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1.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full
	2007.01.24
	Email/ Teleconference
	REL, PAG
	OMA-CONRR-XDM2-V2_0-20070123-D


2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-RD-XDM-V2_0-20061219-D
2.2 OMA-AD-XDM-V2_0-20061219-D
2.3 OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V2_0-20061219-D
2.4 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_List-V2_0-20061218-D
Comments marked as CLOSED are handled by OMA-PAG-2007-0044-CR_XDM_SHD_LIST_edits.

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - General
	Source: Ericsson,

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The structure of the sub chapter of the Application Usage is different than the Shared Group. 
(Different order for XML Schema and Default Namespace)

Proposed Change: Consider reordering.
	Status: CLOSED

	D002
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write XDM Client, XDMC, XCAP Client, XDM Server, XDMS, XCAP Server in a same way in all XDM 2 documents

Proposed Change: Use XDMC and XDMS.
	Status: CLOSED

	D003
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: A lot of unnecessary white spaces and line changes (especially in chapter 5.). 

Proposed Change: Clean up document
	Status: CLOSED (no change bars)

	D004
	2007.01.24
	T
	0 - Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: All errors found from XDM 2.0 Shared List spec are also in XDM 1.0 version. Consider to fix these as well. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	D005
	2007.01.24
	T
	1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Shared List includes also Group Usage List 

Proposed Change: Add Group Usage List
	Status: CLOSED

	D006
	2007.01.24
	E
	1
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The document contains also the application usage Group Usage List and not only the application usage URI List.

Proposed Change:  Add text about that also Group Usage List is described in this document.
	Status: CLOSED

	D007
	2007.01.24
	E
	1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "or the shared document, URI List, which"

Proposed Change: I would prefer "or the URI List  shared document, which"
	Status: CLOSED

	D008
	2007.01.24
	T
	2
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  No reference to OMA ORG document: SCR Rules and Procedures that describes the SCR usage.

Proposed Change: Update references section.
	Status: OPEN

	D009
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XCAP reference is wrong 

Proposed Change: Use latest version
	Status: CLOSED

	D010
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: karl.soderstrom@sonyericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment: The [XCAP] reference (draft-ietf-simple-xcap-11.txt) points to a non existing document.  

Proposed Change: Change to draft-ietf-simple-xcap-12.txt, which is referred from XDM Core.
	Status: CLOSED

	D011
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment:  Referred [XCAP] version (11) is not the same as in TS-XDM_Core (version 12). 
It is confusing to a reader that is an implementor of XDM Client.

Proposed Change: Update
	Status: CLOSED

	D012
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Should reference be Shared Group XDM Spec instead of PoC XDM?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED - Changed PoC XDM reference to V1.0

	D013
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Is RLS XDM V2 correct? Version 1.0 of spec is OK as well as there hasn’t been change in this functionality

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

	D014
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.2
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Groups has been moved to Shared Group XDMS. 
[PoC_XDM] is still in the list of informative References.

Proposed Change: Change “[PoC_XDM]” to “[Shared_Group_XDM]”
	Status: CLOSED - Changed PoC XDM reference to V1.0

	D015
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XCAP Client, XDM Client, XDM Server, URI List and Group Usage List are missing from definitions 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
Note: Added URI List and Group Usage List, but no definition currently exists for XDMC and XDMS.

	D016
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDMC and XDMS are missing are missing from abbreviations 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

	D017
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment: Missing abbreviations 

Proposed Change:  Should add the following to the list:

ABNF    Augmented Backus-Naur Form
CCR       ???

MIME    Multipurpose Internet Mail Extensions
SCR       Static Conformance Requirements

URL
Uniform Resource Locator

XDMC
XDM Client
	Status: CLOSED
Note: CCR was not included.

	D018
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: In V2.0 Shared List is referred from Shared Group XDMS, not from PoC XDMS 

Proposed Change: Change reference to Shared Group and replace PoC group member with Shared group member
	Status: CLOSED - Changed PoC XDM reference to V1.0

	D019
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: A number of terms used are not defined or in the abbreviation list: principal, URI List, Group Usage List, PoC.

Proposed Change: Add to section 3.2, 3.3 respectively.
	Status: CLOSED

	D020
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: Referred TS [PoC_XDM] does not contain the details referred to. 

Proposed Change: Change reference and the text.
	Status: CLOSED - Changed PoC XDM reference to V1.0

	D021
	2007.01.24
	E
	4.
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the first paragraph, only “URI List” is introduced, while “Group USAGE List “ is just mentioned in the second paragraph without proper introduction.

Proposed Change: Consider mentioning few words about the “Group Usage List” as introduction just like “URI List”.
	Status: CLOSED

	D022
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Short explanation of URI list missing.

Proposed Change: Follow same way that has been used with Group Usage list in 5.2
	Status: CLOSED

	D023
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.4
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: Remove “following” from the sentence
“[XCAP_List] Section 3.4.3 with the following extension described in…”
Proposed Change: “[XCAP_List] Section 3.4.3 with the extension described in…”
	Status: CLOSED

	D024
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.8
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: The XDMC SHALL use a single file for all shared URI Lists for a particular user. The file name SHALL be “index”.
Do we speak about files somewhere else? 

Proposed Change: If not, maybe we should rephrase (using document instead of file, maybe).
	Status: CLOSED

	D025
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: re-write section as follows 

Proposed Change: This section specifies an optional Application Usage called Group Usage List, a list of group names or service URIs that are known by the XCAP Client.


	Status: CLOSED

	D026
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: The use and working principles of the Group Usage List is not obvious from the description. As for example, does an XDMC creates and maintains the list, or the XDMS creates it by default for all the users? Does it involve all the groups created by the user, or it involves all the groups where the user is a member? 

Proposed Change: Consider clarifying these issues. One alternative would be to clarify in the Introduction section, based on the comment D003 above.
	Status: OPEN

	D027
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: 

Comment: This section specifies a new application Group Usage List 

Proposed Change: This section specifies a new Application Usage Group Usage List
	Status: CLOSED

	D028
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  In XDM2 a new function “Extended Group Advertisement is defined. One of the usages of a Group Usage List is to store information from a Group Advertisement (GA). An Extended Group Advertisement contains more information than it is possible today to store as a child to the <entry> element- This gives a limitation in the Group List Usage function

Proposed Change: Define a new common uriusage substitution element that as child elements can take any element from any namespace allowing an XDM client to store any received element in an extended GA Message. This means changes to section 5.2.1, 5.2.4 and 5.2.7 plus that a new XSD_SUB document is needed and that the example in B.1.2 is updated with an example of the new element.
	Status: OPEN

	D029
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: The URL list document

Proposed Change: The Group Usage List document
	Status: CLOSED

	D030
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "The URL List document": shouldn't that be the Group Usage List document?

Proposed Change: Replace if the group agrees
	Status: CLOSED

	D031
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.2.11
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Replace XCAP Client with XDMC. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED (text deleted)

	D032
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: In XDM 2.0 groups are in Shared Group XDMS not in PoC XDMS. 

Proposed Change: Change storage address from PoC / IM groups to  Shared groups
	Status: OPEN

	D033
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.2.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Add uriusage definition for SIMPLE IM 1.0.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	D034
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.2.7
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "The <uriusage> element SHALL be used to indicate what that the"

Proposed Change: Remove "what"
	Status: CLOSED

	D035
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.2.8
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "The XDMC MAY use a single file"
Proposed Change:. Document instead of file?
	Status: CLOSED

	D036
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix A
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: All the identifications of the SCR items start with “List_XDM”, while it is recommended to start with enabler name.

Proposed Change: Consider changing the start of all the SCR identifications to “XDM_List”.
	Status: OPEN

	D037
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix A
	Source: Siemens

Form: 

Comment: 

The SCR description mentions a “Status” column, but this column is missing. This column with statements on Mandatory and Optional items is to be added in each subsequent table.
	Status: OPEN

	D038
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix A
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  According to the Specification template Appendix A is supposed to be history and Appendix B should contain SCR Items. This TS has the appendices used in a different order. 
Proposed Change: Correct the order of the appendices. (And check any changed references)
	Status: CLOSED

	D039
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix A
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Introduction to the SCR Items section is out of date. It should be copied from and refer to SCR Rules and Procedures document.

Proposed Change: Update the whole introduction with the appropriate copied and pasted text.
	Status: OPEN

	D040
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix A.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Definition of optionally item Group Usage List is not align with other XDM Specs 

Proposed Change: Create high level optional element and change SCR elements that has dependency to it mandatory if feature is supported
	Status: OPEN

	D041
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix A.1
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  List_XDM-LSU-S-001-M should list in the Requirement column the XDMS SUB SCR Items from XDM Core
Proposed Change: Update Requirement to list Core_XDM-SUB-S-001-O AND Core_XDM-SUB-S-002-O
	Status: OPEN

	D042
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix A.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Definition of optionally item Group Usage List is not align with other XDM Specs 

Proposed Change: Create high level optional element and change SCR elements that has dependency to it mandatory if feature is supported
	Status: OPEN

	D043
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment:   “Status” column is missing in all SCR tables 

Proposed Change: Should insert and populate “Status column” in all SCR tables.  
	Status: OPEN
See D037

	D044
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix  B.1.1
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The example contains an incorrect namespace “urn:ietf:para:xml.ns.resource-lists”.

Proposed Change: Change “urn:ietf:para:xml.ns.resource-lists” to “urn:ietf:params:xml:ns:resource-lists”.
	Status: CLOSED

	D045
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix B.1.1
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Shall not the example be changed to handle a Shared group application usage document instead of a PoC group application usage document

?Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: CLOSED
Note: assumed that Group AUID will be same as PoC Group AUID

	D046
	2007.01.24
	
	Appendix B.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: In XDM 2.0 groups are stored in Shared Group XDMS not in PoC XDMS. 

Proposed Change: Change storage address from PoC groups to Shared groups
	Status: CLOSED

	D047
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix B.1.2
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Incorrect namespace used in the example.

Proposed Change: Change “urn:oma:xml:xdm:oma-pocusage” to “urn:oma:xml:poc:oma-pocusage”
	Status: CLOSED

	D048
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B.1.2

3) 
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Add IM uriusage to example. 

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN


2.5 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_Group-V2_0-20061218-D
Comments marked as CLOSED are handled by OMA-PAG-2007-0047-CR_XDM_SHD_GROUP_edits.

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - General
	Source: Ericsson,

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The structure of the sub chapter of Application Usage is different than the Shared List. (different order for XML Schema and Default Namespace)

Proposed Change: Consider reordering.
	Status: CLOSED

	E002
	2007.01.24
	T
	0 - General
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The Shared Group XDMS is proposed also to contain the old PoC group Application Usage. More information about how Shared Group XDMS shall handle an XCAP request towards the PoC group Application Usage is needed,

Proposed Change:  Add a new chapter “PoC Group “containing all information needed. For example that the Shared Group XDMS shall regard a request towards the PoC group Application Usage as a request towards the Group application usage and to do any needed mapping.
	Status: OPEN

	E003
	2007.01.24
	T
	0 - General
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: information about search in the group Application usage is missing.

Proposed Change:  Add information about search.
	Status: OPEN

	E004
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Both “global” tree and Global Tree are used interchangeably in the spec, but only one should be used for consistency.

Proposed Change: Globally change “global” tree to Global Tree, since Global Tree is the defined term.
	Status: CLOSED

	E005
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Both XDM Client and XDMC are used interchangeably in the spec, but only one should be used for consistency.

Proposed Change: Globally change XDM Client to XDMC, since XDMC is a defined abbreviation.
	Status: CLOSED

	E006
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Globally change “Document URL” to “Document URI”.
	Status: CLOSED

	E007
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: “members of the Group” is synonymous with Group Members.  Only one term should be used for consistency.

Proposed Change: Globally change “members of the Group” to “Group Members”, since Group Members is a defined term.
	Status: CLOSED

	E008
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Capitalize all defined terms.
	Status: CLOSED

	E009
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: User Identity is not a defined term.  This should be User Address.

Proposed Change: Change “User Identity” to “User Address” (particularly in section 7).
	Status: CLOSED

	E010
	2007-01-24
	T
	0 - Whole document
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The backward compatibility with the PoCv1.0 XDMS is unclear. E.g. AUID is different, PoCv1.0 XDMS was one logical entity containing both PoC Groups and PoC User Access Policy with which PoCv1.0 Server had a single reference point, while the XDMv2.0 Shared Policy XDMS and XDMv2.0 Shared Group XDMS are two different entities.
	Status: OPEN
See E002.

	E011
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write XDM Client, XDMC, XCAP Client, XDM Server, XDMS, XCAP Server in a same way in all XDM 2 documents

Proposed Change: Use XDMC and XDMS.
	Status: CLOSED

	E012
	2007.01.24
	E
	1.
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: It only says about Group document, but nothing about Group Advertisement. 

Proposed Change: Consider mentioning about the Group Advertisement, which is within the scope of this spec.
	Status: OPEN

	E013
	2007.01.24
	E
	2
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  No reference to OMA ORG document: SCR Rules and Procedures that describes the SCR usage.

Proposed Change: Update references section.
	Status: OPEN

	E014
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Update XCAP reference to latest version 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED

	E015
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove “Candidate” from [XDM_GROUPAD] 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED

	E016
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment: Missing references 

Proposed Change:  Should add the following references:

· [RFC3428], referenced in Section 7 (Generating Extended Group Advertisement).
	Status: CLOSED

	E017
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: “XDM Client” should be replaced with “XDMC” in the document  to be consistent
Proposed Change: Modify.
	Status: CLOSED

	E018
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment:  Referred [XCAP] version (11) is not the same as in TS-XDM_Core (version 12). It is confusing to any reader who is an implementor of XDM Client.

Proposed Change: -
	Status: CLOSED

	E019
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: Why is only V1.0 SUP-files referred, but not V2.0? 

Proposed Change: -
	Status: OPEN

	E020
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: How open vs. restricted chat group is defined? Definition of Prearranged group is quite straightforward. This is needed for search of open chat groups in IM 1.0. Align definition with PoC WG.

Proposed Change: Add terms to 3.2 definitions and also flow chart to clarify issue to appendix.
	Status: OPEN
See E025.

	E021
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: missing terms: “User Address” or “User Identity”; and “Authenticated Originator’s User Identity”

Proposed Change: Add them, and use either User Address or User Identity in the texts.
	Status: CLOSED

	E022
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove abbreviations in brackets from definitions i.e. (AUID), (QoE) and (XUI) as they are included to abbreviations

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED

	E023
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Order definitions to alphabetical order

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED

	E024
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Check spelling of Joinm-in Group
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

	E025
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The definition for Group Member does not seem correct for Join-in Groups.   In particular, the concept of Group Member (as expressed in various XDM & PoC specs) is tied to a pre-defined list (e.g. the <list> element, see bullet d in section 5.1.1).  However, the pre-defined list is not required to contain all the users allowed to join a “restricted” Join-in Group.

Proposed Change: Modify the definition of Group Member so that it applies only to Pre-arranged Group.  The alternative is to require “restricted” Join-In Groups to specify who is allowed to join with the <list> element – but such a change may impact PoC v1.0.
	Status: OPEN

	E026
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The definition for XDM Client implies that it is synonymous with XCAP Client, which is not completely accurate.  Same for the definition of XDM Server. Also, it is unnecessary to include functional entities in the definitions section.

Proposed Change: Delete XDM Client and XDM Server from the definitions.
	Status: CLOSED

	E027
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: A definition for Document URI is needed.

Proposed Change: Add definitions for Document URI and Document Selector, taken from the Core XDM Spec.
	Status: CLOSED

	E028
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: Definition of Group Session contains a typing error  “Joinm”

Proposed Change:  Change “Joinm” to “Join”
	Status: CLOSED

	E029
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Some abbreviations used in the spec, such as IETF and MIME, are missing.

Proposed Change: Add missing abbreviations.
	Status: CLOSED

	E030
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment: Missing abbreviations 

Proposed Change:  Should add the following to the list:

ABNF    Augmented Backus-Naur Form
CCR       ???

IP           Internet Protocol
MIME    Multipurpose Internet Mail Extensions
SCR       Static Conformance Requirements
SIP
Session Initiation Protocol
	Status: CLOSED
Note: CCR not added

	E031
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: Abbreviation of “PoC” is “Push to talk Over Cellular”. 

Proposed Change: Replace capital “T” by lower case “t”.
	Status: CLOSED

	E032
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: To avoid confusion change reference to PoC XDM v1.0 from [POC_XDM] to [POC_XDM_V1].

Proposed Change: Also to chapter 2.1. 
	Status: CLOSED

	E033
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: How backward compatibility will be ensured with PoC 1.0 groups?

Proposed Change: Add text to describe backward compatibility. 
	Status: OPEN
See E002

	E034
	2007.01.24
	E
	4.
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: It only introduces the Group document, but does not introduce Group Advertisement document. 

Proposed Change: Consider adding few words about the Group Advertisement document to introduce it.
	Status: OPEN

	E035
	2007.01.23
	
	5.1, bullet a) for <condition> element
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: email

Comment: Clarify “except the sub-elements that are prohibited in [XDMSPEC]”
Proposed Change: 
“a) the <identity> element as described in [XDM SPEC]”.
	Status: OPEN

	E036
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: bullet k) is not aligned with definition in SUP-file

Proposed Change: Add <automatic-group-advertisement> element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

	E037
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: bullet j) is not aligned with definition in SUP-file

Proposed Change: Add <session-active-policy> element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

	E038
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: bullet l) is not aligned with definition in SUP-file

Proposed Change: Add <supported-service> element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

	E039
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: bullet m) is not aligned with definition in SUP-file

Proposed Change: Add <media> element to the SUP-file
	Status: OPEN

	E040
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Decapitalize ICSI and IARI

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

	E041
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Add references to elements

Proposed Change: for example: “the <is-list-member> element as defined in section x.y.”
	Status: OPEN

	E042
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1


	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: check grammar: is -> are

Proposed Change: The <supported-services> element  SHALL be used to indicate which services are….
	Status: CLOSED

	E043
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The description for <session-active-policy> is misleading.

Proposed Change: “MAY include a <session-active-policy> element describing the rules for determining whether a Group Session is allowed to become active or remain active;”
	Status: OPEN

	E044
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The <conditions> element does not mention extensibility.

Proposed Change: Add a bullet (e) that states “any other elements from any other namespaces for the purposes of extensibility.”
	Status: OPEN

	E045
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The description for <min-participant-count> is not entirely correct.

Proposed Change: “a <min-participant-count> element representing the minimum number of Participants needed for a Group Session to become active or to remain active;”
	Status: OPEN

	E046
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Some text related to the <supported-services> element describes the semantics, and therefore is in the wrong section.  Also, the text is ambiguous and needs rewording.

Proposed Change: Move the text to section 5.1.7 Data Semantics and reword as follows: “The <supported-services> element  SHALL indicate the supported services of the Group.”.
	Status: OPEN

	E047
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The IMS Communication Service Identifier and IMS Application Reference Identifier are not explained.

Proposed Change: Add a reference.
	Status: OPEN

	E048
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “MAY include a <qoe> element indicating the Quality of Experience Profile assigned to the Group;”
	Status: CLOSED

	E049
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “The <required-participants> element SHALL contain a sequence of zero or more child elements, each of which is:”
	Status: CLOSED

	E050
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Ericsson,

Form: INP doc

Comment: Letters are used in stead of numbers as the first level of bullets

Proposed Change:  Change to numbers for all elements
	Status: OPEN

	E051
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Ericsson,

Form: INP doc

Comment: Move normative verb (MAY) to beginning of each bullet for <identity>, <actions> and <session-active-policy> elements

Proposed Change:  Reformat and add verb for each requirement
	Status: CLOSED

	E052
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Ericsson,

Form: INP doc

Comment: Missing normative requirement for <conditions> child element

Proposed Change:  replace “ignores” with “SHALL ignore”
	Status: OPEN

	E053
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: Element <supported-services> is defined when Group document is created. Will this be updated if a new service is added? This must be done manually by the document owner?

Proposed Change: -
	Status: OPEN

	E054
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: a)
SHALL include a “uri” attribute representing the Group Identity;
The attributes are defined after elements in the schema. This should be consistent

Proposed Change: Move after the elements definition
	Status: OPEN

	E055
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "This means that, if present, the Application Server performing the Group Session Controlling Function ignores such elements."

Proposed Change: Rephrase in a normative way
	Status: OPEN
See E052

	E056
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1 <conditions> child element bullet list.
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Shall also <anonymous-request> element be possible as a <conditions> child element. Does it exist a need to specify rules only for users that are anonymous in a group?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	E057
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1 <conditions> child element bullet list.
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Does it exist a need to specify rules per “services” in a group document?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	E058
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1 <List-service > element bullet list Bullet 1)
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The element <supported-services> can maybe be also be used as a <condition> element in rules document.

Proposed Change: Investigate and if useful move element to TS-XDM _Core. Maybe also rename the element to just <services>.
	Status: OPEN

	E059
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1 Last paragraph
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: The <supported-service> element needs to be defined more in details.

Proposed Change:  Add more information like references to 3GPP TS 23.228 and TS 24.229 release 7. 
Add the 3GPP reference to section 2. Define the Abbreviations ICSI and IARI in section 3.3  
Add how a service according to 3GPP defined syntax shall be handled. 
Add how existing services using feature tags not accirding to syntax of 3GPP release 7 shall be handled (e.g OMA-PoC and OMA-IM, Group advertisment). 
A syntax when all ICSI and when all IARI in ICSI is supported for a group may be needed to define. 
Some of the new information needed maybe instead be placed  in section 5.1.7 "Data Semantics"
	Status: OPEN

	E060
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1.
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: It is said that the condition elements that are not supported by this TS can be ignored by AS.

Proposed Change: Add to 5.1.6 Validation checking that the group document does not contain such conditions. It could also be left to AS internal policy to decide how to handle those elements (anyway, it could be said in the text that they might be ignored.
	Status: OPEN

	E061
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: 

Comment: for backward compatibility also the org.openmobilealliance.poc-groups AUID shall be supported 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN
See E002

	E062
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: Reference [XSD_LISTSERV] points to a PoC V1.0 document, but there is a PoC V2.0 version of the same SUP file. 

Proposed Change: Coordinate with POC WG and clarify if correct version.
	Status: OPEN

	E063
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.3
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: The media-extension xml schema is not referenced. 

Proposed Change:  Add reference and info in 2.1
	Status: OPEN

	E064
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “The MIME type for the Group document SHALL be “application/vnd.oma.poc.groups+xml””
	Status: CLOSED

	E065
	2007.01.24
	
	5.1.6 
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: What should server do when it receives rule what includes conditional elements that it don’t support?

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	E066
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: “If the XUI value of the Document URL proposed in an <external> or <external-list> element does not match the XUI of a Group document URI or a <list> element within a “resource-lists” document, this SHALL be a validation error”.  It is not clear what the highlighted text means, and in any case it seems impossible for the Shared Group XDMS to validate based on contents of a “resource-lists” document since the Shared Group XDMS cannot access URI Lists.

Proposed Change: Delete the highlighted text.
	Status: OPEN

	E067
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “NOTE 1: The syntax of the <alt-value> element is according to the syntax stored in the Shared Group XDMS and provisioned to the XDM Client, but may also be another syntax according to a local XDMS policy and not yet provisioned to the XDM Client”.
	Status: CLOSED

	E068
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “The <entry-ref> element is not defined in the schema as specified in subclause Error! Reference source not found. “XML Schema”. As such, if the XDMC adds an <entry-ref> element (as specified in [XCAP_List]) under the <list> element, the Shared Group XDMS SHALL return an HTTP "409 Conflict" response which includes the XCAP error element <schema-validation-error>”.
	Status: OPEN

	E069
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Indent NOTE 4 to the same level as other NOTEs in this section.
	Status: CLOSED

	E070
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6 / last chapter
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: consider adding <anonymous-request> to the list as it included in a similar list of XDM Core 6.6.2.1

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	E071
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6 2nd  bullet  in “uri” bullet list
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: A “uri” must be a unique SIP URI in the whole service provider’s domain. It is not enough that is unique in all Group documents in a Shared Group XDMS. 

Proposed Change:  Rephrase bullet to describe that.
	Status: OPEN

	E072
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: it’d be easier for the reader if elements would be grouped by adding sub-headings or something.

Proposed Change:  e.g. add sub-headings for group level elements, conditional elements and action elements
	Status: OPEN

	E073
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: <session-active-policy> description missing; is should also be clarified if elements inside the <s-a-p> are ORed or ANDed.

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN
See E046

	E074
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: <supported-services> semantics are missing.

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN
See E046

	E075
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: clarify in the <add-media-handling> that this action allows and affects changing of media concerning all the participants of that session (and not only the user’s own media session)

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN

	E076
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: clarify what does it mean if there are no elements listed inside the <add-media-handling>; e.g. if it means that any media allowed to be added; 

Clarify what does it mean if the <add-media-handling> element is missing. What is the default value then.

Proposed Change:  Add none as default. If add-media-handling element is missing then default is none. If element is empty then user can add anything that is supported by group properties.
	Status: OPEN

	E077
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: clarify that the action <remove-media-handling> affects all the participants and not only the user doing that action; 

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN

	E078
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Change definition of <add-media-handling> element according to definition in XDM Core and in bullet m) <media> of <list-service> element.

Proposed Change: Change also Schema
	Status: OPEN

	E079
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: None value is missing from <remove-media-handling> element

Proposed Change: Add new value “none” with numeric value “0”, which SHALL be default value in case of absence of element.  That’s why it should have the lowest assigned value.
	Status: OPEN

	E080
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Unnecessary line change between <schedule> and >automatic-group-advertisement> element descriptions

Proposed Change: Remove it.


	Status: CLOSED

	E081
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: “performing the Group Session Controlling Function” missing for the description of <allow-invite-users-dynamically>
Proposed Change: add “performing the Group Session Controlling Function” for <allow-invite-users-dynamically>

	Status: CLOSED

	E082
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The two bullets related to the <list> element are redundant with text in section 5.1.1, which is the correct section for this.

Proposed Change: Delete the two bullets related to the <list> element.
	Status: OPEN

	E083
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The two bullets related to the <required-participants> element are redundant with text in section 5.1.1, which is the correct section for this.

Proposed Change: Delete the two bullets related to the <required-participants> element.
	Status: OPEN

	E084
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: “The <invite-members> element SHALL indicate whether the Group Session Controlling Function will invite the Group Members to the Group Session.”  The highlighted entity does not exist.

Proposed Change: Change to “Application Server performing the Group Session Controlling Function” or simply “Application Server”.  The latter wording is preferred, but would require a global change.
	Status: CLOSED

	E085
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The description for <age-restrictions> has text that is ambiguous.  It is unclear whether “allowed to join the group” means become a Group Member OR participate in a Group Session.

Proposed Change: Change “allowed to join the group” to “allowed to participate in the Group Session” (2 instances).
	Status: OPEN

	E086
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: There is no logic in the presentation order of elements in this section.

Proposed Change: Restructure the section by grouping and ordering elements in some logical fashion (e.g. group child elements together such as the <action> child elements, order in the same way as in section 5.1.1).
	Status: OPEN
See E072

	E087
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The child elements for <qoe> have references to the OMA PoC CP spec.  Normative references within XDM2 to enabler-specific specs should be avoided.

Proposed Change: Delete references, and replace with descriptions that are not enabler-specific.  Alternatively, if the child elements of <qoe> are in fact PoC-specific, then move to the PoC CP specification as an enabler-specific extension to shared Groups.
	Status: OPEN

	E088
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The description of <add-media-handling> has errors.

Proposed Change: Change as follows:

· “The <add-media-handling> “action” SHALL be used to indicate which media types the identity matching this rule is allowed to initiate or add in the Group Session, if supported by the Group. The possible child elements are defined in section 6.6.2.1 of [XDMSPEC]”.

· A default value should be defined.
	Status: OPEN
See E076, E078

	E089
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The description of <remove-media-handling> has errors.

Proposed Change: Change as follows:

· “The <remove-media-handling> “action” SHALL be used to indicate that the identity matching this rule is allowed to remove an existing media stream from the active Group Session.  The value is of an enumerated integer type, and the lowest value SHALL be the default value taken in the absence of the element”.

· 
	Status: OPEN

	E090
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Remove “PoC” from the description of the “own” value of <remove-media-handling>.
	Status: CLOSED

	E091
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: >

Comment: <remove-media-handling> not extensible

Proposed Change: Add value “other” for further extensibility or change to elements with “any” extension
	Status: OPEN

	E092
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7 
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0073
Comment: Editor's note: Other media stream removal policies, e.g. removal of media stream if the requestor is responsible for charges only, are FFS
Proposed Change

:Resolve 
	Status: OPEN

	E093
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: The paragraph about <qoe> element contains the text “at the time of writing this specification,”. 

Proposed Change: Remove the text.
	Status: CLOSED

	E094
	2007.01.24
	 T
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: The paragraph about <add-media-handling> refers to “possible child elements …etc.” but does not list them all? (etc. not appropriate spec language)
If someone wants to know exactly which elements that are possible today how will You get that information? 

Proposed Change: -
	Status: OPEN
See E078

	E095
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: The paragraph about <add-media-handling> has missing <> around elements 
(“” are for attributes). Replace < with “

Proposed Change: 
“The <allow-media> element contains which media types is allowed to use and/or must support in the group communication. The possible child elements are: <audio>, <message>, <video>, <application> elements, etc. or combination of those elements
“
	Status: CLOSED

	E096
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is hard to find the description of a certain element as 3+ pages with text without any structure

Proposed Change:  Group the <element> under headings like <list-service> child element, <conditions> child element etc or sort then in alphabetic order.
	Status: OPEN
See E072

	E097
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: The <session-active-policy> element is not described.

Proposed Change:  Describe the element.
	Status: OPEN
See E046

	E098
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: The <supported-services> element is not described.

Proposed Change:  Describe the element.
	Status: OPEN
See E046

	E099
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: The “action” element <add-media-handling> does not have any default handling defined. Is it needed?

Proposed Change:  Clarify
	Status: OPEN
See E076

	E100
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: The “action” element <add-media-handling> is in the description also used to control initiation of media in a group communication. Is this true as the name of the element is “add-media-handling”? How does it relate to the <list-service> child element <media> that defines which medias that are allowed in the group as such?
Proposed Change:  Clarify.
	Status: OPEN
See E078

	E101
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: Address editor's note
	Status: OPEN

	E102
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.8
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: The section refers to naming conventions defined in [XDMSPEC], but it is hard to find and identify those applicable for Shared Group.

Proposed Change: add a chapter reference or a description of the naming convention.
	Status: OPEN

	E103
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.9
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: The reference to section 5.1.5 is incorrect.

Proposed Change: Change to 5.1.6
	Status: CLOSED

	E104
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.9
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: The meaning of canonicalised value should be given a reference link wher it is described.

Proposed Change: Add a ref link to [XCAP_List]
	Status: OPEN

	E105
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.11
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: How authorization policy for open chat room is defined. It should be searchable, but not all information can be revealed to the requestor.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
See E106

	E106
	2007.01.23
	
	5.1.11
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: email

Comment: Need to define the XQuery template for Shared Group application usage. Also, need to specify who is allowed to perform search request.

In order to easy search of “Chat Group”, it should be considered to have a new attribute that specify the intended attribute (either Chat or Prearranged) of Shared Group.

For this, consider reclassification of Shared Group into:

A. 'Join-in Group' (or ‘Chat group’) where a user need to join-in (or 'call-in' from the perspective of group server like poc server) for group communication.

  A-1) 'Public Join-in Group', where the allowed joining-in users include all anonymous users, either authenticated or unauthenticated, either anonymous or not.

  A-2) 'Authenticated Public Join-in Group', where the allowed joining-in users include all authenticated users, either anonymous or not.

  A-3) 'Prearranged Join-in Group', where the allowed joining-in users are those that are listed beforehand (under <list> element).

B. 'Call-out Group' where a user would get 'called-out' (or invited) for group communication. This should always be 'Prearranged Group' that contains the list members a priori.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	E107
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.12 (New chapter)
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Is own chapter for Shared Group Search (Open Chat Group) needed in a same way as it has been defined in Shared Profile XDM Spec. Also example of search would be useful.

Proposed Change: Add new chapter and example.
	Status: OPEN

	E108
	2007.01.24
	T
	6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Support for subscription to document changes is mandatory for the Shared Group XDMS.  However, this is ambiguous in section 6, because the reference to section 6.2.2 of the Core Specification allows a step to reject a SUBSCRIBE request to “ua-profile” events if not supported by the XDMS.

Proposed Change: “The Shared Group XDMS SHALL support subscriptions to changes in the XML documents as defined by the procedures in section 6.2.2.1 step 2 to step 6 and 6.2.2.2 of the [XDMSPEC]”.
	Status: OPEN

	E109
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: It is unclear how the automatic Extended Group Advertisement feature works if the “type” attribute is Chat.  How does the XDMS determine “members of the group” for a Join-in Group?

Proposed Change: Modify the procedures for how the XDMS determines who to send Extended GA to for the case when “type” attribute is Chat.  This also impacts section 5.1.1 bullet k.
	Status: OPEN

	E110
	2007.01.24
	T
	7

5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: It is unclear whether the automatic Extended GA feature is mandatory or optional for the Shared Group XDMS.  The first paragraph contains a MAY, but the second paragraph contains a SHALL.

Proposed Change: Modify the second paragraph to make clear that the Extended GA is sent only if supported by the XDMS.  Also add a validation constraint in 5.1.6 to reject a Group document that includes <automatic-group-advertisement> set to true, if not supported by XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

	E111
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The procedures state that the Shared Group XDMS sends the Extended GA when “properties are modified”.  However, it is not clear which properties must be modified to trigger an Extended GA.

Proposed Change: Clarify the properties which, if modified, trigger an Extended GA.
	Status: OPEN

	E112
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Resolve editor’s note about how Extended GA works when Group Member List contains a URI List.

Proposed Change: ???.
	Status: OPEN
See E117

	E113
	2007.01.24
	T
	7 
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0073
Comment: Editors Note:  FFS how this functionality will work when <external> element is used in member list

Proposed Change:

Resolve 
	Status: OPEN
See E117

	E114
	2007.01.24
	E
	7
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: A new type of sub bullets A) and B) is introduced which is confusing.

Proposed Change: Remove as are not needed. Make it into one sentence with an or between. Add missing “a” and “the” in A)
	Status: OPEN
Note: sub bullets changed to 1) and 2).

	E115
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: Ericsson’
Form: INP

Comment: If You create a PoC Group and none of the services is supported, what will happen?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	E116
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: 

Proposed Change: Address editor's note
	Status: OPEN
See E117

	E117
	2007.01.24
	T
	7 1st  Editors Note
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The note needs to be resolved.

Proposed Change: One possible solution is to specify that Shared Group XDMS shall subscribe for changes in Shared List XDMS as soon as a reference to an external list exists. 
This means that XDM-AD needs to be changed and a new reference point is added between Shared Group XDMS and Shared List XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

	E118
	2007.01.24
	T
	7 2nd bullet
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  A more generic way of selecting the feature tag to send is needed as the GA feature also shall be be able to be used for all services in the<supported-services> element. 

Proposed Change: Specify that the feature tag is fetched from the ICSI part from the <supported-services> element. Also always include the feature tag +g.poc.groupad it indicate that it is a GA that is send. Coordinate this proposal with PoCv2 and IM V1. This means that a PoC2 server might need to remove a +p.poc.talkburst feature tag before it is sent to a PoC1 client to be backward compatible. 
It also means that a PoC2 server must, if triggered only on the featuretag +g.poc.groupad, check if it exists a “+oma-sip-im” or another type of ICSI featuretag before any action is taken as the GA is not aimed for a PoC client. 
It must also be added information about how GA messages shall be sent when the group is for all types of services. 
	Status: OPEN

	E119
	2007.01.24
	E
	7 2nd bullet
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: The reference [OMA-POC_CP] is incorrect

Proposed Change: [OMA-PoC-CP]
	Status: Closed

	E120
	2007.01.24
	T
	7 2nd bullet


	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: There will be a problem if You send the same Extended Group Advertisement to both PoC and IM and one of the features is not available for the PoC Client. SIP/IP Core will then drop the message.

Proposed Change: Send generically an Extended GA message for each supported service and include only the feature tag associated to that service.
	Status: OPEN

	E121
	2007.01.24
	T
	7 5th bullet
	Source: Ericsson, 

Form: INP

Comment: Please clarify what User Identity and Group User means in this context as not defined in Definitions

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN
See E128

	E122
	2007.01.24
	E
	7 6nd bullet
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: The reference [OMA-POC-CP] is incorrect

Proposed Change: [OMA-PoC-CP]
	Status: CLOSED

	E123
	2007.01.24
	T
	7 6th bullet 
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  An XDM user agent header is needed to be defined to be used when the GA is sent to other clients than the PoC client

Proposed Change:  Define  the syntax of an “XDM user agent” and “server” header in  TS XDM Core and define that this user agent header shall be used when sending a GA. 
Coordinate with POC and MWG IM  WG how this user agent header shall be used.
	Status: OPEN

	E124
	2007.01.24
	T
	7 Note
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: The note refers to anonymity. If an Extended GA is sent, what will be the originator’s authenticated address and if it will be a Group Identity is it possible to set it as anonymous?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	E125
	2007.01.24
	E
	7 Note
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: Unclear if the comment refers to bullet 7 or applies for the whole section

Proposed Change: Remove indentation
	Status: CLOSED

	E126
	2007.01.24
	T
	7, step 2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The current description for the Accept-Contact header is not extensible to new enablers that might use Extended GA (at least, not without having to change the Shared Group XDM Spec).

Proposed Change: Add a bullet (c) that indicates that other feature tags are possible, and where they might be defined.
	Status: OPEN

	E127
	2007.01.23
	
	7, step 5)
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: email

Comment: Clarify the “User Identity of the Group User” in step 5).
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
See E128

	E128
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: step 5: term “Group User” could be changed to Group owner/ group creator 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	E129
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: step 6: why only PoC supported?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
See E123

	E130
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Unnecessary line changes between chapters 7.1.1 --> 7.1.6

Proposed Change: Remove unnecessary line changes.
	Status: CLOSED

	E131
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: add extension points to <group-advertisement> and <group> elements.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	E132
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: .Group type attribute should not to be mandatory; there may be group of “mixed” type. This was valid in PoC 1, but may not be same in IM 1.0 and PoC 2.0. And how this type is decided?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	E133
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Why <allow-media> is SHALL?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	E134
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: rephrase: “The <allow-media> element contains which media types is allowed to use and/or must support in the group communication.” 

Proposed Change:  with: “The <allow-media> element contains media types which are allowed to be used and/or must be supported in the group communication.”
	Status: OPEN
See E138

	E135
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Values of <allowed-media> is not aligned with values of <media> element in group definition.

Proposed Change: Change name to <media> and definition align with definition of <media> element under <list-service> element (bullet m) in 5.1.1.
	Status: OPEN

	E136
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The XDMS “MAY optionally include free text in the <note> element …”.  How does the XDMS determine whether to include the <note> element, and if so where does the XDMS get the free text from?

Proposed Change: Add additional explanation about the <note> element.
	Status: OPEN

	E137
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: How does the Shared Group XDMS know how to set the “type” attribute of the <group> element?

Proposed Change: Add additional explanation about the <type> attribute.
	Status: OPEN

	E138
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The description of the <allow-media> element is not clear.

Proposed Change: The description of the <allow-media> element of the Extended GA should be tied more closely to the <media> element of the Group.  For example:

· d) “SHALL include the <allow-media> element containing supported media as indicated by the <media> element of the Group, if included”

· “”
	Status: OPEN

	E139
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The XDMS “MAY include the <document-uri> element …”.  How does the XDMS determine whether to include the <document-uri> element?

Proposed Change: Add additional explanation about the <document-uri> element.
	Status: OPEN

	E140
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “SHALL include the <uri> element with the value set to the Group Identity of the Group”.
	Status: CLOSED

	E141
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: It is unclear which MIME body is used for an Extended GA.  

Proposed Change: State in this section which Content Type the body sent in the message conforms to by referring to section 7.1.4.
	Status: OPEN

	E142
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.1.1
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: No normative statements in first paragraph

Proposed Change: Rephrase
	Status: OPEN

	E143
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: The specification of the value range for the “type” attribute and what each value indicates is missing, or is not referred to.

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	E144
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.1.1
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: In the SUP file for Extended GA a “typeofsupport” is specified. This attribute is not mentioned here, and the values are not explained. There is only a reference to “Allowed Medias” of the Group, and that could not be found. Confusion to reader.

Proposed Change: Add description.
	Status: OPEN

	E145
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1 1st bullet list bullet a)
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  An extended GA shall only contain information about one group

Proposed Change: Remove “or more <group> elements.
	Status: OPEN

	E146
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1 2nd  bullet list 
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The GA SHALL include the <subject> and the <supported-services> elements if such exist.

Proposed Change:  Add two new bullets defining these elements.
	Status: OPEN

	E147
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.1 2nd bullet list
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Shall all <list-service> child elements be possible to send in a GA?

Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: OPEN

	E148
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.1.1,

Last paragraph
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: Missing <> around elements (“” are for attributes). Replace < with “

Proposed Change: 
“The <allow-media> element contains which media types is allowed to use and/or must support in the group communication. The possible child elements are: <audio>, <message>, <video>, <application> elements, etc. or combination of those elements
“
	Status: CLOSED

	E149
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.1.1,

Last paragraph
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: The paragraph about <allow-media> refers to “possible child elements …etc.” but does not list them all? (etc, is not appropriate in specification text) 
If the reader wants to know exactly which elements that are possible today how will You get that information?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN
See E138

	E150
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.2
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The “group extension” XML schema needs to be added? Instead of defining new elements for GA may existing “group” elements can be reused as GA is more or less sending what is included in the group document

Proposed Change: Evaluate what is it is possible.
	Status: OPEN

	E151
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.2
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: It is not clear how the XML schema for Extended GA relates to the POC GA XML schema. The Extended GA schema must import the PoC GA schema  to allow an XML parser at the receiving side to know how to validate the received message. (There is just a hint in the example of 7.1.6 which is assumed to be informative text.)

Proposed Change: -
	Status: OPEN

	E152
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: What is the purpose of the Default Namespace?

Proposed Change: If it has no purpose, then delete section 7.1.3.
	Status: OPEN

	E153
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.3
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: Default namespace has not meaning in the context of a GA. It has only a meaning in the context of an application usage. 

Proposed Change:  Remove chapter or replace text with for example “Void”
	Status: OPEN
See E152

	E154
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: 

Comment: Wrong reference to chapter 5.1

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

	E155
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Change example according to latest XML Schema definition.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	E156
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.1.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Move example to appendix.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

	E157
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.6
	Source: Ericsson,
Form: INP

Comment: It is not clear if 7.1.6 is Informative text as it is part of a Normative chapter.

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: CLOSED

	E158
	2007.01.24
	E
	7.1.6 
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Make the example as complete as possible including all today know information that can be sent. One example add <document-uri> element.

Proposed Change: Update example
	Status: OPEN

	E159
	2007.01.24
	T
	7.1.6
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: 

Other examples are in annex. 

Proposed Change: Maybe move this one.
	Status: CLOSED

	E160
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: All the identifications of the SCR items start with “Group_XDM”, while it is recommended to start with enabler name.

Proposed Change: Consider changing the start of all the SCR identifications to “XDM_Group”.
	Status: OPEN

	E161
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment:   “Status” column is missing in all SCR tables 

Proposed Change: Should insert and populate “Status column” in all SCR tables.  
	Status: OPEN
See E162

	E162
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Siemens

Form: 

Comment: 

The SCR description mentions a “Status” column, but this column is missing. This column with statements on Mandatory and Optional items is to be added in each subsequent table.
	Status: OPEN

	E163
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Introduction to the SCR Items section is out of date. It should be copied from and refer to SCR Rules and Procedures document.

Proposed Change: Update the whole introduction with the appropriate copied and pasted text.
	Status: OPEN

	E164
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Remove extra strings from the Requirement column, where the requirements are listed. According to BNF nothing but SCR items can be listed in this column.

Proposed Change: Update the Requirements column
	Status: OPEN

	E165
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix B.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: For the SCR item Group_XDM-GA-S-003-O, “validation constraints” is wrongly mentioned under Function..

Proposed Change: Consider removing “validation constraints” from the Function description.
	Status: OPEN

	E166
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B.1
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Group_XDM-GSU-S-001-M should list in the Requirement column the XDMS SUB SCR Items from XDM Core
Proposed Change: Update Requirement to list Core_XDM-SUB-C-001-O AND Core_XDM-SUB-C-002-O
	Status: OPEN

	E167
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Add an example “Sending an extended GA.

Proposed Change: Add example
	Status: OPEN

	E168
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix C.1.1
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: Make the example containing a group document that contains as many  elements as possible to give the complete view of a complex group document..

Proposed Change: Update the XML document in the example.
	Status: OPEN

	E169
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix C.1.2,

Step 1
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: The list-service is used for a pre-arranged group in the example (the element <invite-members> is defined). A pre-arranged group cannot allow any other user than members of the group to join.

Proposed Change: Remove action for join-handling.
	Status: OPEN

	E170
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix X 
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0073
Comment: Appendix X is in Editors Note style
Proposed Change:

Reformat 
	Status: OPEN


2.6 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_Policy-V2_0-20061213-D

Comments marked as CLOSED are handled by OMA-PAG-2007-0045-CR_XDM_SHD_POLICY_edits.
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2007.01.24
	T
	0 -  General
	Source: Enrique Izaguirre, Telefonica SA, leig@tid.es

Form: INP doc

Comment: No SCR
	Status: OPEN

	F002
	2007.01.24
	T
	0 - General
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The Shared Policy XDMS is proposed to also contain the old PoC User Access Policy application usage. More information about how Shared Policy XDMS shall handle an XCAP request towards the PoC User Access Policy application usage is needed,

Proposed Change:  Add a new chapter “PoC User Access Policy “containing all information needed. For example that the Shared Policy XDMS shall regard a request towards the PoC group application usage as a request towards the User Access Policy application usage and do needed mapping if any.
	Status: OPEN

	F003
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The Shared Policy XDMS contains the User Access Policy document (not Shared User Access Policy document).

Proposed Change: Change “Shared User Access Policy document” to “User Access Policy document” (global change). 
	Status: CLOSED

	F004
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Globally change “Document URL” to “Document URI”.  Also add Document URI to definitions (copy from PoC XDM Specification).
	Status: CLOSED

	F005
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - Whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write XDM Client, XDMC, XCAP Client, XDM Server, XDMS, XCAP Server in a same way in all XDM 2 documents

Proposed Change: Use XDMC and XDMS.
	Status: CLOSED

	F006
	2007-01-24
	T
	0 - Whole document
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The backward compatibility with the PoCv1.0 XDMS is unclear. E.g. AUID is different, PoCv1.0 XDMS was one logical entity containing both PoC Groups and PoC User Access Policy with which PoCv1.0 Server had a single reference point, while the XDMv2.0 Shared Policy XDMS and XDMv2.0 Shared Group XDMS are two different entities.
	Status: OPEN
See F002

	F007
	2007.01.24
	E
	1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “This specification describes the data format and XCAP Application Usage for the User Access Policy document, which is a common user access policy definition that can be used by all OMA enablers (e.g. PoC and IM)”
	Status: CLOSED

	F008
	2007.01.24
	E
	2
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  No reference to OMA ORG document: SCR Rules and Procedures that describes the SCR usage.

Proposed Change: Update references section.
	Status: OPEN

	F009
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Update XCAP and Common-policy references.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

	F010
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove TS from end of OMA references  

Proposed Change: Update also in actual text where referring to these documents.
	Status: CLOSED
Note: made XDM referencing consistent across Shared XDM specs

	F011
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: Other XDM specifications refer to common-policy draft version 11, but this one refers to version 10. Confusion to the reader.

Proposed Change: -
	Status: CLOSED

	F012
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment:  Referred [XCAP] version (11) is not the same as in TS-XDM_Core (version 12). It is confusing to any reader who is an implementer of  an XDM Client.

Proposed Change: Update reference
	Status: CLOSED

	F013
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: Commonpol version changed

Proposed Change: Update
	Status: CLOSED

	F014
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: PoC XDM reference is pointing to Rel 1.0 version of spec. Make this clear by adding V1 to reference abbreviation  

Proposed Change: Change reference to [POC_XDM_V1]
	Status: CLOSED

	F015
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Remove abbreviations in brackets from definitions i.e. (AUID), (QoE) and (XUI) as they are included to abbreviations

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED

	F016
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDM Client, XDM Server and User Access Policy (or just Policy) are missing from definitions 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F017
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDMC and XDMS are missing are missing from abbreviations 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

	F018
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment: Missing abbreviations 

Proposed Change:  Should add the following to the list:  

MIME    Multipurpose Internet Mail Extensions
SIP        Session Initiation Protocol

URL
Uniform Resource Locator
	Status: CLOSED

	F019
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: Abbreviation of “PoC” is “Push to talk Over Cellular”. 

Proposed Change: Replace capital letter “T” by lower case “t”.
	Status: CLOSED

	F020
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: To avoid confusion change reference to PoC XDM v1.0 from [POC_XDM] to [POC_XDM_V1].

Proposed Change: Also to chapter 2.1. 
	Status: CLOSED

	F021
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Hoe backward compatibility will be ensured?

Proposed Change: Add text to describe backward compatibility. 
	Status: OPEN
See F002

	F022
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “This specification provides the XCAP Application Usage of the User Access Policy document”
	Status: CLOSED

	F023
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Latest version of PoC XDM Spec defines new fields for PoC usage in appendix H like (auto-answer and poc-box). 

Proposed Change: Move text from PoC XDM Spec to Shared Policy Spec and make it generic so that also other enablers can reuse same definition. Remember also to move related SUP-files.
	Status: OPEN

	F024
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Rename section heading to User Access Policy.
	Status: CLOSED

	F025
	2007.01.23
	T
	5.1
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: email

Comment: Add bullet for last sentence, “other elements...”.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

	F026
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  As this application usage is common for many enablers it must be possible to specify rules that are valid only for one or a set of enabler but not all.

Proposed Change: Add new <conditions> child element. Check how/if <supported-services> element (today described in Shared Group XDMS) can be reused or modified to fit the need.


	Status: OPEN

	F027
	2007.01.23
	T
	5.1, bullet a) for <condition> element
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: email

Comment: Clarify “except the sub-elements that are prohibited in [OMA-XDM_CORE-TS]”
Proposed Change: 
“a) the <identity> element as described in [OMA-XDM_CORE-TS]”.
	Status: OPEN

	F028
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: There is no <rules> element in [COMMONPOL].

Proposed Change: Change <rules> to <rule>.
	Status: CLOSED

	F029
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The schema is not relevant to section 5.1.1.

Proposed Change: “The User Access Policy document SHALL conform to the structure of the “ruleset” document described in [COMMONPOL], with the extensions and constraints given in this sub‑clause”.
	Status: CLOSED

	F030
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: This section is lacking any normative statements.

Proposed Change: 

· “The <conditions> child element of any <rule> element MAY include the following child elements”.

· “The <actions> child element  of any <rule> element MAY include the following child elements”
	Status: OPEN

	F031
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: Bulletize two instances of “other elements from other namespaces for the purposes of extensibility” (bullet f and b, respectively).
	Status: CLOSED

	F032
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "NOTE 1: […]. This means that, if present, the Application Server in question ignores this element."

This should be worded in a requirement fashion

Proposed Change: Rephrase in a normative way
	Status: OPEN

	F033
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "The <conditions> element supports the following elements"

This should be worded in a requirement fashion

Proposed Change: Rephrase in a normative way
	Status: OPEN
See F030

	F034
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "other elements from other namespaces for the purposes of extensibility."

Why not a bullet?

Proposed Change: add a bullet
	Status: CLOSED

	F035
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "This means that, if present, the Application Server ignores such elements.". Are we talking about extensions? If they exist, we can't say in a normative way that they must be ignored, nor that they must be processed

Proposed Change: explain our intent better
	Status: OPEN

	F036
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1 NOTE 2
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: As this is generic application usage the <conditions> child element <validity> shall maybe be included as an element possible to use and therefore moved from the note to be list of supported elements. 

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	F037
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: error in referring to “subscription of changes in the XML documents”

Proposed Change: refer to “Common Extensions”. 
	Status: CLOSED

	F038
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Wrong reference.

Proposed Change: 

· “The User Access Policy document SHALL conform to the XML schema described in [COMMONPOL]”, with the extensions described in [XSD_COMMONPOL], [XSD_UAP-RULES] and [XSD_MEDIA-EXT]”.

· Add [XSD_COMMONPOL] reference to section 2.1 (OMA-SUP-XSD_xdm_commonPolicy-V1_0)
	Status: CLOSED

	F039
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.3
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is a need to also describe that enablers can do their own extensions. 

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	F040
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “The MIME type for User Access Policy document SHALL be “application/auth-policy+xml” defined in [COMMONPOL]”.
	Status: CLOSED

	F041
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.5
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment:   This specification should not be PoC-specific.

Proposed Change: “The MIME type for PoC User Access Policy documents…”  should read  ““The MIME type for Shared User Access Policy documents…”    
	Status: CLOSED

	F042
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: 

Comment: 

The MIME type for Shared User Access Policy …
	Status: CLOSED

	F043
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.5
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The documents are User Access Policy documents and not PoC User Access Policy documents.

Proposed Change: Change “PoC User Access Policy” to “User Access Policy”.
	Status: CLOSED

	F044
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: trailing reference to PoC

Proposed Change: Remove the reference to PoC
	Status: CLOSED

	F045
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6 
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: What should server do when it receives rule what includes conditional elements that it don’t support?

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	F046
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: it is stated that the same <one> and <external-list> element can occur only once, but what if there are other conditional elements? E.g. cannot there be the same user identity with different <media> definition? In the future there could be also other conditional elements combined with <one> or <external-list>.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
See F048

	F047
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: First paragraph has errors.

Proposed Change: “The User Access Policy document SHALL conform to the XML Schema specified in subclause 5.1.3 “XML Schema” with the additional validation constraints described in this sub-clause”
	Status: OPEN

	F048
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The validation constraints cannot guarantee that a User is alerted to contradictory rules.  Therefore, the validation constraints are meaningless and should be removed.

Proposed Change: See OMA-POC-POCv1-2006-0137 (i.e. remove 3rd & 4th paragraphs, as well as NOTE).
	Status: OPEN

	F049
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: 

Comment: 

Wrong reference .. in subclause 5.2.3
	Status: CLOSED

	F050
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "For a given <ruleset>, the same value of an <one> element SHALL NOT occur in two “rules” which have different values for <allow-invite>" (and same requirement for external lists)

The server can do part of the checks easily (check that the same one or list URI is not in 2 contradictory rules), but how can it check it when lists are modified? the same "user" URI can then be found in contradictory lists.

Proposed Change: Find a way to do it always or remove this check and explain how to deal with conflicting rules
	Status: OPEN
See F048

	F051
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: The checks on the contradiction in rules should take into account restricting elements such as media.

X forbidden on media M1 can be authorized on media M2 and it should be accepted by the enabler.

Proposed Change: Add this parameter in the explanation
	Status: OPEN
See F048

	F052
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: "If the XUI value of the Document URL proposed in an <external-list> element does not match the XUI of the Shared User Access Policy Document URI"

Can't we have the phone number in the XUI in some place and a sip address in some other?

Proposed Change: Answer the question and then change if necessary
	Status: OPEN

	F053
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.6,
2nd para-graph
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: The <many> child element does not contain the “id” attribute itself. The attribute is included in the <except> element used as subelement within <many>, see common-policy draft section 7.1.3.

Proposed Change: Clarify text.
	Status: OPEN

	F054
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Only PoC has manual answer mode (IM don’t have). 

Proposed Change: Generalize semantics of <allow-invite> element.
	Status: OPEN
See F059

	F055
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Data semantics of <media> element is missing. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F056
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: with <allow-invite> it’s said that “The value is of an enumerated integer type”, but the values are not provided.

Proposed Change: provide values or delete sentence.
	Status: OPEN
See F060

	F057
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The schema is not relevant to section 5.1.7.

Proposed Change: “The User Access Policy document SHALL conform to the semantics for the “conditions” and “actions” described in [COMMONPOL] and [OMA-XDM_CORE-TS] “Common Extensions”, with the additional extensions and clarifications given in this subclause”.
	Status: OPEN

	F058
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Some text is already covered by the reference to [OMA-XDM_CORE-TS] “Common Extension”.

Proposed Change: Delete the following paragraphs:

· When evaluating a “rule” against an identity, the value of the “entity” attribute of the <one> element, if present, is compared against that identity to see if the “rule” is applicable.

· When evaluating a “rule” against the offered media, the sub elements of the <media> element are compared against media to see if the “rule” is applicable. The <media> element, if present, has one or more sub elements, defining media related to the corresponding “rule”.

· The access policy document can contain references to URI Lists stored in Shared List XDMS (as defined in [OMA-LIST_XDM-TS]).
	Status: OPEN

	F059
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The description for the “pass” value of <allow-invite> mentions manual answer procedures, which is an undefined term.

Proposed Change: Reword the description to avoid using the term “manual answer procedures”, or add a definition for it.
	Status: OPEN
See F061

	F060
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: The integer values associated with the enumerated type <allow-invite> are missing. In XML each type must have a value associated. Otherwise the parser will not be able to identify the type. 

Proposed Change: Specify integer value for the element.
	Status: OPEN

	F061
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The semantics for “pass and “accept” are too PoC related. For IM they both mean that the SIP method shall be sent to the IM client. 

Proposed Change: Add that “pass” means the request shall be sent to the client for processing and that for certain enablers is also meant a certain processing at the client. 
Add similar information to the “accept” instruction.
	Status: OPEN

	F062
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The priority between “pass”, “reject” and “accept” is not logical. 
The priority ought to be “accept”, “ pass” and “ “reject” . 

The order in which the values of <allow-invite> are defined causes troubles when applying the combined permission rules of common-policy. 
‘reject,’ which provides the most privacy, does not have the lowest value, as required by common-policy draft. 
It should be investigated if it is possible to change the order of values, or break out ‘reject’ from the element and treat it separately. The goal should be to be able to apply or supersede a combined permission without breaking common-policy algorithms defined by IETF. The advantage would be that specification procedures do not have to specify and apply rules one-by-one and apply them in separate steps which otherwise is the case in PoC. It will also facilitate implementation of the rules.

The existing priority order will also cause problems in the IM enabler as the two value  "pass" and "accept" has the same mening "Send the SIP INVITE/MESSAGE to the IM Client". 
When the IM enabler is combining permissions it will get different result if "pass" or "accept" has been specified when it is compared with "reject".

To provide backward compatibility for such a solution Shared Policy XDMS must provide a converter to a PoC V1.0 XDM Client to which the old action element is valid.

Proposed Change: Change the priority order and specify that Shared Policy XDMS always shall contain a default document specifying “pass” for all users to be used in case a user has not yet specified a user defined document. Specify that a client can not remove the document, it can only change it. 
By doing like this the functionality of PoC1 will be maintained allowing PoC calls to proceed when a rule does not exist. 
Mapping procedure needs to be defined to make sure that a PoC1 client/server still can request the PoC User Access Policy without problems.
	Status: OPEN
See F061

	F063
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: It is unclear what the media condition means. The schema doesn't add much information

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	F064
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7,
5th para-graph
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: “Application Server” may not always be the case.

Proposed Change: Replace “Application Server” with “user access policy enforcing server”.
	Status: OPEN

	F065
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.8
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The name of the User Access Policy document (“shared-rules”) is not a good one, since other policies may be defined in the future.

Proposed Change: Change “shared-rules” to “user-access-rules”.
	Status: OPEN

	F066
	2007.01.24
	T
	6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Support for subscription to document changes is mandatory for the Shared Policy XDMS.  However, this is ambiguous in section 6, because the reference to section 6.2.2 of the Core Specification allows a step to reject a SUBSCRIBE request to “ua-profile” events if not supported by the XDMS.

Proposed Change: “The Shared Policy XDMS SHALL support subscriptions to changes in the XML documents as defined by the procedures in section 6.2.2.1 step 2 to step 6 and 6.2.2.2 of the [OMA-XDM_CORE-TS]”.
	Status: OPEN

	F067
	2007.01.24
	
	Appendix B
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  There are no SCR Items in the document.
Proposed Change: Update TS with SCR Items.
	Status: OPEN

	F068
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B - New
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The specification is missing an Static Conformance Requirements.

Proposed Change: Add an Appendix B containing SCR tables.
	Status: OPEN
See F067

	F069
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B - SCR
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: SCR items are missing from the spec. 

Proposed Change: Consider adding the appropriate SCR items.
	Status: OPEN
See F067

	F070
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B missing?
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment:   Not clear why an Appendix on Static Conformance Requirements is missing. 

Proposed Change: Should include Appendix B (Static Conformance Requirements), if required.    
	Status: OPEN
See F067

	F071
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Examples are missing.

Proposed Change: Copy examples from POC XDM Spec and generalize them.
	Status: OPEN

	F072
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: Ericsson'

Form: INP

Comment: Examples are missing.

Proposed Change: Add an appendix C with examples.
	Status: OPEN
See F071


2.7 OMA-TS-XDM_Shared_Profile-V2_0-20061220-D
Comments marked as CLOSED are handled by OMA-PAG-2007-0046-CR_XDM_SHD_PROFILE_edits.
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	G001
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - General
	Source: Ericsson,

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The structure of the sub chapter of the Application Usage is different than the Shared Group. 
(Different order for XML Schema and Default Namespace)

Proposed Change: Consider reordering.
	Status: CLOSED

	G002
	2007.01.24
	T
	0 - General
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  How shall operator defined date of birth information be handled?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN
See G020

	G003
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - global
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The Shared Profile XDMS contains the User Profile document (not Shared User Profile document or Profile document).

Proposed Change: Change “Shared User Profile document” and “Profile document” to “User Profile document” (global change).
	Status: CLOSED

	G004
	2007.01.24
	E
	0 - whole document
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Write XDM Client, XDMC, XCAP Client, XDM Server, XDMS, XCAP Server in a same way in all XDM 2 documents

Proposed Change: Use XDMC and XDMS.
	Status: CLOSED

	G005
	2007.01.24
	T
	1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The 2nd paragraph does not make sense: “It can be used by other users and applications for means of communication (e.g. search chat partner)”. 

Proposed Change: Rewrite.
	Status: OPEN

	G006
	2007.01.24
	E
	1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: Rephrase "This specification describes the data format and XCAP application usage for the shared document, User Profile, which can be used by all OMA enablers." 

Proposed Change: "This specification describes the data format and XCAP application usage for the User Profile shared document, which can be used by all OMA enablers."
	Status: CLOSED

	G007
	2007.01.24
	E
	2
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  No reference to OMA ORG document: SCR Rules and Procedures that describes the SCR usage.

Proposed Change: Update references section.
	Status: OPEN

	G008
	2007.01.24
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment: Missing references 

Proposed Change:  Should add the following references:

· [RFC3261], referenced in Section 5.1.1 (Structure).
· [RFC3966], referenced in Section 5.1.1 (Structure).
	Status: CLOSED

	G009
	2007.01.24
	T
	2.1 
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0073
Comment: DM 1.1.2  references include 

DMTND
OMA-SyncML-DMStdObj-V1-1-2
OMA-SyncML-DMTND-V1-1-2
These are not needed as the appropriate references are obtained by referencing OMA DM. 

Proposed Change: Rewrite and replace with reference to latest DM Enabler DM 1.2 

	Status: OPEN

	G010
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: User Profile, XCAP Client, XDM Client, XDM Server, Search Proxy and XCAP User Identity are missing from definitions

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
Note: XUI added

	G011
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Several terms are missing from the definitions (e.g. AUID, User Address, User, Application Server, “users” tree, etc). 

Proposed Change: Add necessary terms to section 3.2.
	Status: OPEN
Note: AUID, Users Tree added

	G012
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.2 
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0073
Comment: See the DM Tree and Description [DMTND] document for definitions of terms related to the management tree.
Proposed Change: Rewrite and replace DMTND with reference to latest DM Enabler DM 1.2 

	Status: OPEN

	G013
	2007.01.24
	T
	3.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: XDMC, XDMS and XUI are missing from abbreviations.

Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED

	G014
	2007.01.24
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment: Missing abbreviations 

Proposed Change:  Should add the following to the list :

ABNF    Augmented Backus-Naur Form
CCR       ???
IM          Instant Messaging       
SCR       Static Conformance Requirements
URL       Uniform Resource Locator

XDMS
XDM Server
	Status: CLOSED
Note: CCR was not added.

	G015
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: IM Server could be changed to be “IM client” in “i.e. IM Server can use this for searching chat partner”.

Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED

	G016
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial. 

Proposed Change: “This specification provides the XCAP Application Usage for the User Profile document, which can be searched by Users and Application Servers to find the User Address (and possibly other information) about Users matching a certain criteria”.
	Status: OPEN

	G017
	2007.01.24
	T
	4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Introduction should mention also mention the Shared Profile XDMS. 

Proposed Change: Add the following sentence at the end of section 4:

“The Shared Policy XDMS (see [XDMAD]) is the logical repository for User Profile documents.  The common protocol specified in [XDMSPEC] is used for access and manipulation of such documents by authorized principals.”
	Status: OPEN

	G018
	2007.01.24
	E
	4
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: Rephrase "IM Server can use this for searching chat partner [IM_AD]."

Proposed Change:  "IM Server can use this for searching a chat partner [IM_AD]." or " IM Server can use this for searching chat partners [IM_AD]."
	Status: CLOSED

	G019
	2007.01.24
	T
	5 
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0073
Comment: This subclause defines the mobile device Management Object (MO) for OMA XDM. The MO is used for continuous provisioning, which allows the service provider to update any parameter defined in the MO tree for service configurations during service deployment. Also, the AC file SHALL use an equivalent list of parameters for initial provisioning.

The OMA XDM Management Object consists of relevant parameters required by [XDM_RD]. It is defined using the OMA DM Device Description Framework as described in [OMA-SyncML-DMTND-V1-1-2] and [OMA-SyncML-DMStdObj-V1-1-2].

The Management Object Identifier is: org.openmobilealliance/2.0/XDM

Protocol compatibility: This MO is compatible with OMA DM 1.1.2 or higher [OMA-DM].

Management object name: OMA_XDM
Proposed Change: This subclause defines the mobile device Management Object (MO) for OMA XDM. The MO is used for both initial and continuous provisioning, which allows the service provider to update any parameter defined in the MO tree for service configurations during service deployment

The OMA XDM Management Object consists of relevant parameters required by [XDM_RD]. It is defined using the OMA DM Device Description Framework as described in [OMA-DM].

The Management Object Identifier is: org.openmobilealliance/2.0/XDM

Protocol compatibility: This MO is compatible with [OMA-DM].

Management object name: OMA_XDM

	Status: OPEN

	G020
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: How operator verified age field is handled? By own AUID and new document?

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	G021
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Why <allow-publication> is needed? As whole User Profile is always public and if more sophisticated method to define access rules are needed they should be made by using authorization rules (e.g. delegation)

Proposed Change: Consider to remove these elements. 
	Status: OPEN
See G048

	G022
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Why <allow-anonymity> is needed? When profile is set to be public, it should be also for anonymous requestors. There isn’t use case for <allow-anonymity> -> it could be removed. It’s better to have (more complex) authorization rules in the future via delegation, and leave the anonymity issue there.

Proposed Change: Consider to remove these elements. 
	Status: OPEN
See G048

	G023
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Public URI is not a defined term.

Proposed Change: Change “Public URI” to “User Address” and add to definitions.
	Status: OPEN

	G024
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The description for <communication_addresses> indicates that it MAY be a SIP URI, TEL URI, E.164 number, or email address.  Should this be a SHALL (e.g. is the list exhaustive), or should there be an indication that other options are possible?

Proposed Change: Clarify what are the valid values for <communication_addresses>.
	Status: OPEN

	G025
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: There is no date of birth value with modification restrictions as the one required by IM

Proposed Change: Make one
	Status: OPEN
See G020

	G026
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: The attributes are defined before the elements, unlike in the schema

Proposed Change: Change the order to match the schema
	Status: OPEN

	G027
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: The <shared-user-profile> element doesn't match the one in the schema (<shared-profile> in the description and then shared-user profiles in the XML)

Proposed Change: An explanation was given by Samsung by email. Decide whether it's appropriate to leave it that way
	Status: OPEN

	G028
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: Lack of unification in names. Some contain underscores <given_name> and others dashes <display-name>. 

Proposed Change: Use dashes everywhere.
	Status: OPEN

	G029
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: The <allow-publication> and <allow-anonymity> elements are part of the profile document, and as such are query-able by any XDM client. 

Proposed Change: This relates to how we deal with privacy in searching for user profiles. Change the schema and data definition according to the global way of doing it
	Status: OPEN
See G048

	G030
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.1 and 5.1.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Element names are not consistent between texts and XML Schema.

Proposed Change: Use consistent names
	Status: OPEN

	G031
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1 second list, bullet e)
	Source: karl.soderstrom@sonyericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment: The format of country is not mandated, which makes it hard to search since it’s not known which language is used. 

Proposed Change: Use ISO country codes to represent the country instead.
	Status: OPEN

	G032
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.1 second list, bullet h)
	Source: karl.soderstrom@sonyericsson.com
Form: INP doc

Comment: How is the <communication-types> element going to be used? Is it only to be human readable? 

Proposed Change: Clarify the usage of communication-types
	Status: OPEN

	G033
	2007.01.23
	T
	5.1.1,

5.1.7
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: email

Comment: Clarify the use of <allow-publication> and <allow-anonymity>. Consider to remove it.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
See G048

	G034
	2007.01.24
	E
	 5.1.3
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Several errors in XML Schema definition.

Proposed Change: Correct.
	Status: OPEN

	G035
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.3

5.1.4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The order of these two sections (5.1.3 Default Namespace, and 5.1.4 XML Schema) is not consistent with all of the other XDM specs.

Proposed Change: Switch the order of the two sections.
	Status: CLOSED

	G036
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment: Remove redundant text.  

Proposed Change:  Redundant text “defined in Section 5.1.3”  should be removed.  
	Status: CLOSED
Note: no change, since no longer redundant after applying G035.

	G037
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Move schema to SUP-file and add reference to it.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
See G038

	G038
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.4
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Schema definition belongs in external SUP file.

Proposed Change: Make the following changes:

· Move schema in 5.1.4 to new SUP file.

· Add the following text to 5.1.4: The “user-profile” XML document SHALL be composed according to the XML schema described in [XSD_PROFILE].

· Add [XSD_PROFILE] to references.
	Status: OPEN

	G039
	2007.01.23
	T
	5.1.4
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: email

Comment: Move the schema as supplementary file.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
See G038

	G040
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.4 
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The XML schema shall be moved to a XSD_SUP document.

Proposed Change: Create a new document and move the XML schema and add a reference to that document.
	Status: OPEN
See G038

	G041
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.4
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The XML schema is very sensitive to in which order the child elements occur that may complicate the implementation. 

Proposed Change: Change the schema to allow any order by defining that the child elements are an unbounded sequence of a choice of elements instead.
	Status: OPEN

	G042
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.4
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: Lots of  “type” definitions seems to be missing in the XML schema.

Proposed Change: Check the XML schema and update it with needed information.
	Status: OPEN

	G043
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.4
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: This section belongs to a SUP file

Proposed Change: Create the SUP file
	Status: OPEN
See G038

	G044
	2007.01.24
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: Minor editorial.

Proposed Change: “The MIME type for the User Profile document SHALL be “application/shared-user-profile+xml”.”
	Status: CLOSED

	G045
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.5
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: 
Proposed Change: Remove reference to 5.1.4 and reference sup file
	Status: CLOSED

	G046
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The uri attribute should be compared to the XUI of the Document URI.

Proposed Change: “The value of the “uri” attribute of the <user-profile> element SHALL be same as the XUI value of the Document URI for the User Profile document. If not, the XDMS SHALL return an HTTP “409 Conflict” response as described in [XCAP], including the <constraint-failure> error element. If included, the “phrase” attribute SHOULD be set to “Wrong User Profile URI”.”
	Status: OPEN

	G047
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.6
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: 
Proposed Change: Remove reference to 5.1.4 and reference sup file
	Status: CLOSED
Note: reference changed to 5.1.3, which indirectly references SUP file.

	G048
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: In XDM2, the authorization policy is to allow any authenticated user to search a User Profile stored in the Shared Profile XDMS.  Therefore, what is the <allow-publication> and <allow-anonymity> elements used for?

Proposed Change: Delete the <allow-publication> and <allow-anonymity> elements.
	Status: OPEN

	G049
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Not all elements in chapter 5.1.1 are described

Proposed Change: Add description for all missing elements.
	Status: OPEN

	G050
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: Country name could be a constrained value.

Proposed Change: We should decide whether we use ISO codes, some form of country names or leave this field unconstrained.
	Status: OPEN
See G031

	G051
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: consider the search feature as SHOULD

Proposed Change: if search is not supported, what’s the purpose of user profile?
	Status: OPEN

	G052
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.11
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Profile document should be public for all users to access and only owner can modify it.
Proposed Change: Clarify how profile can be read and search by other users.
	Status: OPEN
See G054

	G053
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.11
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0065

Comment: The current authorization policy implies that only the Primary Principal has any access to the User Profile document.  However, other users are allowed to search and retrieve certain information.

Proposed Change: Add additional text to describe that search access is allowed, and point to section 7.
	Status: OPEN
See G054

	G054
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.11
	Source: Siemens

Form: 

Comment: 

Default authorization policies are not enough – access only for Primary Principal
	Status: OPEN

	G055
	2007.01.24
	T
	5.1.11
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  How is the elements <allow-publication> and <allow-anonymity> affecting the Authorization Policies? Will more then the Primary Principle get access to a document to read it or to search for information in it? If that is the case the policy in XDM_core does not fully apply.

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN
See G054

	G056
	2007.01.24
	T
	7
	Source: Siemens

Form: 

Comment: 

return <shared-user-profile>{$g/@uri} {$g/user-information/display-name} </shared-user-profile>
	Status: OPEN

	G057
	2007.01.23
	T
	7
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: email

Comment: Move this section under 5.1, as search template and its authorization should be defined per application usage.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	G058
	2007.01.24
	E
	7
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: Change "and following rules apply:"
Proposed Change: "the following rules apply:"
	Status: CLOSED

	G059
	2007.01.24
	E
	7
	Source: Orange, nicolas.bellardie@orange-ftgroup.com

Form: IC

Comment: 
Proposed Change: "($g/user-information/hobbies/hobby="Football")and($g/user-information/address/country=”Czech”)"

There is no country named Czech (I checked).

Proposed Change: "Decide on how we use country names and get the example to comply. If it stays unconstrained, the field should probably read "Czech Republic"
	Status: OPEN
See G031

	G060
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: All the identifications of the SCR items start with “Profile_XDM”, while it is recommended to start with enabler name.

Proposed Change: Consider changing the start of all the SCR identifications to “XDM_Profile”.
	Status: OPEN

	G061
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Nortel Networks

Form: Review Contribution

Comment:   “Status” column is missing in all SCR tables 

Proposed Change: Should insert and populate “Status column” in all SCR tables.  
	Status: OPEN
See G062

	G062
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Siemens

Form: 

Comment: 

The SCR description mentions a “Status” column, but this column is missing. This column with statements on Mandatory and Optional items is  to be added in each subsequent table.
	Status: OPEN

	G063
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Introduction to the SCR Items section is out of date. It should be copied from and refer to SCR Rules and Procedures document.

Proposed Change: Update the whole introduction with the appropriate copied and pasted text.
	Status: OPEN

	G064
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Remove extra strings from the Requirement column, where the requirements are listed. According to BNF nothing but SCR items can be listed in this column.

Proposed Change: Update the Requirements column. There are other ways to specify: "Mandatory if X SCR is used". In the X SCR requirement all required SCR Items can be listed and AND placed between.
	Status: OPEN

	G065
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment:  SCR items for search missing

Proposed Change: Add SCR items for search.
	Status: OPEN

	G066
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: According to section 6, the SCR item Profile_XDM-PSU-S-009-O is mandatory.

Proposed Change: Consider changing the SCR item to mandatory.
	Status: OPEN

	G067
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Search in Shared Profile XDMS is defined in section 7 of the spec. However, there is no SCR item for the feature.

Proposed Change: Consider adding SCR items for the requirement about search in the Shared Profile XDMS.
	Status: OPEN
See G065

	G068
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B.1
	Source: Ericsson..

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Profile_XDM-PSU-S-009-O should list in the Requirement column the XDMS SUB SCR Items from XDM Core
Proposed Change: Update Requirement to list Core_XDM-SUB-S-001-O AND Core_XDM-SUB-S-002-O
	Status: OPEN

	G069
	2007.01.24
	E
	Appendix C
	Source: Ericsson.

Form: INP doc

Comment: examples are missing 

Proposed Change: Add both examples for Get a user profile with a complete XML document and for search.
	Status: OPEN
See G070

	G070
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix C.1
	Source: NOKIA

Form: 

Comment: Examples of retrieval of user profile and search of user profiles would be useful.

Proposed Change: Create examples.
	Status: OPEN

	G071
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix B.1
	Source: Enrique Izaguirre, Telefonica SA, leig@tid.es

Form: INP doc

Comment: “Profile_XDM-PSU-S-009-O Subscribing to changes in XML documents” shall be mandatory
	Status: OPEN

	G072
	2007.01.24
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: Enrique Izaguirre, Telefonica SA, leig@tid.es

Form: INP doc

Comment: Examples should be added
	Status: OPEN
See G070
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