the SCR table correctly.
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0303
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson
Same as C0271

	C00276 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	B2
	Source: Orange

Comment: this is no Conformance requirement about section 5.1 

Proposed Change: add a conformance requirement about section 5.1 such as 

"CAB-CSUB-C-xxx-Y – Support for OMA DS protocol"

	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00277 C
	2010.03.25
	T
	C
	Source: yangbo@chinamobile.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0058-CAB_V1_0_CM 

Comment: Contact View is a key function for PCC Subscription, and it was not covered in any other enablers, a flow about contact view is critical
Proposed Change: 
A CR to solve it
	Status: OPEN

[Bangkok mtg]
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00278 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.1.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Step1: The CAB Client makes a contact search request to CAB Users’ PCC(s) via the XDM Enabler Proxies (Aggregation Proxy, Search Proxy, Cross-Network Proxy) using Limited XQuery. The request is formulated based on the PCC XML schema hosted by the PCC XDMS. This request is based on XDM-5i.
Proposed Change: Search request should carry User’s identify information
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00279 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.1.2
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Note” is not clear

Proposed Change: Rephrase it with the clarity
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00280 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.1.2
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
The search results may be further formatted or aggregated in the Search proxy.
Proposed Change: If Search Proxy know about what format should be used? It should be done on CAB Server
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00281 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	C.1.2
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
to satisfy the UC where the CAB User A might have given Access permissions to other CAB User B to search the CAB User A AB data Proposed Change: What means? Give definition or abbreviation
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00282 C
	2010.03.23
	E
	C.1.3
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: Two steps in the figure are not numbered. They should be numbered accordingly with appropriate text.

Proposed Change: 

Renumber steps in the figure (1-6) and add appropriate text to the steps that are numbered.
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00283 C
	2010.01.23
	E/T
	C.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: the import non-CAB data request is stored in CAB Feature Handler document

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Client makes an “import non-CAB AB data” request by writing/storing the request information in the User Preference XDMS (i.e. in the User Preference CAB Feature Handler XML document in the <import-non-cab> element)
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0212R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_Core_Appendix_C.2 
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00284 C
	2010.01.23
	E/T
	C.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: The text in Figure and step description shall be aligned with the text in the normative section and AD

Proposed Change: 

CAB XDMS (User Preference) ( CAB User Preference XDMS (CAB Feature Handler Application Usage)
CAB XDMS (AB) ( CAB AB XDMS
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0212R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_Core_Appendix_C.2
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00285 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.2
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00286 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	C.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: It should be “import”, not “interaction”.

Proposed Change: Replace “Interaction” by “Import” in the section header and other places in the section where applicable.
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0212R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_Core_Appendix_C.2
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00287 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	C.2
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Step 2a, 2b, & 4a are not shown in the figure. Moreover, there are some inconsistencies in the texts that describe different steps. 

Proposed Change: 
1) introduce a box for step 4 a in the figure
2) Merge 2a and 2b with step 2 in the description. Also clarify that only notify option is shown in the figure, while polling is the other option.
3) Remove “Upon obtaining the access” from step 4 description
4) remove “and updates the imported non-CAB address book data” from step 5 description
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0212R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_Core_Appendix_C.2 
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00288 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

Step 1 is incorrect.  It should be CAB Feature Handler document, not User Preference document.

Proposed Change: 

Change to Feature Handler document in all of the steps and diagram.
	Status: CLOSED with OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0212R01-CR_CONR_Resolution_TS_Core_Appendix_C.2
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00289 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	C.2
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

 This note should be removed, because CAB Server will use Contact Status to inform the end point.

Note: the cases where a CAB user interaction is required need to be resolved (e.g. contact merge interaction).

Proposed Change: 

Remove the note.
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00290 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.3
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The highlighted is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00291 C
	2010.03.21
	E
	C.3
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
The flows in figure below describe the management operations on the data in the CAB XML documents*,
Proposed Change: Delete the ‘*’
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00292 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.3
	Source: Thinh Nguyenphu, NSN

Form: CONRR comments

Comment: 

AB synch & mgmt flow is missing.

*Note: The AB XML document data management operations are captured in the flows < ref to AB synch & mgmt flows >. The flows in this section apply to all the CAB XML documents except the AB XML document. 

Proposed Change: 

Add AB synch & mgmt flow.
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00293 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	C.3
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: This section needs to be addressed.  What flows?

Proposed Change: Fix or delete text.
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00294 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.3.1
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The blanks and Editor’s Note are still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00295 C
	2010.01.23
	E
	C.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: 

Proposed Change: 

The management operations on the CAB XML documents is are realized through XCAP operations as described in Appendix C
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00296 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	C.3.1
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Mistake in the figure. 

Proposed Change: HTTP PUT -> HTTP GET in steps C1 & C2
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00297 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.3.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s Note: all the highlighted text in the “Description of steps” below shall be updated with exact XML elements once they are described in the XML Documents schemas in CAB XDMS(s).

Proposed Change: solve the editor note
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Ericsson

	C00298 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.4
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Note” is not clear. 

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00299 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.4
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Editor’s Note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00300 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	C.4
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Contact Share feature is significantly incomplete with many open issues.  

Proposed Change: Remove section C.4.
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00301 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.4
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s Note: The sample snippets of the actual requests need to be filled in for each step.
Proposed Change: solve the editor note
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00302 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	C.4
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: address text

Proposed Change: Move text to the appropriate sub section.

Follow C.5 format.
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00303 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	C.4.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Make first part of the Editor’s Note into a technical Note.

Proposed Change: 

Note: If the PCC, or one or more Contact Views are the object of the XDM Forwarding operation, the target Application Usage in the Request URI of the XDM Forward Request will be the AB Application Usage. 
Editor’s Note: 
If the PCC, or one or more Contact Views are the object of the XDM Forwarding operation, the target Application Usage in the Request URI of the XDM Forward Request will be the AB Application Usage. The PCC sharing by reference and the delivery on terminating is FFS.
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00304 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	C.4.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: remove remaining Editor’s Note. Add the Contact Share flow at the terminating side.

Proposed Change: 

Editor’s Note:  The PCC sharing by reference and the delivery on terminating is FFS.
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00305 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.4.1.1
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The “Editor’s Note” is still existing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00306 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.4.1.1
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The name of section C.4.1.1 is confusing since the section C.4.1.2 covers the originating side and receiving side

Proposed Change: Arrange the section C.4.1 with the suitable order
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00307 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.4.1.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s Note: If the PCC, or one or more Contact Views are the object of the XDM Forwarding operation, the target Application Usage in the Request URI of the XDM Forward Request will be the AB Application Usage. The PCC sharing by reference and the delivery on terminating is FFS.
Proposed Change: solve the editor note
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00308 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	C.4.1.2
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: Step 7 should have a subsequent step showing the response from IWF before the current step 8.

Proposed Change: 

Add a new step between step 7 and 8 showing the response comes back from IWF before interacts with Messaging Enabler; with appropriate text
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00309 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	C.4.1.2
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: Step 8 says sending shared contact using Messaging Enabler such as CPM IWF, IM etc. The fact is that CPM IWF supports multiple interworking functions including IM (not supported in 1.0). The interaction should be with CPM ISF (or IWG) not IWF.

Proposed Change: 

Change the following text as marked:

Step 8: 
Upon successfully obtaining the data format to be sent to the recipient(s), Contact Share Function sends the contacts to be shared using. CPM ISF trough its exposed interface.
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00310 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.4.1.2
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: Needs to cover both AB and PCC sharing

Proposed Change: Resolve it with the appropriate content if needed
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00311 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	New section after Appendix C.4.1.2
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: Receiving Side is OPEN. The proposed flows by CR #95R01 (just “Noted” without the discussion during the Vienna interim) needs to be brought back for resolving the Contact Share Function.
Proposed Change: See the CR OMA-MWG-CAB-2010-0095R01-CR_Contact_Share_flows_receiving_side
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00312 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.5
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The section Appendix C.5 just covers the Subscription/Notification to PCC. More flows needed for the complete solution of Contact Subscription
Proposed Change: Add more flows (e.g. Update of the CAB User A’ AB data resulting in Contact Subscription to another CAB User B’ PCC)
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Samsung

	C00313 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	C.5
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Consistency

Proposed Change: Mention the exact name of the subscription list, as defined in the User Preference XDMS.
	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00314 C
	2010.03.24
	E
	C.5
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Sentence structure

Proposed Change: The second sentence of the second paragraph is missing something. May be, “The management of” should be added at the beginning of the sentence.
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00315 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	C.5.1
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: Use of Subscription Proxy is just one option. Besides, there are some other minor issues with the flow.

Proposed Change: 
1) mention that, a deployment can bypass Subscription Proxy both in home and remote domain.
2) should step 2 B be routed via SIP/IP Core in the figure?

3) add step 6 (both in description and figure), to indicate the server initiated synch of AB with client (like in the flow in C.2 and C.6.2).


	Status: OPEN 
[Bangkok mtg]
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00316 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.5.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 

Step 2.B: Based on the received initial subscription, the Subscription Proxy generates SIP SUBSCRIBE requests for back-end subscriptions, through the. SIP/IP core for each of the users listed in the body. First, the Subscription Proxy sets the Request URI to the value “sip:userB@example.com;auid=org.openmobilealliance.cab-pc” and sends a SIP SUBSCRIBE request  to the PCC XDMS of CAB User B
Proposed Change: 
Subscription proxy should supply communication address according to 3GPP 24.229 suggestion

“In the SIP SUBSCRIBE message, when the SIP/IP Core corresponds to 3GPP IMS or 3GPP2 MMD, the P-Preferred-Identity header SHALL be set, as defined in [3GPP-TS_24.229]/[3GPP2-X.S0013-004], with the CAB User’s XUI, and the P-Asserted-Identity header(s) SHOULD be carried, as defined in [3GPP-TS_24.229]/[3GPP2-X.S0013-004], with the URI(s) of the CAB User’s communication address(es) if exist.
Note: the validation of the URI(s) of the CAB User’s communication address(es) is out of CAB TS scope.”
	Status: OPEN
[Bangkok mtg]
Alcatel-Lucent

	C00317 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.6.1
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
6. The AB XDMS acknowledges the write operation.  There is one XDM response for each XDM request in the previous step.

7. The CAB Server sends a DS message (OMA DS Pkg #4) with a status for the client modifications and server modifications to the client.
Proposed Change: Why step 7 has to follow step 6, synchronization is a separate process to XDM operation’
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0197R01-CR_CONRR_C0317_on_C6.1 
[Bangkok mtg]
Huawei

	C00318 C
	2010.01.23
	E
	C.6.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: spelling error in step 1 in Figure 6

Proposed Change: 

chnags ( changes
	Status: CLOSED by OMA-COM-CAB-2010-0198-CR_CONRR_C0318_on_C6.2
[Bangkok mtg]
Huawei

	C00319 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	C.7

C.7.1
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T

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

Comment: The use of exchanged CAB User List document to realize HLF-013 is not supported by many operators and thus should be removed from the spec to either find an alternate solution or defer it to later release

Proposed Change: 

Remove sections C.7 and C.7.1
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0247 and CR# 2010-0202R02 
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00320 C
	2010.01.23
	T
	C.7
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: remove this section altogether. The exchange of the data is out of scope of the CAB 1.0 specification, and can be done through either subscription or search. 

Proposed Change: 

The exchange of this data is out of scope of the CAB 1.0 specification, and can be done through either subscription or search

Editor’s Note: 
The flow details have to be updated based on sub-clause 9.2.
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0247 and CR# 2010-0202R02
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00321 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	Appendix C.7
	Source: Gyubong Oh, maestro@samsung.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0051
Comment: The Appendix C.7 should be updated

Proposed Change: Add the detailed flows in the right place
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0247 and CR# 2010-0202R02
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00322 C
	2010.03.23
	T
	C.7
	Source: Sprint

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: address text for user lists.  Where is the list flow?

Proposed Change: Remove exchange of users lists and depend on search or invites to determine if x-domain users are CAB users in V1.0.  Expand this capability in a future release.
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0247 and CR# 2010-0202R02
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00323 C
	2010.03.24
	T
	C.7.1
	Source: Miraj Mostafa, Nokia

Form: INP doc OMA-CONR-2010-0052

Comment: CAB User List based solution is significantly incomplete with many open issues. 

Proposed Change: Remove section C.7.1.
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0247 and CR# 2010-0202R02
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00324 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.7.2
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s Note: the flow details have to be updated based on sub-clause 9.2..
Proposed Change: solve this editor note
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0247 and CR# 2010-0202R02
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00325 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.7.2
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Step 4: The CAB Server (in the remote domain) retrieves the CAB User list information from the CAB XDMS (of the home domain) using either SIC-2 (SIP:SUBSCRIBE/NOTIFY) or XDM-4i (XCAP GET) or XDM-7i (XQuery) operations. These operations are subject to service provider’s policy (e.g. via Access Permission settings).

Proposed Change: Retrived CAB User list should carry with the CAB User’s communication address as described:

“In the SIP SUBSCRIBE message, when the SIP/IP Core corresponds to 3GPP IMS or 3GPP2 MMD, the P-Preferred-Identity header SHALL be set, as defined in [3GPP-TS_24.229]/[3GPP2-X.S0013-004], with the CAB User’s XUI, and the P-Asserted-Identity header(s) SHOULD be carried, as defined in [3GPP-TS_24.229]/[3GPP2-X.S0013-004], with the URI(s) of the CAB User’s communication address(es) if exist.
Note: the validation of the URI(s) of the CAB User’s communication address(es) is out of CAB TS scope”

	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0247 and CR# 2010-0202R02
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM

	C00326 C
	2010.03.21
	T
	C.7.2
	Source: howard.wang@huawei.com
Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0054-CAB_1.0_CONR_Comments_Huawei
Comment: 
Editor’s note:
Step 4 flow will be expanded to show how a remote domain CAB server is notified of changes to the CAB User List and how the remote domain CAB Server accesses/retrieves the changed CAB User List data via XDM NNI operations.
Proposed Change: solve this editor note
	Status: CLOSED with CR# 2010-0247 and CR# 2010-0202R02
[Bangkok mtg]
RIM














NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES (WHETHER EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) ARE MADE BY THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE OR ANY OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE MEMBER OR ITS AFFILIATES REGARDING ANY OF THE IPR’S REPRESENTED ON THE “OMA IPR DECLARATIONS” LIST, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE ACCURACY, COMPLETENESS, VALIDITY OR RELEVANCE OF THE INFORMATION OR WHETHER OR NOT SUCH RIGHTS ARE ESSENTIAL OR NON-ESSENTIAL.

THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE IS NOT LIABLE FOR AND HEREBY DISCLAIMS ANY DIRECT, INDIRECT, PUNITIVE, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THE USE OF DOCUMENTS AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENTS.

USE OF THIS DOCUMENT BY NON-OMA MEMBERS IS SUBJECT TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE USE AGREEMENT (located at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/UseAgreement.html) AND IF YOU HAVE NOT AGREED TO THE TERMS OF THE USE AGREEMENT, YOU DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE, COPY OR DISTRIBUTE THIS DOCUMENT.

THIS DOCUMENT IS PROVIDED ON AN "AS IS" "AS AVAILABLE" AND "WITH ALL FAULTS" BASIS.

© 2010 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 90)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20100101-I]

© 2010 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 3 (of 90)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20100101-I]

