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1 Reason for Change

This CR proposes the changes that can be summarized as:

· Introducing the new term of ‘OMA-reserved URI List” and ‘User-defined URI List’;

· New recommendation to prevent recursive URI List references;

· New recommendation to discourage the use of <entry-ref>;

· Adding the clarification of each OMA-reserved URI List;

· Clarifying the reference structures among OMA-reserved URI Lists and by other services, of “oma_allcontacts -> oma_grantedcontacts, oma_blockedcontacts -> oma_buddylist -> oma_pocbuddylist” (Note that the referencing in the reverse direction must be avoided to prevent the recursive referencing.)

For improved readability, those semantical changes in section 6 are marked in yellow, and the clean texts are added in the end.

With this CR, the following CONRR comments are proposed to be closed:
	A064
	2008.02.11
	T
	5.1.1.1

3rd para

1st bullet
	Source: Jaekwon OH, Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: Consider to break the sentence for better readability.

Also, further rephrase seems needed. (e.g., ‘these users in the URI List’ -> ‘these users in the URI List with XDMC assigned “name” attribute.)

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	A065
	2008.02.11
	T
	5.1.1

5.1.1.1


	Source: Jaekwon OH, Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: Current description is somewhat confusing. Consider to define new terms for “URI List with an OMA defined “name” attribute” and “URI List with XDMC defined “name” attribute’. A possible term would be “OMA reserved URI List” and “User defined URI List”.

Also, some brief description on the types of “OMA reserved URI List” would help readability, i.e., oma_allcontacts, oma_buddylist, oma_pocbuddylist, oma_blockedcontacts, oma_grantedcontacts

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

 Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	A066
	2008.02.11
	T
	5.1.1.1

2nd para

1st para
	Source: Jaekwon OH, Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: Explicitly provide what is allowed and what is not for a OMA reserved URI List:

Allowed child: <entry>, <external>

Not allowed child: <entry-ref>, <list>

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

 Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	A067
	2008.02.11
	T
	5.1.1.1

2nd para

2nd bullet
	Source: Jaekwon OH, Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: Clarify this is to not allow any nesting of URI list.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

 Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	A068
	2008.02.11
	T
	5.1.1.1

4th para
	Source: Jaekwon OH, Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: The current description is somewhat misleading that oma_buddylist is meant for presence use. 

Clarify that the major purpose of ‘oma_buddylist’ is to contain all the lists of buddy and this is not necessarily be coupled with Presence. I.e., even in the buddy list, the user don’t have to enabler presence for some of them. 

Describe the major purpose first and then describe its possible use for presence.

Per the major purpose of ‘oma_buddylist’, the ‘oma_buddylist’ can be the superset of oma_grantedcontacts, oma_pocbuddylist, and user defined list or entry. Clarify this. Rephrase as such.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	A070
	2008.02.11
	T
	5.1.1.1
	Source: Jaekwon OH, Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: For each URI list types, consider to add the major purpose or semantics of those in the beginning. 

Also consider to subdivide the section by bold heading, e.g., 

oma_allcontacts
<brief description of major purpose or semantics>

<recommendation>

<reason>

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	A071
	2008.02.11
	T
	5.1.1.1

8th para
	Source: Jaekwon OH, Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: Clarify that oma_allcontacts is just super set of all URI lists.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	A072
	2008.02.11
	T
	5.1.1.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: The reason “this list is a “contain-all-users-list” type of list and will by referencing the “oma_buddylist” URI List also include users included via this list;” is difficult to interpret. 

Proposed Change: It would be better if it is reworded in a simpler way.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	A073
	2008.02.11
	T
	5.1.1.1

10th para
	Source: Jaekwon OH, Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: Add the semantics of oma_grantedcontacts.

Clarify the black list approach by using oma_blockedcontacts  vs.  the white list approach by using oma_grantedcontacts.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	A077
	2008.02.11
	T
	5.1.1.2

3rd para

3rd bullet
	Source: Jaekwon OH, Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: ‘oma_’ token should need to be reserved than just recommended. Consider to move the 3rd bullet to spec.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	
	
	
	

	





	


	A140
	2008.02.11
	T
	B.1

oma_pocbuddylist
	Source: Jaekwon OH, Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0020R01

Comment: Consider to remove oma_pocbuddylist.

If this is still want to be remained, the list should contain <external> element to the user’s all PoC groups.

Also, if this is to be remained, the application_specific_buddylist should also need to be listed (e.g., IM buddylist, CPM buddylist).

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Closed by PAG-2008-210.

	A061
	2008.02.08
	T
	5.1.1.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0012R01

Comment: The recommendation for usage of the “oma_buddylist” and related reasons are difficult to understand. 

Proposed Change: Reword.
	Status: OPEN




R01:

· CONRR item A078 is removed as this is resolved by another CR. Instead, CONRR item A140 is added.

· Offline comments received are reflected.

· Added definition for ‘OMA reserved URI List’ and ‘User defined URI List’.
· Some editorial cleanups

·  ‘URI List document’ is rephrased to ‘“resource-lists” document’.
· ‘URI List reference’ is rephrased to just ‘reference’.
· Mentioned the future OMA defined URI List that has “name” attribute value starting with ‘oma_’.
· PAG-2008-0183 (Motorola) is incorporated, resolving the CONRR item A061 listed in PAG-2008-0183.
· Rephrasing ‘be able to include one or more…’ to ‘include zero or more…’
· In oma_buddylist description, the separate bullet on the use of ‘oma_pocbuddylist’ is merged as ‘references to all other URI Lists (e.g., “oma_pocbuddylist” URI List)’
· PAG-2008-0187 (Nokia) is incorporated.
· Using unreserved character sets as “name” attribute value
· The recommendation on avoiding recursive list is removed, because: 
· 1) there are cases where the use of recursive list is quite possible (e.g., between ‘oma_buddylist’ and ‘oma_grantedcontacts’), 
· 2) It would be difficult to check whether there’s recusive list when generating that list (The recursive list can be easily checked when resolving), 
· 3) XDM TS provides procedures to handle the recursive list:
“In order to avoid circular referencing when resolving a URI List, an <external> element that has already been resolved SHALL be ignored.

· Revised ‘oma_buddylist’ such that it contains only URI List, and clarify its usage along with Presence List.
· ‘oma_grantedcontacts’, ‘oma_blockedcontacts’, ‘oma_buddylist’ are treated as in the same level, and the exclusive relationship between ‘oma_blockedcontacts’ and ‘oma_grantedcontacts’ is clarified.
· ‘oma_allcontacts’ are moved down as this is in practically recommended not to use.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None.
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

It is recommended to agree the changes proposed in section 6 and close the CONRR comments as provided in section 1.

6 Detailed Change Proposal
Change 1:  Add the following definitions
	OMA-reserved URI List
	The URI List defined in [XDM_SHARED] with its specific usage and assigned with a specific “name” attribute value.

	User-defined URI List
	The URI List defined by user.


Change 2:  Section 5.1.1
7.1 URI Lists in Shared XDMS
5.1.1 Usage of different types of URI Lists

An XDMC has a need to recognize different types of URI Lists:
In [XDM_SHARED] “Naming Conventions”, OMA defines some values of the “name” attribute for URI Lists. Such URI Lists with OMA-defined “name” attribute values are called ‘OMA-reserved URI Lists’.
In addition to these pre-defined values, an XDMC can also use values for the “name” attribute that are defined by the XDMC/user. Such URI List is called ‘User-defined URI Lists’.
As described in [XDM_SHARED], it is possible to have a reference from one URI List to another URI List and in that way create nesting of URI Lists.
The following sections provide recommendations on the usage and the nesting of the different types of URI Lists. Corresponding examples are available in Appendix B.

5.2.1.1 OMA-reserved URI Lists
OMA-reserved URI Lists are the URI Lists with the OMA defined “name” attribute values as defined in [XDM_Shared], where OMA has pre-defined the “name” attribute value and given the URI List a certain usage. These include: “oma_allcontacts”, “oma_buddylist”, “oma_pocbuddylist”, “oma_blockedcontacts”, “oma_grantedcontacts” URI List, and other future defined URI Lists with the “name” attribute values starting with ‘oma_’.
It is RECOMMENDED that an OMA-reserved URI List:

· include, using the <external> child element, zero or more references to other URI List(s) in the same “resource-lists” document, whenever appropriate;
· not include any <list> child element; and
· not include any <entry-ref> child element.
The reasons for the recommendations include:

· Other URI Lists, either User-defined or OMA-reserved, in the same “resource-lists” document can be used as a sub-list in an OMA-reserved URI List, so that those users in the URI Lists can be included in a set, without having to insert them one by one;
· a URI List within a URI List or a nested URI List can be created using the <external> child element. As such, the use of <list> child element in a URI List which implements the same is discouraged, in order to avoid having two ways of doing the same thing, which otherwise may make implementation more complex; and
· the use of <entry-ref> element that contains a reference to other <entry> element in the same “resource-lists” document brings complexities in reference structure without much value. Further, the <entry-ref> element may create extra roundtrips between an XDMC and an XDMS when resolving a URI List.
 “oma_buddylist” URI List
The “oma_buddylist” URI List is used by an XDMC/user to store the lists of all users whom the XDMC/user can regard friendly enough to be interested in their Presence Information. 
In addition to the recommendations for OMA-reserved URI List, it is RECOMMENDED that the “oma_buddylist” URI List:
· be used by an XDMC to store references to all other URI Lists (e.g., “oma_pocbuddylist” URI List) in the same “resource-lists” document, that can be used as Presence Lists;and
· 
· not include any <entry> element that contains an individual user URI.
The reasons for the recommendations include:

· by referencing the “oma_buddylist” URI List itself or a selected URI List within the “oma_buddylist” URI List from a Presence List, a Watcher can subscribe for Presence Information for all desired Presentities at once; and
· 
· by not including any <entry> element but including only <external> elements, a user can be included in the “oma_buddylist” URI List only by being part of a sub-list referenced by the <external> element. This enables to split the list subscription to the “oma_buddylist” URI List, into a number of list subscriptions to the sub-lists, in a situation where there exists limitation (e.g., for a certain type of access network) on how many users a list subscription is allowed to contain.
“oma_pocbuddylist” URI List
The “oma_pocbuddylist” URI List is used by an XDMC/user to store the lists of all those users with whom the XDMC/user wants to use PoC as communication means. This is a default URI List for the XDMC/user’s default PoC communication, i.e., the default URI List to be referenced by a default PoC Group. An XDMC/user is free to use other URI Lists for other kinds of PoC communications, i.e., XDMC/user can have multiple PoC Groups each of which contain the references to different URI Lists than the “oma_pocbuddylist”. 
No additional recommendation is provided than those for the OMA reserved URI List.
 “oma_blockedcontacts” URI List
The “oma_blockedcontacts” URI List is used by an XDMC/user to store the lists of all those users with whom the XDMC/user does not want to have any communication over any application.
In addition to the recommendations for OMA-reserved URI List, it is RECOMMENDED that the “oma_blockedcontacts” URI List: 
· be referenced from all application services (AUIDs) defining the negative service access rules of the owner of “oma_blockedcontacts” URI List, such as ‘polite-block/block’ Presence Authorization Rules and ‘reject’ PoC user access rules; and
· not include the reference to the “oma_grantedcontacts” URI List. 
The reason for the recommendation includes:

· the “oma_blockedcontacts” URI List is a “block-a-user-from-everything” type of list; and
· the “oma_blockedcontacts” is exclusive to the “oma_grantedcontacts” URI List.

· 
· 

· 
· 
“oma_grantedcontacts” URI List
The “oma_grantedcontacts” URI List is used by an XDMC/user to store the lists of all those users with whom the XDMC/user wants to have any communication over any application. 
In addition to the recommendations for OMA-reserved URI List, it is RECOMMENDED that the “oma_grantedcontacts” URI List: 
· be referenced from all application services (AUIDs) defining the positive service access rules of the owner of “oma_grantedcontacts” URI List, e.g., ‘allow’ Presence Authorization Rules and ‘accept’ PoC user access rules; 
· include the reference to the “oma_buddylist” or the “oma_pocbuddylist” URI List, if appropriate; and

· not include the reference to the “oma_blockedcontacts” URI List.
The reason for the recommendation includes:

· the “oma_grantedcontacts” URI List is a “grant-a-user-for-everything” type of list;
· an XDMC/user can easily grant the communication access to its buddies in a set. I.e., an XDMC/user may  have a need to grant a user access to a communication means (e.g. Presence Information) at the same time the user is added to the “oma_buddylist” or “oma_pocbuddylist” URI List. This is to implement Presence Authorization of the type “users that I have in my buddy list are also allowed to see my Presence Information”; and
· the “oma_grantedcontacts” is exclusive to the “oma_blockedcontacts” URI List.
[NOTE to implementor] Note that the following “oma_allcontacts” texts are moved down from the previous place.
“oma_allcontacts” URI List
The “oma_allcontacts” URI List is used by an XDMC/user to store the complete lists of all users whom the XDMC/user knows about. 
In addition to the recommendations for OMA-reserved URI List, it is RECOMMENDED that the “oma_allcontacts” URI List:

· include references to all other URI Lists in the “resource-lists” document, if appropriate; and
· not be referenced from any other services or URI Lists.

The reasons for the recommendations include:

· the “oma_allcontacts” URI List is a “contain-all-users-list” type of list and this can be readily achieved by referencing to all other URI Lists in the same “resource-lists” document; and

· as the “oma_allcontacts” URI List  can be very large and will contain all users whoever they are (e.g., both granted and blocked contacts), it is quite unlikely that the owner of the “oma_allcontacts” URI List wants to apply the same service rules or procedures to all users in such a list.

Change 3:  Section 5.1.1.2

5.1.1.2 User-defined URI Lists
User-defined URI Lists are the URI Lists where the XDMC/user chooses the “name” attribute value at its discretion.
It is RECOMMENDED that an User-defined URI Lists:

· not have references to other lists (i.e. only the <entry> element is recommended to be used as a child element of the <list> element); 
· always include a “display-name” element as the direct child element attached to the User-defined URI List, with the human readable name of the User-defined URI List; and

· use a “name” attribute with the XDMC/user chosen value that does: 
· not start with ‘oma_’;
· contain only the unreserved characters set defined in [RFC3986]; 
· contains only lower case characters; and
· not reveal the content of the <display-name> element attached to the URI List.

The reasons for the recommendations include: 

· use of the nested URI Lists or the references to other URI Lists in the User-defined URI List is limited to simplify the implementation;
· human user can easily address an User-defined URI List by a display name;
· the “name” attribute value starting with ‘oma_’ is reserved for future OMA-reserved URI List; 
· the value of a “name” attribute can be used as part of a Service URI without the need of URI normalization (see [PRS_IG] “Generating Service URIs for Presence Lists”);
· simplified implementations that do not need to consider lower or upper case values for the “name” attribute are allowed; and

· the user’s privacy is better protected by having a neutral identifier as the “name” attribute value of an User-defined URI List, i.e., a possible sensitive user’s private information in the display name of a User-defined URI List can not be inadvetantly exposed in e.g. a node selector or a Service URI referring to the URI List by its “name” attribute alue.













�The " be able to have" wording would be conistent with the 1st recommendation in this section.
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