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1. Review Information

1.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided
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	 FORMCHECKBOX 
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	 FORMCHECKBOX 
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	 FORMCHECKBOX 
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	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	CD
	Submitting Group
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
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	DM
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
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1.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full
	2008.08.14
	ConfCall
	CD, DM
	OMA-CONR-2008-0084-INP_Dynamic_Content_Delivery_V1_0_ERP_for_Consistency_Review

	
	
	
	
	


2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-RD-DCD-V1_0-20070716-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-FUNC-017 (The DCD Client SHOULD support the update of its software via the relevant OMA enablers.) seems to have no specific influence on the DCD TS, and could be removed?

Proposed Change: Associate with something in the TS, or remove.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A002
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-SVCR-003 (The user interaction in the DCD Service activation SHALL be required only in the case of “Advice Of Charge”) relates to presentation/UI requirements and thus has no direct impact upon DCD (per scope agreements at RD/AD stage).

Proposed Change: Remove DCD-SVCR-003.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A003
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1.8
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-INTG-002 (The DCD-Enabled Client Application SHALL be capable of launching the device browser through a direct URL, E.g. to access a Service Guide, content discovery, selection and subscription) relates to DECA requirements and thus has no direct impact upon DCD (per scope agreements at RD/AD stage).

Proposed Change: Remove DCD-INTG-002.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A004
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1.8
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-INTG-003 (The DCD-Enabled Client Application MAY be capable of launching a client other than the device browser to access a Service Guide) relates to DECA requirements and thus has no direct impact upon DCD (per scope agreements at RD/AD stage).

Proposed Change: Remove DCD-INTG-003.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A005
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1.8
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-INTG-004 (The DCD-Enabled Client Application MAY be capable of launching a client other than the device browser for DCD Content discovery, selection, and subscription) relates to DECA requirements and thus has no direct impact upon DCD (per scope agreements at RD/AD stage).

Proposed Change: Remove DCD-INTG-004.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A006
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1.8
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-INTG-005 (The DCD-Enabled Client Application SHALL be capable of interworking with other clients present in the device…) relates to DECA requirements and thus has no direct impact upon DCD (per scope agreements at RD/AD stage).

Proposed Change: Remove DCD-INTG-005.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A007
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1.10
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-MISC-006 (The DCD Client SHALL support the manual launch of the DCD-Enabled Client Application) relates to DECA requirements (ability to be launched) and thus has no direct impact upon DCD (per scope agreements at RD/AD stage).

Proposed Change: Remove DCD-MISC-006 . 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A008
	2008

08.13
	E
	3.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Definitions should be aligned with other docs

Proposed Change: make consistency
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A009
	2008

08.13
	E
	3.3
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Abbreviations should be aligned with other docs

Proposed Change: make consistency
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A010
	2008

08.13
	E
	5.7.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: abbreviation of UC doesn’T exist

Proposed Change: change UC to use case
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A011
	2008

08.13
	E
	5.7.2.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: typo in the first bullet

Proposed Change: change new to news
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A012
	2008

08.13
	E
	5.7.2.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: the typo in “offerv”
Proposed Change: change offerv to  offers
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A013
	2008

08.13
	T
	6.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: There is no requirement for content submission

Proposed Change: Add a section for content submission
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A014
	2008

08.13
	E
	6.1.1.5

005 and 007
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: content item is defined in the definition

Proposed Change: change content item to Content Item
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	A015
	2008

08.13
	E
	6.1.2

002
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: enabler release is missing

Proposed Change: add DCD 1.0
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>


2.2 OMA-AD-DCD-V1_0-20080501-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.5.2.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says: “

· Collection of security violations and statistics from the DCD Client

· The DCD Client may report security violations and usage statistics to the DCD Server, if required.”

The bullets above are not addressed in the TS.

Proposed Change: Remove the excerpt above.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B002
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.5.4.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says: “

· Notification of Service Guide availability for client-invoked retrieval via DCD-3 interface

· Direct delivery of content or Service Guide”

“Channel Guide” delivery/update is over DCD-3

Proposed Change: Recommended: remove.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B003
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.5.4.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Missing Client Activation actions.

Proposed Change: Recommended: Add “DCD Client Activation and establishing the session” as a bullet before registration.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B004
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.5.4.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘Service Guide updates’ bullet is not inline with TS.

Proposed Change: Replace with ‘Channel Discovery actions’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B005
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.5.4.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘request Service Guide‘ and ‘request advice of charge’ are not a part of the subscription actions.

Proposed Change:  Remove bullets.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B006
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.6.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Figure 5 is missing registration response between CP and DS.

Proposed Change: Add missing registration response.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B007
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.6.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says: “The subscription with the DCD Content Providers is out-of-scope for the DCD Enabler, but could be treated as an opaque data exchange over the DCD-1 interface.”

Proposed Change: The above sentence is not valid according to the TS. Recommended: Remove.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B008
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.6.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says: “The application chooses desired broadcast channels from the “optional” list. It issues a Channel Selection to notify the DCD Client of selected “optional” channels, if any. The DCD Client starts monitoring the selected broadcast channels for new content.”  - we use Channel Subscription (local) in TS as opposed to term Channel Selection. 

Proposed Change: The sentence needs to be updated as well as Figure 6.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B009
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.6.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Message name Subscription Notification between DC and DECA conflicts with message name in TS.

Proposed Change: Change message names to ‘Subscription Validation’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B010
	2008.08.12
	T
	4.2.1.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: It is not clear how this subsection (Provisioning) is aligned with the TS. 

Proposed Change: Remove the subsection and the text. 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B011
	2008.08.12
	E
	4.3.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “The DCD-Enabled Client Application may provide an Application Profile” imply that AP is optional.
Proposed Change: replace “may provide” with “provides”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B012
	2008.08.12
	E
	4.3.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “DCD-Enabled Client Applications may be designed to be embedded in the DCD Client” statement is erroneous – it’s the other way around.

Proposed Change: Replace “to be embedded” with “to embed”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B013
	2008.08.12
	T
	4.3.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: paragraph starting with “Via content references in the application content…” is out of sync with the TS – it is not covered in DCD 1.0
Proposed Change: Remove this bullet (and note below) from the AD
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B014
	2008.08.12
	E
	4.3.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: First sentence (“DCD Content Providers may also use…”) is misleading 
Proposed Change: Replace with “DCD Content Providers may interact with the DCD Enabler as follows:”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B015
	2008.08.12
	T
	4.3.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: In the bullets at the beginning of the section the content publishing function (i.E. at content-publication-address) is not listed though it’s covered in the TS

Proposed Change: Include bullet related to content publishing (by CP) at the DS
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B016
	2008.08.12
	E
	5
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: 2nd sentence is not clear

Proposed Change: Replace with “It uses and interacts with other OMA enablers and non-OMA functions and technologies”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B017
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: 2nd paragraph under the picture contains “Upon registration… (including Channel Metadata) for all DCD Channels it supports.” This is outdated – as per TS we are submitting most of CM at subscription and after but only a channel selection metadata subset as a part of AP.

Proposed Change: Replace “) for all …” with “for the content types that it supports)” 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B018
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.5.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “The Application Profile represents channel metadata for each channel supported by this application…” is not correct anymore – outdated.
Proposed Change: Replace “for each channel supported by” with “to facilitate channel offering for” 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B019
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.5.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “To facilitate bindings between the application and the content providers, the Application Profile may contain the address of the DCD Content Provider and / or…” is outdated. There’s no address of CP in the AP. 
Proposed Change: Remove part of the sentence “address of the DCD Content Provider and/or”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B020
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.5.1.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: End of first bullet: “… or and on-demand requests by …” is left from the times when subscription was out of scope for DCD.

Proposed Change: Replace this fragment with “or/and subscription requests by the DCD Enabled Client Application”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B021
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.5.1.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Second bullet “Maintanance” as the name of the phase doesn’T seem appropriate.

Proposed Change: Replace with “Operations”?
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B022
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.5.1.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Sentence “Channel metadata is also updated as needed via these interfaces…” is not correct (re TS)

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B023
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.5.1.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Sentence “The DCD Enabler reuses may support external …” seem to have “reuses” by mistake.
Proposed Change: Remove the word “reuses”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B024
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.5.1.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: In the bullet “Per-channel static preferences” the sub-bullet “Automatic suspension schedule…” is not covered in DCD 1.0

Proposed Change: Remove the sub-bullet
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B025
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.5.2.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “Reporting of security violations and statistics” – there’s no reporting of security violations (only statistics)  
Proposed Change: Update the bullet (and sub-bullet) to remove “security violations”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B026
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.5.2.1.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “Support for selection of DCD Channels and subscription for broadcast channels” doesn’T seem correct (re selection vs subscription) 

Proposed Change: Replace with “Support for subscription to DCD channels”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B027
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.5.4.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “Notification or direct delivery of service administration action” is not related to DCD-2 

Proposed Change: Remove the bullet 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B028
	2008 08 13
	T
	5.5.3.1
	Source: Amit Gil

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: The following sentence should be changed: "The DCD Enabler will define DCD-specific MIME media types for DCD-specific Push content, E.g. for

· DCD Service Administration

· DCD Content Update "

Proposed Change: Should be deleted or refined to DCD generic MIME type
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B029
	2008 08 13
	E
	5.5.4.2
	Source: Amit Gil

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: multi-point broadcast is not the right word 

Proposed Change: "The DCD-2 interface is supported as a point-to-point content push interface and point-to-multi-point broadcast interface"
" As DCD-2 interface is supported as a point-to-point content push interface and point-to-multi-point broadcast interface,"
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B030
	2008 08 13
	T
	5.5.4.3
	Source: Amit Gil

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: main function - "activation" is missing as part of the functionality over DCD-3.

Proposed Change: add bullet – "activation"
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B031
	2008

08.13
	E
	3.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Definitions should be aligned with other docs

Proposed Change: make consistency
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B032
	2008

08.13
	E
	3.3
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Abbreviations should be aligned with other docs

Proposed Change: make consistency
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B033
	2008

08.13
	E
	5.5.1.2
	Source: Samsung, LGE

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: the last sentence in the second last paragraph contains the address of the DCD Content Provider, but Application Profile doesn’T have it.

Proposed Change: add the address of DCD Content Provider to the Application Profile.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	B034
	2008

08.13
	E
	5.6.3
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: the size of the section title should be aligned.

Proposed Change: raise the size
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>


2.3 OMA-TS-DCD_Semantics-V1_0-20080716-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2008

08.05
	T
	8.2.2.1.2
8.2.2.1.3
	Source: Gemalto

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: The “Delivery Personalization Metadata” and “Delivery Preferences Metadata” sections include an entry called: “NetworkSelection” but, as already raised in a comment for the DCD MO TS, this is a misleading terminology.

Proposed Change: It is recommended to align the text with the proposal made for DCD MO (E.g. changing the terminology to “Delivery Network”).
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C002
	2008 08.05
	T
	8.3.1
	Source: Gemalto

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: The “Content Metadata” section includes a definition for: “NetworkSelection” but, as in previous comments, this is a misleading terminology.

Proposed Change: It is recommended to change the term to “Delivery Network” and perform the following minor changes to the definition:

” arbitrary criteria  to assign a network for content delivery (E.g. GPRS vs. UMTS vs. Wi-Fi) based on delivery cost, bandwidth, quality of service, etc. DCD Client and DCD Server apply these criteria for content item delivery over DCD-1 and DCD-2 interfaces. Content Provider specifies this attribute based on the XML schema published by Service Provider (not in scope for DCD)”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C003
	2008

08.12
	E
	4.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ‘The state of the channel is driven by the actions of external actors’ in first paragraph. Internal actor (DCD Client) can drive the state. E.g. roaming, DS initiated suspension. So, it is needed to insert the ‘and internal’ before ‘actors’.
Proposed Change: insert ‘internal actors and’ before ‘external actors’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C004
	2008

08.12
	T
	4.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: How does the DCD Enabler know the content channel is available or not except the channel deregistration in DS side and channel unsubscription in DC side? Is there any condition or interfaces?

Proposed Change:  Instead of ‘no longer available’, ‘the content channel is unregistered’ is more correct.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C005
	2008

08.12
	T
	4.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
Deactivate: The DCD Channel transition back to the Inactive state occurs upon deregistration of either the DCD Enabled Client Application or the DCD Content Provider. Deregistration is a result of one of the following events:

· the content channel is no longer available

· the application content preferences have changed

Even the application changed preference, it does not mean channel un-subscription and inactive.

Proposed Change: The second bullet should be removed.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C006
	2008

08.12
	T
	4.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: The ‘suspend’ process can be occurred after the subscription of channel, but active state covers subscribed channel and unsubscribed channel. 

And deactivate covers the application unsubscribed from the channel, which makes the channel state as ‘Inactive’, but that channel has the application ID and has the channel to re-subscribe. That is perfectly same condition with previous active state, but the state is not same.

Proposed Change: insert one more state ‘subscribed’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C007
	2008

08.12
	T
	4.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: In IOP test, let’s image two scenarios. Some channel is subscribed and some channel is not subscribed. When the device turns to be roaming, the DCD Client should send the client initiated suspend request based on the channel state information. It is needed to check state machine for the channel. 

And when the channel guide had set to the device and user had subscribed, all of channels in channel guide have the application id but certain channels are unsubscribed by the DCD Server, which means the channel deregistration. Based on that, the DCD Client shows the channel list which is filtered by ‘channel-removed’ and un-subscription by the DCD Server. It is also needed to check state machine for the channel.

But current state machine is informative. POC and LFC have the state machine and it is normative because it is needed to be tested in IOP.

Proposed Change: move state machine into normative
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C008
	2008

08.12
	E
	5.1

5.1.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: third paragraph 

” The DCD Server address may be preconfigured in the DCD Client, supplied by an application as a part of the Application Profile, or provided by other means (E.g. OMA DM)”
The ConnectionProfileUpdate message from the DCD Server can modify the DCD Server address.
Proposed Change: ‘the DCD Server’ should be inserted before “or other means”
Same with section 5.1.1, third paragraph
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C009
	2008

08.12
	T
	5.5.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: first paragraph

“~ channels (E.g. by location, presence, user / device profile, etc.). These options are expressed in Channel Metadata provided at subscription or supplied as a part of Application Profile during registration of the DCD Enabled Client Application”
That looks like that the location and presence personalization information can be modified by user through application.

In the early stage, the ‘deliver-per~’ had been the filter to the user. After increasing the functionality or scope of content type, it turned to the filter only for DCD Server side.
When the content provider set the delivery categories for one channel, it should support its categories to the user and then user can select some options among them. Based on the selected options, the DCD Server can filter the content and all of filter information are set in DC and DS. ‘delivery-per~’ is good method to understand in user side who has the other enabler(OMA LOC, OMA PRESENCE), DCD Enabler side and content provider side because its format is general to OMA Enabler and Service Domain.
The content type is sort of free type. It can be the description of free text format. Before the application registration, user can insert the preference using free text. The content provider side, the content type can be the free tag to pick up the certain content. The DCD Server should match the free text from the user and content provider. It is sort of natural language processing.
Proposed Change: 
‘delivery-per~’ and content-type should be opened to the user and ‘delivery~per~’ is predefined format and content-type is free text format.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C010
	2008

08.12
	T
	5.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: last paragraph, second sentence

’The device is able to update the negotiated version and capabilities dynamically i.E. by re-activation if its capabilities have changed.’
The capability is not parameter of ClientActivationRequest, which has only the version parameter.
In Activation section 7.1.3, the authentication and authorization is out of scope, but the capability negotiation has the UAProf definition only. 

How can the DCD Server know the device capability in activation step?
Proposed Change: 
We need to insert the description for the capability negotiation in activation step.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C011
	2008

08.12
	T
	5.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: last paragraph, last sentence
’The Session-ID however may not be dynamically altered during the lifetime of the session’ 

Which condition can modify the Session-ID? I think the Session-ID is never altered during the lifetime.
Proposed Change: 
change ‘may’ into ‘shall’ in the sentence,

Or insert the case of session id modification using E.g. format.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C012
	2008

08.12
	T
	5.5.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
‘E.g. subscription expiry time’. 
We have no information for the subscription expiry time in channel metadata. We have only content expiry time.

Proposed Change: 
Remove that example 
or
Insert the element into channel metadata
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C013
	2008

08.12
	E
	5.5.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
last sentence ‘(see section 0 for unsubscription flow)’.

Proposed Change: 
Change section 0 into section 6.1.3.4
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C014
	2008

08.12
	T
	5.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: line 7

’The delivery schedule may be requested by the DCD Enabled Client Application as a part of the Application Profile or established by the DCD Service Provider.’.
The DECA can not insert the its pull schedule because there is no element in  channel metadata from DECA and only  ‘Delivery Personalization Metadata from CP’ has the element ‘pull-schedule’ without ‘YES’ in channel guide.

Proposed Change: 
Insert ‘YES’ in channel guide of the element ‘pull-schedule’ in ‘Delivery Personalization Metadata from CP’
Or

Remove that description in section 5.6
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C015
	2008

08.12
	T
	5.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: line 8 ‘A single DCD Channel may combine multiple delivery modes.
For example, the RSS content could be delivered upon availability, but the content from the links embedded in the RSS document could be delivered upon application request following content consumption by the user.’
There is an example of content retrieval using the links embedded in the RSS, but that is out of scope, so the DCD Enabler can not recognize the multiple deliveries.
Had we defined the ‘delivery mode’ in TS or use it?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C016
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.1.1

6.1.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
In section 6.1.1

’Upon deactivation of the DCD Service triggered by deregistration of the last DCD Enabled Client Application, the DCD Client SHOULD remove any remaining registration information for registered DCD Enabled Client Applications.’
in section 6.1.2,
‘In case of successful deregistration response, the DCD Client SHOULD remove all registration information associated with the deregistered DCD Enabled Client Application.’

in section 6.1.2,
‘Upon deregistration of DCD Enabled Client Application, if its content storage was provided by the DCD Client, the DCD Client SHOULD remove all stored DCD Content for the deregistered application, except for content that is shared by other registered applications.’
The remove of the channel information is depending on the implementation policy
Proposed Change: 
SHOULD will be changed into MAY
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C017
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.1.3.2 6.2.4.2
7.1.3.9
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
DCD-3 SubscriptionNotification and 
DCD-3 SubscriptionNotificationResponse.
Every DCD-3 interface for the channel subscription process is started with channel except this.

Proposed Change: 
How about change into ChannelSubscriptionNotification and ChannelSubscriptionNotificationResponse to consist with other interfaces?
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C018
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.3.4

7.1.3.8.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 6th paragraph second sentence, ‘Client Application identified by the application-id parameter in the DCD-3 ChannelUnsubscriptionNotification message. The DCD Client SHALL remove any Channel Metadata related to the terminated subscription.’
After the unsubscription, the DCD Client should manage the channel guide for the unsubscribed channel to support the re-subscription for the user. The channel guide is consisted of channel metadata, so the DCD Client should remain the channel metadata for the channel guide.
In section 7.1.3.8.2 comment, ChannelUnsbuscriptionNotification can be used when the user wants to unsubscribe the channel by external method (E.g. on web site). After the un-subscription, user can re-subscribe that channel. So the channel metadata as channel guide should be remained.

Proposed Change: 
modify description in the section 6.1.3.4 and 7.1.3.8.2
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C019
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.1.5.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: third bullet

‘•DCD Clients SHOULD send a single ContentUpdateRequest message for update of multiple channels if the channels are due for update at the same time and the same DCD-1 connection profile settings are applicable for these channels’
Third bullet symbol should be removed because it is not the prohibited condition. That sentence is flow description.
Proposed Change: 
Remove the bullet symbol in front of that sentence.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C020
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5.2.
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
We had removed the parameter list without specific condition in section 6 because they are duplicated with section 7.

Proposed Change: 
remove the parameter list part in ContentUpdateRequest
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C021
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.1.5.2

8.2.2.2.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
in section 6.1.5.2 ‘pull-spread’ channel metadata is not in 8.2.2.2.3 Table 161, but the ‘pull-spread’ element name is among the list in 8.2.2 before the table 161.
‘pull-spread’ was removed or not?
Or.. Is it just missed in table 161?

Proposed Change: 
Insert ‘pull-spread’ element in table 161
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C022
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
Insert flows for the requesting content based on the expired content referring section 7.1.1.1, which is last sentence before Figure 14.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C023
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5.4

6.1.5.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
Emergency and default channel process was missed

Proposed Change: 
In 6.1.5.4

second sentence, insert ‘except emergency or default channel E.g. subscription-required channel metadata is true’ before ‘, and:’
in section 6.1.5.5 second sentence to last, insert ‘except emergency or default channel E.g. subscription-required channel metadata is true’ before ‘, and:’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C024
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.1.5.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
second sentence, remove ‘, including: ~’
Previously, we had removed some parameter description in section 6, if there is no special condition or process for that parameter.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C025
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 7th sentence
’If the delivery-priority content metadata attribute is set for a content item, the DCD Client SHALL expedite storage and content availability notification actions.’
The delivery-priority has four values. This sentence means the specific content for fast delivery. So, the ‘Low’ or ‘Medium’ is not needed to be expedited.

Proposed Change: 
Insert ‘ “High” or “Emergency” ’ after ‘is set’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C026
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 14th sentence
’If the content-expiration attribute specified in content metadata and the content item is expired according to this attribute, the DCD Client SHALL disregard this content item. If this content item has already been delivered to the device and stored in the DCD managed storage, the DCD Client SHALL remove it from the storage.’
When the content-block-id is set for the several contents, each expired time is same.

Proposed Change: 
Insert below at the end of the sentence.
‘If there is content-block-id content metadata for the expired content, the DCD Client SHALL try to find the content having same block-id and remove it from the storage.’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C027
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.1.7.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
respond to ContentNotification for this channel, with ContentUpdateRequests

Proposed Change: 
Change ContentNotification into ContentUpdateNotification
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C028
	2008

08.12
	T
	5.2.1

5.5

6.1.8.2

8.2.2.2.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: In section 5.2.1 second paragraph line 5 ApplicationRegistrationResponse,
in section 5.5 line 2 (E.g. for emergency or other default channels),
If the preferred channel has the subscription-required = false channel metadata, that is default? or emergency?
In section 8.2.2.2.1 table 159 subscription-required. What is default / emergency for auto subscribed channel?
We had used ‘emergency channel’ and ‘default channel’ but there is no information in channel metadata for them.
Proposed Change: 
Based on auto subscription, there is no need to have subscription process, which means the channel discovery information should have the personalization information from the Content Provider.
I’d like to suggest that change ‘subscribed-required’ into ‘auto-subscription’ having “no”, “default” or “emergency” values with enumeration type in table 159.
In section 6.1.8.2 second sentence to last, 

change ‘ subscription-required is “True” ’ into ‘auto-subscription is not “no” ’ following above modification.
This will affect CBS adaptation specification and xml schema.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C029
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.7.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: after second bullet to last,
it needs to insert below matching with above suspension based on roaming

Proposed Change: 
Insert below

‘• send the DCD-CADE ChanelResumeNotification message to all DCD Enabled Client Applications for which the channel was not previously suspended (i.E. which had not requested suspension and received local confirmation).’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C030
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.1.9
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: third paragraph, 
‘If the usage-tracking-report-address attribute is present’
There is no usage-tracking-report-address attribute in whole TS.

Proposed Change: 
Change into usage-report-server-address in section 7.1.3.6.1
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C031
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.9

6.1.10
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: last sentence

‘If the DCD Client cannot respond to the DCD Server with the UsageTrackingReport message when one of the above mentioned respond conditions are met, the DCD Client SHALL send an error message as defined in Section 13.’
Which error is sent to the DCD Server?
In section 13.5, RequestForUsageTrackingReport has the case ‘invalid parameter’, ‘invalid session id’ and ‘unregistered application’.

UsageTrackingReport has the case ‘invalid parameter’, ‘invalid session id’, ‘authentication error’ and ‘HTTP error’
Proposed Change: 
For this case, RequestForUsageTrackingReport should has the ‘not allowed’ error code.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C032
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.1.10
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: second paragraph
‘three conditions:’ 

Proposed Change: into ‘two conditions’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C033
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.11
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: second sentence,

’When the DCD Client receives purchase options in the DCD-3 ApplicationRegistrationResponse message, the DCD-3 ChannelDiscoveryInfo message or the DCD-3 SubscriptionNotification message,’

Proposed Change: 
insert ContentUpdateNotification message
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C034
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.11
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: third and fourth paragraph,

What is the action for the reject?
What reaction is correct for the CAR SubscriptionValidationResponse?

Proposed Change: 
CAR SubscriptionRequest can be covered by ErrorNotification. But there is no proper error code, so 
- insert one more code like ‘purchase option missed’.

or 
- use ‘invalid parameter’ with ‘Selected-Purchase-Option-id’. But the ‘Selected-Purchase-Option-id’ level is not parameter. That is sub element of the parameter ‘channel-metadata’.
CAR SubscriptionValidationResponse message is the end of transaction. After that message, the DCD Enabler considers the transaction is completed. But for the rejection of the validation, we need to insert one more message or interface.
We can insert the Error Code for that process like ‘purchase option missed’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C035
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.2.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: second sentence, at the end of the sentence

‘ensure that devices are pre-configured with a default DCD-3 connection profile.’

Proposed Change: 
Remove ‘default’ word. The DCD-3 connection profile can be pre-configured by AP, but it is not a default one.

Add ‘using Application Registration.’ At the end of that sentence.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C036
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: third paragraph, 

’If Application Profile contained Channel Profile information, the DCD Server SHALL provide Channel-Metadata for registered channels successfully matched to the Application Profile preferences.’

Proposed Change: 
Change ‘Channel Profile’ into ‘dcd-channel-selection-metadata’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C037
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: last sentence,

’Upon successful registration the DCD Server SHALL send DCD-3 ChannelDiscoveryInfo message, where appropriate (see Section 7.1.3.10).’
The Channel discovery information is not small size because it covers added, modified and removed channel metadata, so depending on the implementation policy, the DCD Client can decide the time to get the real channel guide information. For that process, the DCD Server just notifies the new Channel guide information.

Proposed Change: 
insert ‘or ChannelDiscoveryNotification’ before ‘message, where ~’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C038
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.4.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: third paragraph,

’Upon processing of DCD-3 ChannelUnsubscriptionRequest, the DCD Server SHALL send a DCD-3 ChannelUnsubscriptionResponse message (see Section 7.1.3.8) to the DCD Client. The DCD Server SHALL then terminate content delivery operations for this channel for the subscriber.’
Before the subscription response message, the DCD Server have to terminate content delivery.
Proposed Change: 
When the user or the DCD Client wants to unsubscribe the channel, they expect to stop the content delivery directly. Based on the current flow, the user or the DCD Client should get the content before the response message from the DCD Server. 

Even the un-subscription process is not success, the content delivery should be suspended for the checkup step.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C039
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: The ChannelRegistrationRequest message for the registered channel from the CP means the update channel metadata and it triggers channel metadata update process.

Proposed Change: 
The message from the CP should be described before the first paragraph.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C040
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.6.2

8.2.2.2.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: In section 6.2.6.2, the DCD Server request content update based on pull-schedule channel metadata, but in table 161 pull-schedule has the one DC in Used By DCD Entities.

Proposed Change: 
If the DCD Server wants to pull the content, DS also should be inserted in Used By DCD Entities in table 161.
Or

If that pull scenario is just for the device, the process should be removed without modification in table 161. Base on this option

- If the value is the interval from the first subscription, the each DC requests the content in different time.
- If the value is certain interval using basic time, the DS and DC request the content delivery to DS and CP at the same time like user pull request through DS to CP.
- If the value is the interval from the registration time, the DS requests the content delivery to CP slightly faster than DC. But it is almost same process with previous one.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C041
	2008

08.12
	T
	6

6.1.1, 6.1.5.3, 6.1.5.4, 6.1.5.5, 6.1.7.2, 6.1.11, 6.2.6.3, 6.2.12
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: in Section 6, some flows express the ‘reject’ the request. But it is not clear in the transaction process.
Is it an error?

Is it the disregard without error notification?
Proposed Change: 
6.1.1, 6.1.5.3(twice), 6.1.5.4, 6.1.5.5, 6.1.7.2, 6.1.11(twice), 6.2.6.3, 6.2.12
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C042
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.6.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: title (incl. aux-content-link)
When the DS gets the request from the DC, 

How could DS recognize the difference between the content address/content id and aux-content-link in the DC requests? They have same format as content address or content-id and there are no additional information to identify their characteristic.

After the request, the DS send the real payload with the content metadata. The content metadata has the mandatory element content-id.

When the content-id of the aux-content-link and real payload are arrived at the DC, the DC has to check the all of previous content to find the aux-content-link because there is no information in the channel metadata.

The DECA also has no information of aux-content-link in the related content. So, the user can’T request the payload of aux-content-link if there is no notification to DECA like current. When the payload or the notification of aux-content-link are passed to the DECA, it just recognizes a new content by not its request but push method without any relationship with previous content.
Proposed Change: 
We need to check the process of aux-content-link.
more information? 
Or
more notification process to DECA?
Or

remove the aux-content-link because there is no different to DC and DECA with content notification. If several contents are grouping with content-block-id, the DC and DECA knows it and several content can be delivered at the same time or successively.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C043
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.6.7
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: third paragraph,
if the DS splits the content, each message has to get the total message number and its sequence in content metadata.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C044
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.6.8
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: When does DS send the content notification to DC after the whole content payload and metadata are arrived at DS from CP? This condition should be described in content metadata. Based on that condition DS can decide the content metadata notification or real payload delivery to DC.

Proposed Change: 
It needs to insert ‘notification-first’ element in content metadata.
i. Description : indicates the DCD Server notifies using content metadata before the content delivery 

“0-False(*), 1-True”

ii. Data Type : Boolean

iii. Used by : DS

iv. Provided to DECA : NO
Insert the description at the end of first paragraph in section 6.2.6.8
‘E.g. the applicable network-selection is available and notification-first is “True”. ’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C045
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.6.9

6.1.5.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 6.2.6.9 at the end of sixth paragraph, 6.1.5.6 before sixth paragraph
If the content is already replaced with new content including replace-content-id when the DC requests it, the DS returns the new content with content metadata including replace-content-id as content-id. This reduces the flows between DS and DC and error notification to user.

Proposed Change: 
in 6.2.6.9 insert below sentence at the end of sixth paragraph
‘if DC request the content using replaces-content-id after replacement, the DS send the new content including replace-content-id to the DC.’

in Section 6.1.5.6
‘if the content-id is different with previous requested, the DC SHALL check the replace-content-id in content metadata. When the original content-id and replace-content-id is same, the DC SHALL return it to DECA. Otherwise, it returns error to DS.’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C046
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.2.6.9
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: at the end of seventh paragraph
in case of the expired content request from user, insert this below

Proposed Change: 
‘When the DC requests the expired content without replacement, the DS SHALL send error message to the DC.’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C047
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.6.9
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: third bullet

Is it needed to know the available storage of DC in DS side?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C048
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.7
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: the last of second paragraph

‘or content is already available on the DCD Server) 

If new content is not available for this channel, the DCD Server SHALL send ContentSubmitConfirmation message (see Section 7.1.1.2) to the DCD Client.’
All submitted content is saved and available in the DCD Server side. Based on that concept, the DCD Server should use ContentUpdateResponse not ContentSubmitConfirmation.
Which condition or case is that new content is not available?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C049
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.8.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: second paragraph and at the end of section
To match with the section 5 flow, after the response from CP the DS should send the response to DC. So the paragraph should be modified like below.

Proposed Change: 
‘If the Content Provider is handling charging for one or more affected channels, and therefore has to be notified of channel suspension, the DCD Server SHALL send the DCD-CPDE ChannelSuspendRequest message to each Content Provider for its affected channel(s), with the subscriber information.’

Into 

‘If the Content Provider is handling charging for one or more affected channels, and therefore has to be notified of channel suspension, the DCD Server SHALL send the DCD-CPDE ChannelSuspendRequest message to each Content Provider for its affected channel(s), with the subscriber information before sending DCD-3 ChannelSuspendResponse. 

Upon reception of the DCD-CPDE ChannelSuspendResponse message, the DCD Server SHALL send the DCD-3 ChannelSuspendResponse message to the DCD Client.’
‘If the Content Provider is handling charging for one or more affected channels, and therefore has to be notified of channel resumption, the DCD Server SHALL send the DCD-CPDE ChannelResumeRequest message to each Content Provider for its affected channel(s), with the subscriber information.’

Into 

‘If the Content Provider is handling charging for one or more affected channels, and therefore has to be notified of channel resumption, the DCD Server SHALL send the DCD-CPDE ChannelResumeRequest message to each Content Provider for its affected channel(s), with the subscriber information before sending DCD-3 ChannelResumeResponse.

Upon reception of the DCD-CPDE ChannelResumeResponse message, the DCD Server SHALL send the DCD-3 ChannelResumeResponse message to the DCD Client.’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C050
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.8.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: at the end of section
The DS gets the resume response message from CP. So, that flow should be described.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C051
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.9.2

6.2.9.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: The DCD-3 ChannelDiscoveryConfirmation message process should be described even it is optional.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C052
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.2.12
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: CPR ( DCD-CPR

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C053
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.13
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: alternative-delivery is in the repair response message. The response message is already using the alternative-delivery. Before the using, maybe the DC can notify the alternative-delivery for the interrupted content before to use available alternative bearer.

How about insert the parameter in repair request message?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C054
	2008

08.12
	E
	7.2.1.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: message name

should be SubscriptionConfirmation.
We decided to allow the only five cases

i. Req-Res (-Con)

ii. Noti-Res

iii. Noti-Con

iv. Noti-Req (-Con)

v. Noti

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C055
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: below the bullets.
When does the DS decide to send notification? And when does the DS decide to send content push including payload? 

Price information is part of content metadata. – I agree this case, but else? Is it unique condition? I had tried to consider the other candidates.
Proposed Change: 
on-demand-pull-allowed = true, 

the user wants to request based on the notification.
Just Service Server policy?
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C056
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: DC should issue the content request when the user wants based on on-demand-pull-allowed = true or whenever the notification without price option is arrived.

Proposed Change: 
Remove the last sentence before the Figure 18.

Or

‘Up to DC’ is ambiguous expression. DCD specification should specify the general condition as it can.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C057
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.3.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: Device-ID covers version of the DCD Client (last of the Device-ID description).

And Version also means current version of the DCD Enabler.
The DCD Client version is same with DCD Enabler. So two elements are duplicated in DCD Enabler version.
Proposed Change: In Device-ID, the version of the DCD Client should be removed because Version is mandatory.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C058
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.3.1.2

7.1.3.2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: Why are RequestForClientActivation and ClientDeactivationNotification messages optional? 
In Appendix A1, SCR for DCD Server, DCD-S-001 Client Activation and Deactivation is Mandatory.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C059
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.3.5.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: When the DCD Server wants to know specific information in the device, it should send the target to the DCD Client. But in ContextualInformationUpload Request has no parameter to request specifically, so the DCD Client must send all of contextual information in device even they are not target the DCD Server wants to know.
Proposed Change: Before ‘Report-policy’, the requested-contextual-information (comma separated list of contextual information: storage, roaming-status, available-bearers, preferred-bearers) should be inserted.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C060
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.3.5.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: How could the DCD Server remove the policy?
This interface just defines setting of policy.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C061
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.3.6.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: 
The DCD Client send the usage tracking report to Usage-report-server-address through the DCD-3 interface, which means the sub folder in the DCD Server? If not, this message can not use the DCD-3 interface.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C062
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.3.7
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ChannelSubscriptionRequest is used when DECA wants to modify its personalization information. And the channel-metadata element SHALL be present for that usage. That description is missed.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C063
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.3.7
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: element Subscription-ID
’Present if issued by the Content Provider upon subscription established outside the DCD enabler.’
‘Outside the DCD enabler’ looks the external subscription. But we had decided that the external is only from subscription notification. That is mismatched with the definition.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C064
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.3.10.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ‘(E.g. on schedule, upon …)’
Where is the schedule information for channel discovery pull?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C065
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.3.12.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: element Alternate-Delivery in table 72
The ContentRepairResponse is already using the alternative bearer, which means the DCD Client side knows it because it received the message and parsed.
The description of Alternate-Delivery is ‘Name of alternate bearer supported/suggested by DCD Client’. If the suggested bearer information is received by ContentRepairRequest message, it helps the DCD Server side.
Proposed Change: How about inserting Alternate-Delivery element into the ContentRepairRequest message?
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C066
	2008

08.12
	E
	7.1.3.12.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: There is no Message-ID in Table 72.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C067
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.2.1.x

7.1.3.8.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: If the user can make the subscription on the web site, the un-subscription process can be done on the web. This is different from the UnsubscriptionNotification from the DCD Server.

First is that DCD Server decides to unsubscribe the channel because of charging dispute (in section 6.2.4.5, 5th paragraph). This prohibits user from re-subscription.
Second is the notification from the content provider side, which is initiated by user on the web. This does not prohibit user from re-subscription.

Proposed Change: 
Based on that concept, 

Insert DCD-CPR UnsubscriptionNotification,

Insert the element for DCD-3 UnsubscriptionNotification 
‘unbinding’, Boolean type, 

true = prohibit re-subscription, 
false = keep binding (re-subscription is available for the user)
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C068
	2008

08.12
	E
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: Delivery-Endpoint-Info
There is matching-applications in Channel-Metadata. So remove ‘, application identifier’ in Description.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C069
	2008

08.12
	E
	7.2.1.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: Subscription-ID
How about changing the name based on the usage? E.g. Group-ID
Subscription-ID looks like the ID for the subscription not for the grouping of the user.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C070
	2008

08.12
	E
	7.2.1.6.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: Channel-ID into Channel-IDs, which are ‘Comma separated list…’

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C071
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: When the DCD Server uses ContentUpdateRequest to submit the content, it needs to have Subscriber-Info. Based on the subscriber-info element, the Content Provider can recognize who wants to upload the content.
Proposed Change: 
Two options
Insert Subscriber-Info element into ContentUpdateRequest
Or

Insert Subscriber-Info element into Content Metadata
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C072
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.3.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ‘ 1. All transactions over DCD-CAR interface are initiated by the DCD Enabled Client Application.’ is broken by 7.3.1.6, 7, 8.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C073
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.3.1.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: DCD-CADE UnsubscriptionNotification is arrived when the DCD Server decides to unsubscribe the channel because of charging dispute not only channel deregistration.

Proposed Change: 
Insert that description at the end of first sentence.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C074
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.3.1.7
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ‘The DCD Enabled Client Application may send SubscriptionValidationResponse to the DCD Client without prior SubscriptionValidationRequest message (E.g. following subscription via browser).’ 

We had decided the external subscription is limited only when the DCD Server requests. Based on that concept, that flow never occurs in DCD 1.0.

Proposed Change: 
So, that sentence will be removed and the Subscription-ID element should be removed based on its usage, ‘This parameter is present if this response message sent without prior request message from the DCD Client and if the subscription ID was issued during external subscription.’ in Description.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C075
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.3.1.7

7.1.3.9
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: Subscripion-ID is arrived at the DCD Client side and it is passed to the Application again. 
What is usage for the application side? 
Can it be translated in application side? 
It is just filter in DCD Server side not DCD Client or Application. And the Content Provider manages it.

Proposed Change: Based on the external subscription, the Subscription-ID element should be removed in two sections.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C076
	2008

08.12
	T
	7.1.3.10.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: Application-ID element.

After the channel is saved, the related application is deregistered or unavailable in device. At that time, the DCD Server can not notify the channel-removed because the Application-ID is already removed in Device.
Proposed Change: 
First option is auto remove in DC. But it breaks the synchronization with the DS.
Second option is that let Application-ID as conditional. If Application-ID is not present or empty, the new/updated channel is applicable all of the application (E.g. emergency channel) and the removed channel can be sent to the DC without related application.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C077
	2008

08.12
	E
	7.3.2.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: Figure 72, change into solid line
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C078
	2008

08.12
	T
	8.1.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ‘DCD-3 connection profile name: a pre-configured DCD-3 connection profile to use for the DCD-3 interface. DCD Clients that are configured with a set of default DCD-3 connection profiles’
The default connection profile can be set by DM Enabler and MO covers just one default connection profile. So, the express ‘a set of default DCD-3 connection profiles’ is mismatched.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C079
	2008

08.12
	T
	8.1.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: dcd-3-connection-profile-name and dcd-3-connection-profile are mutual exclusive in table. The default is covered by DM. 

What is the dcd-3-connection-profile without dcd-3-connection-profile-name?

DCD-3 ConnectionProfileUpdate does not have application-id.

If there is no ~-profile-name, ~-profile can not be modified by the DCD Server.
Proposed Change: every ~-profile should have its name.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C080
	2008

08.12
	T
	8.2.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ‘DCD-provided storage’
There is no ‘DCD-provided-storage’ in channel metadata table. There is just ‘dcd-provided-storage-size’, and it can be set when ‘DCD-provided storage’ is used.

Proposed Change: Insert it into table
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C081
	2008

08.12
	T
	8.2.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ‘DCD-1 connection profile-name’
‘DCD Clients that are configured with a set of DCD-1 connection profiles can allow DCD-Enabled Client Applications to select the connection profile to use via this attribute.’

in table 161, ‘Include In Channel Guide’ is No. 
How could DECA select it?
Proposed Change: 
It should be ‘Yes’ for ‘Include In Channel Guide’
Or 
that description should be modified
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C082
	2008

08.12
	E
	8.2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: general-channel-metadata 

should have ‘subscription-required-A’ at the end of last bullet. This is related with my previous comment (renaming into ‘auto-subscription’) 

Proposed Change: 
general-channel-metadata – E1

· mime-types – A
· content-types – A
· subscription-required – A
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C083
	2008

08.12
	T
	8.2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: in section 8.2.2 and in table 162,
· pull-publication-address – A

· push-publication-address – A
· publication-schedule – E2
in section 8.2.2 has push-publication-address, but there is not in table 162.

It is needed or not?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C084
	2008

08.12
	T
	8.2.2.1.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: table 158

dcd-interface: if the device insert DCD-1 and DCD-2, or all of four options, what method is selected by the DCD Server? Depending on environment?

Proposed Change: 
Similar with network-selection, the element should be ordered by preference.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C085
	2008

08.12
	T
	8.2.2.2.1

7.2.1.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment:  table 159

When CP requests channel registration, there is no channel id. But in table 159, the cardinality of channel id is ‘1’.

Proposed Change: 
How about inserting the description in table 88 ChannelRegistrationRequest?
Or 
Change the cardinality into ‘0..1’ in table 159.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C086
	2008

08.12
	T
	8.2.2.2.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: table 159

‘matching-application’: Used by Entities = DS

If DC manages several applications, ‘matching-application’ should be visible to DC.
Proposed Change: 
Used by Entities = DS, DC
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C087
	2008

08.12
	E
	8.3.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: third paragraph
‘(E.g. the Channel Address or Channel ID)’

in section 15.2.6.2 table 184, “Channel-Address” 
It was replaced with “push-publication-address” in history.
Proposed Change: 
Change into “push-publication-address”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C088
	2008

08.12
	E
	8.3.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: content delivery notification

Proposed Change: 
The value should be “True” or “False” instead of “required” or “confirmed”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C089
	2008

08.12
	E
	8.2.2.2.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: table 161 

delivery-preferences-metadata, channel-id : ‘Include In Channel Guide’ = No
There are two metadata (suspend-allowed, on-demand-pull-allowed) including “Yes” in ‘Include In Channel Guide’.

Proposed Change: 
So the parent delivery-preferences-metadata should be “Yes” and mandatory field channel-id also should be “Yes”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C090
	2008

08.12
	E
	8.3.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: table 163

missing the value in ‘Used by’ for content-type and content-name

Proposed Change:  DS, DC
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C091
	2008

08.12
	E
	8.3.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: table 163

content-block-id : ‘Cardinality’ = “1”, ‘Used By’ = “DS”

Other item has cardinality as “0..1” except content-block-id.

In previous discussion (to cover multiple item rendering scenario), content-block-id was set “YES” in ‘Provided to DECA’. Based on that, ‘Used by’ also should be set “DS, DC” to pass to the DECA in DC side like the other elements having “YES”.
Proposed Change: Change into “0..1”, “DS, DC”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C092
	2008

08.12
	E
	9.1

9.2

9.3

Appendix
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: figure 73, figure 74, figure 75

DS and DC share some content metadata (E.g. content-delivery-notification, delivery-priority). And DS, DC and DECA share some metadata (E.g. content-id, contente-name).

In Figure 73, there is <common-cnt-metadata> inside of the <dc-cnt-metadata>. It can not be shared with DECA because <dc-cnt-metadata> tag is in cope of DC not DECA.
Proposed Change: 
Insert <dsdc-cnt-metadata>, <common-cnt-metadata> tags between <ds-cnt-metadata> and <dc-cnt-metadata> for DS and DC.
In DCD Server, it removes <ds-cnt-metadata> tag, remains <dsdc-cnt-metadata> and <common-cnt-metadata> tags for DC and DECA, and passes package to DC.
In DCD Client, it removes <dc-cnt-metadata> and <dsdc-cnt-metadata> tags and remains <common-cnt-metadata> for DECA.
And it will be better to describe which content metadata should be inserted which tag.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C093
	2008

08.12
	T
	9.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ‘In the event that the DCD Content Provider does not embed DCD Content Metadata in the RSS-formatted DCD Content, the DCD Server SHALL use default values for Content Metadata and embed the client-related part of the Content Metadata when it forwards the DCD Content to the DCD Client.’

What are default values in DCD Server side?
DS should parse the RSS and ATOM tag and extract the value which can be matched with content metadata (E.g. content-address from <link> tag, content-updated from <updated> tag. After DS makes the content metadata using values from tags, DC can recognize some information in RSS feed to check the content delivery process and storage management even DC can not understand ATOM or RSS feed.
The matching step can be left in next version, but the description should be inserted for the DC not including ATOM/RSS parser.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C094
	2008

08.12
	T
	10.1.1

13.1.1

13.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ‘If DCD Server authentication is not recognized or otherwise not accepted by a DCD Client (E.g. the server certificate has expired or cannot be validated), the DCD Client SHALL provide an “authentication error” response to the DCD Server. Further DCD Server behavior in this case is unspecified. Upon an “authentication error” response during session establishment, DCD Clients SHALL provide an appropriate error response to affected DCD-Enabled Client Applications. Further DCD Client behavior in this case (E.g. session establishment retry) is unspecified.’
In activation process, both DS and DC can send “authentication error”.

But in section 13.1.1 ‘Detected by’ has only DS in table 171.

And, in section 13.5, only DCD-3 ClientActivationRequest has the “*” for “authentication error”.
Proposed Change: Insert new row with two column using same Description.
‘DC’ in Detected by, 
‘DC: fail (“client”, “authentication error”) 
 DC: provide an appropriate error response to affected DECA 
 DS: unspecified’ in Response
Insert “*” for “authentication error” into DCD-3 ClientActivationResponse.
OR

remove that DC detected case in section 10.1.1
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C095
	2008

08.12
	E
	13.2.2.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: Table 179

The description of “Errored-Parameter”
‘Text name of the message element or attribute that was found to be in error. SHALL be present for error code “invalid parameter”.’
Referring table 177, “delivery interrupted” can be occurred in submission process and “invalid content” can be occurred in content delivery process.

Proposed Change: 
Insert ‘, “delivery interrupted”, “Invalid content”’ at the end of description.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C096
	2008

08.12
	T
	10

6.1.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: Subscriber-Info

In activation process, the DCD Client set the use authentication.

If there is no authentication step, how does the DCD Client know the subscriber-info? Using DM or provisioning? 

Even though DCD spec does not define the subscriber-info, it is needed to be defined when it is set.
The DCD Client can manage several applications. Does each application (related with different content provider) have same Subscriber-Info or not?

Proposed Change: 
Insert the description for a point of setting time.

Define it is shared with several applications or not. 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C097
	2008.08.12
	E
	4

5

6.2.4.1

6.2.4.2

7.3.1.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: There are parts of the TS that refer to “Chapter” instead of the more prevalent term throughout the document, “Section”.

Proposed Change: Change “Chapter(s)” to “Section(s)”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C098
	2008.08.12
	E
	4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Incorrect section reference. References Section 0.

Proposed Change: Change 0 to 10 and add reference.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C099
	2008.08.12
	E
	4.2

4.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: 

“The Activate transition may also include the subscription to the DCD Channel.”…”The DCD Channel transition from the Suspended to Active state occurs when the DCD Enabled Client Application, the DCD Service Provider, or the DCD Content Provider issues a request to resume channel delivery.” States in these two sentences are not italicized as in the remainder of the document. …”. When the DCD Channel is in the Active state, the DCD Content Provider may deliver content to the DCD Enabled Client Application.”

Proposed Change: Italicize “Activate”, “Active” and “Suspended” to indicate states.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C100
	2008.08.12
	E
	4.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “… the DCD Content Provider requests the DCD enabler to suspend content delivery. “ - Awkward sentence structure.

Proposed Change: Rephrase to “… the DCD Content Provider requests that the DCD enabler suspend content delivery.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C101
	2008.08.12
	E
	4.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “The suspension request is explicit using DCD-CADE or implicit suspension through channel metadata (E.g. suspend when roaming).” – Awkward sentence structure

Proposed Change: Rephrase to: “The suspension request is either explicit (i.E using DCD-CADE interface) or implicit (i.E. using channel metadata settings such as, suspend delivery when roaming).”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C102
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “… result of last DCD Enabled Client Application deregistration or …” – awkward sentence structure

Proposed Change: Rephrase to: “…result of deregistration of the last DCD Enabled Client Application or…”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C103
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “…which contains a Channel Metadata for all channels supported by the application…” – extra word

Proposed Change: Remove “a” to yield “…which contains Channel Metadata for all channels supported by the application”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C104
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Figure 7, DCD-3 message names do not match updated names in Section 7

Proposed Change: Change ‘Notification’ to ‘Request’ and ‘Confirmation’ to ‘Response’ for DCD-3 messages; see Figure 29 in Section 7.1.3.8
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C105
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says: “While establishing a session, the DCD Client and DCD Server authenticate themselves via the DCD-3 interface (see Section 10.1), and comply with the connection security requirements for DCD-3 operations per the policy of the Service Provider (see Section 10.1.2).” The section that details connection security is 10.2 not 10.1.2.

Proposed Change: Change Section 10.1.2 reference to Section 10.2.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C106
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.4.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “As applicable, Broadcast Service IDs are provided to DCD Clients at Activation, as part of the Application Profile during application Registration or as a preset value using DCD MO or any other proprietary method.” - “Application Registration” should be capitalized when referring to the DCD process. 

Proposed Change: Capitalize “Application”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C107
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.5.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: “The subscription transactions shown on Fig.8 involve subscription personalization, as personalization information may be submitted as a part of Channel Metadata provided at subscription.” – Figure 8 is missing hyperlink. “on” is used incorrectly.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink to Figure 8 and reword to “The subscription transactions shown in Fig…”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C108
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.5.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says: “…(see Section 0 for unsubscription flows).” The section reference is incorrect. Also, the text refers to the “unsubscription flows” instead of the “subscription flows”. 

Proposed Change: Change “Section 0” to “Section 5.5” and “unsubscription flows” to “subscription flows”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C109
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.6
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says: “The delivery schedule may be requested by the DCD Enabled Client Application as a part of the Application Profile…” The delivery schedule is not requested by the DECA as per metadata. Currently, it is only established by the DCD SP.

Proposed Change: Change the sentence to reflect the comments above.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C110
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.6.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘ContentDeliveryConfirmation’ looks as if it’s mandatory regardless of the outcome of the ‘check if confirmation required’ in Figure 11. 

Proposed Change: Change ‘ContentDeliveryConfirmation’ to a conditional message.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C111
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.8.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says:”The DCD Enabled Client Application request to suspend a channel may not result in DCD Client sending the suspension request …” Missing “the” before “DCD Client”.  

Proposed Change: Add “the” before “DCD Client”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C112
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.8.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says: “when the suspension conditions in the Channel Metadata is no longer satisfied…” Incorrect subject-verb agreement.

Proposed Change: Change “is” to “are” after “Channel Metadata”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C113
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.9
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: First two rows of table should match formatting style of remaining rows. 

Proposed Change: Capitalize “activation” and “deactivation” in their respective rows.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C114
	2008.08.12
	E
	5.9
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Reference to “DECA” in “DECA Registration“ should be changed to “Application” as changed for “DECA Deregistration”.  

Proposed Change: Change “DECA” to “Application” in 3rd row.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C115
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  “the” missing before “DCD Client” in some parts of section 6.1.1.

Proposed Change: Add “the” before “DCD Client” in the following sentences:
“When the pull DCD-3 interface is unavailable because the uplink is unavailable, DCD Client SHOULD continue to support the DCD-3…”

“When the DCD-1interface is unavailable because the uplink is unavailable, DCD Client SHOULD continue to support reception of content via the DCD-2…”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C116
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.2

6.2.2

7.1.3.3.1
7.3.2.1.1

7.3.2.5.1

11

13.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The formatting of the word “Section when referencing a specific section of the TS is inconsistent throughout the document.

Proposed Change: Capitalize the “S” in all instances of “Section” that refer to a section in the TS.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C117
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “If the DCD Server responded with an indication of a temporary failure condition showing that DCD Server is unavailable…” – missing “the” between “that” and “DCD Server”

Proposed Change:  Add “the” between “that” and “DCD Server”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C118
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says: “…the DCD Client SHALL respond with an ApplicationDeregistrationConfirmation message indicating successful deregistration. …the DCD Client receives the DCD Server response in the ApplicationDeregistrationResponse message…“…if application deregistration response was unsuccessful. In case of successful deregistration response…” – message names need to be updated to reflect latest changes in Section 7

Proposed Change: Change ‘ApplicationDeregistrationConfirmation’ to ‘ApplicationDeregistrationResponse’ and change ‘ApplicationDeregistrationResponse’ to ‘ApplicationDeregistrationConfirmation’ and change ’deregistration response’ to ‘deregistration confirmation’’ in the sentences above.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C119
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says: “…deregister the application with ApplicationDeregistrationNotification message at the later time…” – awkward sentence structure

Proposed Change: Change “the” to “a” before “later time”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C120
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “If DCD Client detects that the DCD Enabled Client Application…” – missing word

Proposed Change:  Add ‘the’ before ‘DCD Client’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C121
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.3.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…the DCD-CAR ChannelUnsubscriptionRequest if the transaction was initiated by a DCD Enabled Client Application…the DCD Client SHALL send a DCD-CAR ChannelUnsubscriptionNotification (see Section 7.3.1.6) to the DCD Enabled Client Application” – message names need to be aligned with recent changes to Section 7

Proposed Change:  Remove ‘Channel’ from ‘ChannelUnsubscriptionRequest’ and from ‘ChannelUnsubscriptionNotification’ from the sentences above.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C122
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…as sent by the DCD Server to inform about the changes of a previous received Channel Metadata.” – awkward sentence

Proposed Change:  Change ‘of a previous’ to ‘to previously’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C123
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “Upon receiving a ChanneMetadataUpdate message, as described in Section 7.1.3.13 Channel Metadata Update… sending a ChannelMetadataUpdate message according to Section 0 Channel Metadata Update… send a ChannelMetadatalUpdateConfirmation message according to Section 7.1.3.13 Channel Metadata Update to the DCD Server.” – section references formatting are inconsistent with remainder of document.

Proposed Change:  For consistency, remove section title ‘Channel Metadata Update’ after each section reference.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C124
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…the DCD Client SHALL compare the received Channel Metadata Update message…” – inconsistent message name format
Proposed Change:  Change message names to consistent format (without spaces). (i.E. ‘Channel Metadata Update’ ( ‘ChannelMetadataUpdate’)
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C125
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.5.6
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “If the content-expiration attribute specified in content metadata…” – missing word

Proposed Change:  Add ‘is’ before ‘specified.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C126
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.7.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “respond to ContentNotification for this channel, with ContentUpdateRequests” – align message name with recent changes to Section 7

Proposed Change:  Change ‘ContentNotification’ to ‘ContentUpdateNotification’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C127
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.7.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “DCD Enabled Client Application can initiate channel suspension…” – missing word
Proposed Change:  Add ‘A’ before ‘DCD Enabled’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C128
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.8.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…the runtime environment is not capable of sending message to the DCD Enabled Client Application…” – missing word

Proposed Change:  Add ‘a’ after ‘sending’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C129
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “When received the ApplicationRegistrationRequest message from the DCD Client (see Section 7.1.3.3), the DCD Server SHALL process the Application-Profile…” – awkward sentence

Proposed Change:  Reword to ‘When the DCD Server receives the ApplicationRegistrationRequest message from the DCD Client (see Section 7.1.3.3), it SHALL process the Application-Profile…”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C130
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “If Application Profile contained Channel Profile information…” – missing word

Proposed Change:  Add ‘the’ after ‘If’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C131
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…the Application-Profile parameter matching already registered application, the DCD Server SHALL process this message as an Application Profile update and to respond with the ApplicationRegistrationResponse message, as specified above.” – sentence needs to be cleaned up

Proposed Change:  Add ‘an’ before ‘already registered’ and remove ‘to’ before ‘respond with’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C132
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…the DCD Server SHALL respond with the ApplicationDeregistrationResponse message. If the application can be deregistered immediately the DCD Server SHALL return the ApplicationDeregistrationResponse message.” – align message name with recent changes to Section 7
Proposed Change:  Change ‘ApplicationDeregistrationResponse’ to ‘ApplicationDeregistrationConfirmation’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C133
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…for a DCD Enabled Client Application not registered with the DCD enabler SHALL result in DCD Client sending an error message to the DCD Server.” – missing word
Proposed Change:  Add ‘the’ before ‘DCD Client’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C134
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.4.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…send a DCD-3 ChannelSubscriptionResponse (see Section 7.1.3.7) to the DCD Client over the DCD-3 interface.” – redundancy; DCD-3 messages travel over the DCD-3 interface only

Proposed Change:  Remove ‘over the DCD-3 interface’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C135
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.4.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “If DCD-3 ChannelSubscriptionRequest message contained a reference to an unregistered channel, the DCD Server SHOULD issue DCD-CPR RequestForChannelRegistration (see Section 7.2.1.5) to the appropriate DCD Content Provider.” – cleanup sentence

Proposed Change:  Add ‘the’ before ‘DCD-3 ChannelSubscriptionRequest’ and add ‘message’ before ‘to the appropriate’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C136
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.4.5
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…from the DCD-3 ChannelSubscriptionRequest.” – incorrect message name
Proposed Change:  Change ‘ChannelSubscriptionRequest’ to ‘ChannelUnsubscriptionRequest’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C137
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.5
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…message that is sent to inform the DCD Client about the changes of the existing Channel Metadata.” – awkward sentence structure

Proposed Change: Change ‘of’ to ‘to’ after ‘about the changes’. 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C138
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.6.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “DCD Servers SHALL send a ContentUpdateResponse for update of all channels requested…” – interface should be specified to distinguish between messages

Proposed Change:  Add ‘DCD-1’ before ‘ContentUpdateResponse’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C139
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.6.8
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “DCD Servers SHALL send the DCD-2 ContentUpdateNotification message when push-based content delivery to one or multiple users is required, and content metadata only is to be provided, if possible, E.g. the applicable network-selection is available.” – meaning of the sentence is unclear

Proposed Change:  Need to rephrase.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C140
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.8.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…send DCD-2 ContentUpdatePush message or ContentNotification message to the DCD Client via point-to-point Push bearers.”  - align message name with recent changes to Section 7
Proposed Change:  Change ‘ContentNotification’ to ‘ContentUpdateNotification’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C141
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.10

6.2.11
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “. Refer to [6.1.9] for details…” – inconsistent section reference

Proposed Change:  Add ‘Section’ before and remove ‘[]’ around section number. Change specified sections.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C142
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.6.11
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “The DCD Server SHALL incorporate Contextual Information Data in the delivery of DCD Content.” – unclear sentence
Proposed Change:  Rephrase to: “The DCD Server SHALL utilize Contextual Information Data when delivering the DCD Content.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C143
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.12
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “If the DCD Server does not define one purchase option in the channel metadata…” – awkward wording

Proposed Change: Change ‘one purchase option’ to ‘any purchase options’. 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C144
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.12
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “If the DCD Server receives a ChannelSubscriptionRequest message or a SubscriptionNotificationResponse…” – interface needed to distinguish between messages

Proposed Change:  Add ‘CPR-‘ before each message name in the above sentence.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C145
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.13
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “The DCD Server MAY include Alternative-Delivery…” – incorrect element name
Proposed Change:  Change ‘Alternative’ to ‘Alternate’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C146
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “The transaction allows DCD Client to request content…” – missing word
Proposed Change:  Add ‘the’ before ‘DCD Client’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C147
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.1.1

7.1.1.2

7.1.2.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “ContentDeliveryConfirmation from the DCD Client to the DCD Server”  - missing explanation that ContentDeliveryConfirmation message is only sent if requested by the Server (see example in Section 7.1.2.1.1)
Proposed Change:  Add explanation of conditionality to the specified sections.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C148
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “If there is a DCD Content returned in response to content submission…” – extra word
Proposed Change:  Remove ‘a’ before ‘DCD Content’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C149
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.1.2

7.1.2.1

7.1.2.2

7.1.3.10.4

7.1.3.12

7.2.1.5.1

7.3.1.6

7.3.1.7

7.3.2.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “ContentUpdateResponse (see 7.1.1.1) from the DCD Server to the DCD Client” – missing ‘Section’ in section reference

Proposed Change: Add ‘Section’ before section number. Apply change to all specified sections. 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C150
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “. The need for confirmation is specified in Content Metadata or Channel Metadata. The confirmation is also conditional upon…” – redundant statement; expressed under conditions
Proposed Change:  Remove sentence: ‘The need for confirmation is specified in Content Metadata or Channel Metadata.’ Remove ‘also’ before ‘conditional upon’ in second sentence above.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C151
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “In latter case, in order to renew the DCD service…” – missing word

Proposed Change:  Add ‘the’ before ‘latter’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C152
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.2.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  For ‘session-id’ message element, the text says: “The Session-ID SHALL be present for messages sent over point-to-point bearers.” – This statement is already in section 6.

Proposed Change:  Suggested to change here (to express conditionality) to: “This attribute is present for messages sent over point-to-point bearers.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C153
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.2.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  For ‘broadcast-service-id’ message element, the text says: “Broadcast Service IDs SHALL be globally unique, and start with a registered Internet domain name.” – use of SHALL

Proposed Change:  Change ‘SHALL’ to ‘is’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C154
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.5.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  For ‘storage-report’ message element, the text says: “If storage reservation is not implemented, set to an empty list.” – cleaner implementation if element is omitted if storage reservation is not implemented.

Proposed Change:  Omit ‘storage-report’ message element if storage reservation is not implement.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C155
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.10
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The text says:  “Channel Discovery transactions used to communicate channel availability…” – missing word
Proposed Change:  Add ‘are’ before ‘used’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C156
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.11.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…to request the DCD Server to resume content delivery over one or all suspended DCD Channels.” – extra word
Proposed Change:  Remove ‘to’ before ‘resume’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C157
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.11.2

7.1.3.11.4

7.1.3.11.6

7.1.3.11.8

7.2.2.1.2

7.2.2.1.4

7.2.2.1.6

7.2.2.1.8

7.3.2.4.2

7.3.2.4.4

7.3.2.4.6

7.3.2.4.8
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  For ‘channel-ids’ message element, the text says: “If empty, all non-emergency channels are affected by this transaction.” – not consistent with other scenarios where “all” is affected

Proposed Change:  Change to “If value is “*”, all…”. For DCD-3 messages, while this is more overhead it is better to ensure consistency throughout.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C158
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.14

7.1.3.14.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Extra period in section numbering.

Proposed Change:  Remove period at the end of section number.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C159
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.14.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  For ‘dcd-3-connection-profile-name’ message element, the text says: “If empty, the message applies to the default dcd-3-connection-profile.” – better consistency if element is optional
Proposed Change:  Change ‘dcd-3-connection-profile-name’ to optional implementation. Change text to “If omitted, the message…”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C160
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.2.1.7.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  For ‘channel-ids’ message element, the text says: “If not present all channels are targeted.” – not consistent with other “all” cases

Proposed Change:  Change text to “If value is ‘*’, all channels are targeted.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C161
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.2.2.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…request the DCD Content Provider to suspend content delivery…” – extra word
Proposed Change:  Remove ‘to’ before ‘suspend’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C162
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.2.2.1.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…request the DCD Content Provider to resume content delivery …” – extra word
Proposed Change:  Remove ‘to’ before ‘resume’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C163
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…other factors that are out of control for DCD.” – awkward wording

Proposed Change:  Reword to: “…other factors that are not controlled by the DCD Enabler.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C164
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…while these interfaces are associated with Section 6 functional requirements addressed in the DCD Client SCR table….” – unclear

Proposed Change:  Reword to: “…while these interface functions are listed in the DCD Client SCR table and associated with Section 6 functional requirements…”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C165
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…allows DCD-Enabled Client Application to submit its Application Profile…” – missing word

Proposed Change:  Add ‘the’ before ‘DCD-Enabled’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C166
	2008.08.12
	E
	7
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  In some ‘direction’ columns of message elements tables, the arrow changes while the DCD components remain in the same order, while in others the components change order.

Proposed Change:  Agree on one consistent format and change all affected sections.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C167
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.1.7
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “The transaction is triggered by the DCD Client when received Channel Subscription Notification …” – align with recent changes to section 7

Proposed Change:  Remove ‘Channel’ from ‘Channel Subscription Notification’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C168
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.1.8
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The section and figure titles are: “Channel Metadata Update Notification” but the message name is “Channel Metadata Update” – inconsistent naming
Proposed Change:  Rename section and figure labels to match message name; remove ‘Notification’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C169
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.2.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The data type for ‘Channel-guide’ is ‘List’ – it is ambiguous as to the type of list

Proposed Change:  Clarify the type of list; change data type to ‘List of Data Structures’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C170
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.2.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “DCD Enabled Client Applications can send ContentSubmitRequest to the DCD Client for arbitrary application-specific purposes, which are transparent to the DCD enabler.” – missing words

Proposed Change:  Reword to: “DCD Enabled Client Applications can send a ContentSubmitRequest message to the DCD Client for arbitrary application-specific purposes, which are transparent to the DCD enabler.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C171
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.2.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “If there is a DCD Content returned in response to content submission…” – extra word
Proposed Change:  Remove ‘a’ before ‘DCD Content’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C172
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.2.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “If there is no DCD content returned in response to content submission…” – ‘content’ refers to the ‘DCD Content’ message and should be capitalized
Proposed Change:  Capitalize ‘content’ after ‘DCD’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C173
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.2.5
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “ChannelDiscoveryInfo message (see Figure 72: Channel Discovery Info message) sent from the DCD Client…“– missing words
Proposed Change:  Reword to: “The ChannelDiscoveryInfo message (see Figure 72: Channel Discovery Info message) is sent from the DCD Client…”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C174
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.2.5
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “The ChannelDiscoveryInfo message (see Figure 72: Channel Discovery Info message) is used by the DCD Client to notify the DCD Enabled Client Application about the changes in channel offering. This message is triggered by the DCD Client receiving the ChannelDiscoveryInfo message (see Section 7.1.3.10.1) from the DCD Server. 

ChannelDiscoveryInfo message (see Figure 72: Channel Discovery Info message) sent from the DCD Client to the DCD Enabled Client Application to communicate availability of new channels and removal of or updates to the existing channels. ChannelDiscoveryInfo message is triggered by a channel discovery push transaction over the DCD-3 interface (see Section 7.1.3.10.1), or a channel discovery pull transaction (see Section 7.1.3.10.3).” – redundant; these two paragraphs convey the same information

Proposed Change:  Remove paragraph #1; paragraph #2 is more detailed.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C175
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.2.5.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The data type for message elements ‘channels-added‘ and ‘channels-updated’ is ‘List’. – the list type is ambiguous

Proposed Change: Change data type to a specified list type – ‘List of Data Structures’? 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C176
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  ‘dcd-channel-selection-metadata’ is followed by ‘(n)’. – inconsistent; cardinality is shown in table not in list.

Proposed Change:  Remove ‘(n)’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C177
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Attribute ‘dcd-3-connection-profile-name’ is missing from the list of ‘application-profile’ attributes in the ‘description’ column of the table.
Proposed Change:  Add ‘dcd-3-connection-profile-name’ to the list.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C178
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.1.2

8.2.2.1.2

8.2.2.2.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Element ‘sdp-description’ has incorrect cardinality. Conflicts with ‘bcast-access-info’ description.

Proposed Change:  Change the cardinality of the element to ‘1..n’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C179
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.1.2

8.2.2.1.2

8.2.2.2.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Element ‘service-fragment-reference’ has an inconsistent cardinality between the sections where it appears.

Proposed Change:  Choose the correct cardinality and update the affected section(s).
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C180
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The excerpt from the AD should be italicized in the following sentence: ‘Channel Metadata is defined in [DCD-AD] as: “a set of static settings and rules for handling delivery of the DCD Content for a particular channel (E.g. delivery, storage, notification rules). Channel Metadata is associated with the channel’s content types.”’

Proposed Change:  Italicize: ‘“a set of static settings and rules for handling delivery of the DCD Content for a particular channel (E.g. delivery, storage, notification rules). Channel Metadata is associated with the channel’s content types.”’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C181
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.2.2.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Missing ‘dcd-2-broadcast-profile-name’ in attribute list and ‘dcd-2-broadcast-profile’ in element list under Delivery Personalization Metadata.

Proposed Change:  

Add “dcd-2-broadcast-profile-name” to attribute list and create element list with “dcd-2-broadcast-profile”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C182
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.2.2.2.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Attribute ‘updated’ has a ‘String’ data type but is in the ‘dateTime’ format.

Proposed Change:  Change the data type for the ‘updated’ attribute to ‘dateTime’. 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C183
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.2.2.2.3

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Attribute ‘pull-interval’ has a ‘String’ data type but is in the ‘integer’ format.

Proposed Change:  Change the data type for the ‘pull-interval’ attribute to ‘integer’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C184
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.2.2.2.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Attribute ‘push-publication-address’ is listed but not described in Table 162.

Proposed Change:  Add description to Table 162: “The address (URI) where the Content Provider can push channel updates.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C185
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.2.2.2.4

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Attributes ‘channel-availability-start’, ‘channel-availability-end’ and ‘push-interval’ have data type ‘String’ but ‘integer’ values.
Proposed Change:  Change the data type for the elements to ‘integer’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C186
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.3.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “…(as part of a schedule pull for content updates or as requested on-demand by DCD-Enabled Client Applications through DCD Clients)…” – wording

Proposed Change:  Change ‘schedule’ to ‘scheduled’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C187
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.3.2

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Attributes ‘content-updated’ and ‘deliver-at’ have a ‘String’ data type but are in ‘dateTime’ format.

Proposed Change:  Change the data type for both attributes to ‘dateTime’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C188
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.3.2

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Attribute ‘content-length’ has data type ‘String’ but ‘integer’ values.
Proposed Change:  Change the data type for the element to ‘integer’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C189
	2008.08.12
	E
	8.3.2

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The ‘used by’ column in table 163 is empty for attribute ‘content-name’.

Proposed Change:  The value of this attribute in Content Metadata is questionable as it is not used by any DCD enabler component and is only used as a “pass through” from the Content Provider to the Application. Recommended to remove.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C190
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “DCD Client SHALL allow DCD Enabled Client Application to use any content format over DCD-CADE in an opaque manner.” – missing word

Proposed Change:  Add ‘the’ before ‘DCD Enabled’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C191
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.1

9.2

9.3
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Figures 73-75 do not include all mandatory elements/attributes of some messages.

Proposed Change:  Update the figures; add “…” where needed.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C192
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The schema says: “<!-- List of authorization mode strings -->

    <!-- Restriction of values 

            AUTH-None

            AUTH-Basic

            AUTH-Digest

            AUTH-TLS

    -->” - Unnecessary
Proposed Change:  Remove the text above.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C193
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The schema says: “<!-- Authorization Info -->

    <xsd:simpleType name="Auth-Info">

        <xsd:restriction base="xsd:string"/>

    </xsd:simpleType>” 

And

“<!-- Content Provider Error -->

    <xsd:simpleType name="Content-Provider-Error">

        <xsd:restriction base="xsd:string" />

    </xsd:simpleType>”

– removed from TS
Proposed Change:   Remove ‘auth-info’ and ‘content-provider-error’ text above to align with TS. Remove ‘auth-info’ element from ClientActivationRequest_overDCD3 message.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C194
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  parental-rating’ attribute is common metadata. 

Proposed Change:  Add ‘parental-rating’ attribute to ‘common-content-metadata’ complexType and remove it from ‘DC-content-metadata’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C195
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Attributes ‘content-id’, ‘mime-type’ and ‘content-length’ under ‘DECA-Content-Metadata’ complexType have incorrect ‘use’ values.
Proposed Change:  Change ‘use=”optional” to ‘use’=”required”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C196
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  ‘deliver-per-location‘, ‘deliver-per-presence‘ and ‘deliver-per-xdms‘ are listed as attributes, but are now elements.

Proposed Change:  Align above mentioned attributes with recent changes; change to elements.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C197
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Specify interface for: 

‘    <xsd:element name="UnsubscriptionNotification" type="dcd:UnsubscriptionNotification" />’.
Proposed Change:  Change above line to:

‘    <xsd:element name="UnsubscriptionNotification_overCPR" type="dcd:UnsubscriptionNotification_overCPR" />’. Add ‘overCPR’ to complexType definition.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C198
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  ‘application-id’ element was removed from the TS from the following messages:

ApplicationDeregistrationConfirmation

ApplicationRegistrationResponse_overDCD3

ChannelDiscoveryConfirmation

Proposed Change:  Align TS; remove ‘application-id’ from the above-named messages.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C199
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4

7.2.1.6.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Element ‘channel-ids’ in ‘ChannelDeregistrationNotification’ message is listed as ‘channel-id’ in Section 7.

Proposed Change:  Change element name in Section 7.2.1.6.1 to ‘channel-ids’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C200
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Element ‘content-addresses’ in ContentUpdateRequest_overDCD1 message is wrong type.

Proposed Change:  Change type to ‘content-addresses’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C201
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  ContentUpdateResponse_overCPDE  message needs to be aligned with Section 7.

Proposed Change:  Remove ‘channel-id’ element.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C202
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  ContextualInformationUploadRequest message needs to be aligned with Section 7.
Proposed Change:  Add ‘minOccurs=”0” maxOccurs=”1”’ to ‘message-id’ element.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C203
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  

ErrorNotification_overDCD1 and

ErrorNotification_overDCD3 messages need to aligned with Section 13.2.

Proposed Change:  Add “minOccurs=”0” maxOccurs=”1”” to elements ‘message-id’ and ‘session-id’. Add ‘error-source’ element. Remove ‘application-error’ and ‘content-provider-error’ elements.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C204
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  ErrorNotification_overCPR, ErrorNotification_overCPDE, ErrorNotification_overCAR, ErrorNotification_overCADE messages need to be aligned with Section 13.2.
Proposed Change:  Add ‘error-source’ element. Remove ‘application-error’ element.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C205
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  ‘broadcast-profile-type’ needs to be aligned with Section 7.

Proposed Change:  Add ‘broadcast-service-id’ attribute to the complexType.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C206
	2008.08.12
	E
	10.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “DCD Servers and DCD Clients SHALL support use of the Session ID as an authentication token in DCD-2 messages directed a specific DCD Client over point-to-point transports. “ – missing word
Proposed Change:  Add ‘at’ before ‘a specific DCD Client’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C207
	2008.08.12
	E
	12.2.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Need to align ApplicationDeregistrationResponse message with Section 7.
Proposed Change:  Change ApplicationDeregistrationResponse to ApplicationDeregistrationConfirmation.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C208
	2008.08.12
	E
	12.2.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Missing response body in Table 165 for POST method.

Proposed Change:  Add ChannelResumeNotification message.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C209
	2008.08.12
	E
	13.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Missing client action after ‘reception of a message with an invalid parameter’.

Proposed Change:  Add ‘Upon a failure response with error-code “invalid parameter”, the DCD Client SHALL provide the correct parameter.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C210
	2008.08.12
	E
	13.1.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Missing information in ‘response’ column for ‘uplink unavailable’.

Proposed Change:  Add missing information.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C211
	2008.08.12
	E
	13.2.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Use of ‘message-type’ element is not consistent with Section 7.

Proposed Change:  Remove ‘message-type’ element in ErrorNotification message.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C212
	2008.08.12
	E
	13.2.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  For element ‘Session-ID’, the text says: “If the error is occurred before the session activation, the Session-ID is empty.” – unnecessary overhead
Proposed Change:  Change text to: “The Session-ID is omitted, if the error occurs before the session activation.” Change ‘Implementation’ from ‘Conditional’ to ‘Optional’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C213
	2008.08.12
	E
	13.2.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Missing figure reference in: “The Error Notification transaction (see Figure 79…) is used between DCD Servers and Content Providers, or DCD Clients and DCD Enabled Client Applications, to notify the other entity about an error condition that has occurred.”

Proposed Change:  Add reference to Figure 80.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C214
	2008.08.12
	E
	13.5
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Align table to Section 7.

Proposed Change:  Change ‘DCD-3 ChannelUnsubscriptionResponse’ to ‘DCD-3 ChannelUnsubscriptionConfirmation’, ‘DCD-CPDE ChannelResumeConfirmation’ to ‘DCD-CPDE ChannelResumeResponse’, ‘DCD-CPDE ChannelResumeResponse’ to ‘DCD-CPDE ChannelResumeConfirmation’, ‘DCD-CAR ChannelUnsubscriptionNotification’ to ‘DCD-CAR UnsubscriptionNotification’. Add rows for ‘DCD-3 ConnectionProfileUpdate’, ‘DCD-3 ConnectionProfileConfirmation’ and ‘DCD-CAR ContentSubmitConfirmation’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C215
	2008.08.12
	E
	15.2.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “The following Media Types are supported by DCD and are carried by the relevant mechanism depends on the transport bearer that is used…” – awkward wording

Proposed Change:  Change ‘depends’ to ‘depending’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C216
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Align ‘channel-icon’ element with Section 7.

Proposed Change:  Change ‘<xsd:element name="Channel-Icon" type="dcd:Channel-Icon-Type" minOccurs="0" maxOccurs="1" />’ to ‘<xsd:element ref="dcd:Channel-Icon" minOccurs="0" maxOccurs="1" />’.

Change ‘<xsd:complexType name="Channel-Icon-Type">

        <xsd:attribute name="Mime-Type" type="xsd:string" use="optional" />

    </xsd:complexType>’ to ‘<!-- Channel-Icon can be IMAGE or URI-->

    <xsd:element name="Channel-Icon" type="dcd:Channel-Icon-Type"/>

    <xsd:complexType name="Channel-Icon-Type" abstract="true"/>

    <xsd:complexType name="Channel-Icon-Type-Image">

        <xsd:complexContent>

            <xsd:extension base="dcd:Image">

                <xsd:attribute name="Mime-Type" type="xsd:string" use="optional" />

            </xsd:extension>

        </xsd:complexContent>

    </xsd:complexType>

    <xsd:complexType name="Channel-Icon-Type-URI">

        <xsd:complexContent>

            <xsd:extension base="dcd:Image-URI">

                <xsd:attribute name="Mime-Type" type="xsd:string" use="optional" />

            </xsd:extension>

        </xsd:complexContent>

    </xsd:complexType>
’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C217
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Need to be able to insert customized data (“any” content) into report-data structure.

Proposed Change: Add ‘<xsd:any namespace="##other" processContents="lax" />
’ to ‘report-data-type’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C218
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘Action’ simpleType should enforce ‘add’ or ‘remove’ values.

Proposed Change: Change ‘<xsd:restriction base="xsd:string"/>’ to ‘<xsd:restriction base="xsd:string">

            <xsd:pattern value="(add|remove)"/>

        </xsd:restriction>’ in ‘action’ simpleType definition.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C219
	2008.08.12
	E
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Implementation of the following elements/attributes should follow the “anyURI” datatype not the “String” datatype:
'Push-Publication-Address'

'submit-address' 

'dcd-server-address'

‘pull-publication-address'

'content-address'

‘cp-subscription-manager-address’
Proposed Change: Change ‘xsd:string’ to ‘xsd:anyURI’ for the above-named elements/attributes in the schema and change data type in text to “URI” for metadata attributes/elements.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C220
	2008.08.12
	E
	15.2.6
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Tables are not aligned with current draft.

Proposed Change: Update tables according to the latest draft of the TS.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C221
	2008.08.12
	E
	15.2.6.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: There are two ‘network-selection’ attributes with different token values.

Proposed Change: Clarify reason for differing token values.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C222
	2008.08.12
	E
	Appendix A1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Some incorrect references. 

Proposed Change: For item DCD-C-010, change reference from ‘6.1.5.7’ to ‘6.1.5.6’. For item DCD-C-011, remove current references and add ‘6.1.5.6’.  For items DCD-C-013,014,015 remove reference ‘6.1.7’. For item DCD-C-016, remove reference ‘6.1.8.2’. For item DCD-S-003, change reference ‘6.2.3.1’ to ‘6.2.3’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C223
	2008.08.12
	E
	13.4

7
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Table is unclear in regards to presentation of ‘channel-metadata’ as superset of subsets listed below. It is not obvious that when ‘M’ is used for a subset it may be subject to ‘C’ or ‘O’ above.

Proposed Change: Clarify above-mentioned issues.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C224
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.2.1.5.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The ‘channel-metadata’ element description in ChannelRegistrationRequest message does not specify the expected subset(s) of metadata.

Proposed Change: Description should reflect Section 13.4 where the following subsets are ‘Optional’:
general-channel-metada

charging-metadata

delivery-preferences-metadata

channel-publication-metadata
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C225
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.2.1.5.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The elements in the ChannelRegistrationResponse message are not aligned with Section 13.4.

Proposed Change: Align message with Section 13.4 where general-channel-metadata is ‘Mandatory’ and charging-metadata, delivery-preferences-metadata, channel-publication-metadata are ‘Optional’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C226
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.3.1

13.4

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: The ‘channel-metadata’ element in the ApplicationRegistrationResponse message is listed as ‘conditional’ in 13.4 and ‘optional’ here.

Proposed Change: Align sections.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C227
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.1.1.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘Channel-discovery-information’ description in ApplicationRegistrationResponse does not correspond to Section 13.4.

Proposed Change: Description should reflect Section 13.4 where general-channel-metada is ‘mandatory’, and charging-metadata is ‘conditional’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C228
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.1.3.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-metadata’ element description in SubscriptionRequest is not aligned with Section 13.4

Proposed Change: Section 13.4 states ‘delviery-personalization-metadata’ is mandatory. Description states only ‘channel-id’ is mandatory. Align sections.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C229
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.1.4.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-metadata’ element description in SubscriptionUpdateRequest does not clearly define expected metadata subset(s).

Proposed Change: Description should clearly state that ‘delivery-personalization-metadata’ is ‘mandatory’, as per Section 13.4.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C230
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.1.7.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-metadata’ element description in ChannelSubscriptionRequest conflicts with Section 13.4.

Proposed Change: Section 13.4 states ‘delviery-personalization-metadata’ is mandatory. Description states only ‘channel-id’ is mandatory and that personalization attributes MAY be included. Align section 7 to match 13.4.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C231
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.2.1.1.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: For the ‘channel-metadata’ element in the SubscriptionResponse message, according to Section 13.4, general-channel-metadata, charging-metadata, and delivery-preferences-metadata are all optional which means Channel-ID may not be provided. 

Proposed Change: Clarify description and specify subsets according to 13.4.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C232
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.7.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Description of ‘channel-metadata’ element in ChannelSubscriptionResponse message does not specify subset(s) expected. Optional ‘Implementation’ conflicts with Conditional implementation in 13.4.

Proposed Change: Specify that general-channel-metadata, charging-metadata and delivery-preferences-metadata are all conditional elements as per 13.4. Align ‘Implementation’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C233
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.7.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Description of ‘channel-metadata’ element in ChannelSubscriptionRequest message conflicts with 13.4. Description states only ‘channel-id’ is mandatory and that personalization attributes MAY be included.

Proposed Change: Section 13.4 states ‘delivery-personalization-metadata’ is ‘mandatory’. Align with 13.4.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C234
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.2.1.3.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-metadata’ description in SubscriptionNotification message does not align with 13.4. Description states only ‘channel-id’ is mandatory and that personalization attributes MAY be included.

Proposed Change: Make all elements/attributes in general-channel-metadata optional or align description with 13.4 where general-channel-metadata is mandatory, and charging-metadata and delivery-preferences-metadata are optional.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C235
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.9.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-metadata’ description in SubscriptionNotification message does not specify expected metadata subset(s).

Proposed Change: Specify that general-channel-metadata is mandatory, and charging-metadata and delivery-preferences-metadata are conditional.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C236
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.1.7.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-metadata’ description in SubscriptionValidationRequest message does not specify expected metadata subset(s). Only indicates ‘channel-id’ as mandatory.

Proposed Change: Make all elements/attributes in general-channel-metadata optional or specify general-channel-metadata is mandatory and charging-metdata is conditional as per 13.4.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C237
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.1.7.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-metadata’ description in SubscriptionValidationResponse message conflicts with 13.4. According to 13.4, only general-channel-metadata is mandatory. No other subset expected. Description states personalization attributes may be present.

Proposed Change: Align description according to 13.4.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C238
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.9.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-metadata’ description in SubscriptionNotificationResponse message does not specify subset(s) expected.

Proposed Change: Specify that ‘delivery-personalization-metdata’ is mandatory, as per Section 13.4.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C239
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.10.2

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-added‘ and ‘channel-updated‘ element descriptions in ChannelDiscoveryInfo message only list ‘channel-id’ and ‘channel-name’ attributes as mandatory but according to 13.4, general-channel-metadata is mandatory and charging-metadata is optional.

Proposed Change: Make all elements/attributes in general-channel-metadata optional or align description with 13.4.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C240
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.2.5.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-added‘ and ‘channel-updated‘ element descriptions in ChannelDiscoveryInfo message only list ‘channel-id’ and ‘channel-name’ attributes as mandatory but according to 13.4, general-channel-metadata is mandatory and charging-metadata is conditional.

Proposed Change: Make all elements/attributes in general-channel-metadata optional or align description with 13.4.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C241
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.2.1.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-guide’ element description in ChannelDiscovery Response does not specify expected subset(s). Mandatory implementation in Section 7 conflicts with Conditional implementation in 13.4.

Proposed Change: Specify that general-channel-metadata is mandatory and charging-metadata is conditional. Align implementation.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C242
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.1.3.13.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-metadata’ element description in ChannelMetadataUpdate does not specify expected subset(s).

Proposed Change: Specify that general-channel-metadata is mandatory and charging-metadata and delivery-preferences-metadata are both optional.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C243
	2008.08.12
	E
	7.3.1.8.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: ‘channel-metadata’ element description in ChannelMetadataUpdate does not specify expected subset(s). Mandatory implementation in description conflicts with conditional in 13.4.

Proposed Change: Specify that general-channel-metadata is mandatory and charging-metadata is conditional. Align implementation.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C244
	2008.08.12
	E
	13.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Messages DCD-CPR SubscriptionRequest, DCD-CAR SubscriptionResponse, and DCD-CPR SubscriptionNotificationResponse do not have appropriate subset(s) specified.
Proposed Change: Specify the appropriate subset(s) for the above-named messages. 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C245
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment: Figure 2, diagram  (2) specifies messages with http codes exchanged for authorization which does not match Figure 20 in Section 7.1.3.1

Proposed Change: Change authorization establishment in Figure 2, diagram (2) to match Figure 20 in Section 7.1.3.1
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C246
	2008.08.12
	T
	6.2.6.5
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The text says: “the DCD Server SHOULD validate that delivery of the content item is allowed per current subscriptions and return error message otherwise.” – even with SHOULD this statement is still quite controversial. How would DS know if the requested content (link) is allowed or not per subscription? There’s no clear association between the content item and subscription and managing such will be a performance overkill for the DS.

Proposed Change:  Recommend removal or change to MAY.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C247
	2008.08.12
	T
	7.1.1.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Implementation of content-confirmation message element is unclear.

Proposed Change:  Should this be implemented in XSD as content-confirmation* where each content-confirmation element has attributes id and status? Recommended.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C248
	2008.08.12
	T
	7.1.3.6.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  ‘usage-count’ message element is currently a ‘string’ data type but its content is an ‘integer’ type.

Proposed Change:  Change the data type from ‘string’ to ‘integer’. Update schema accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C249
	2008.08.12
	T
	7.3.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  All transactions over DCD-CAR interface are initiated by the DCD Enabled Client Application.  – this is incorrect; see 7.3.1.6

Proposed Change:  Remove statement and reword point 2 to refer only to synchronous transactions, without assumption.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C250
	2008.08.12
	T
	8.1.2

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  Attribute ‘bcast-multicast-address’ is only present in the structure details, not in table or anywhere else in the document.

Proposed Change:  Recommended to remove.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C251
	2008.08.12
	T
	13.2.1.1
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  ‘session-id’ element is empty if no session established. Not consistent.

Proposed Change:  If no session established, there is no need to include ‘session-id’ element. Change accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C252
	2008.08.12
	T
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The current schema allows for customized content under the ‘bcast-access-info-type’ and ‘broadcast-profile-type’ complexTypes.

Proposed Change:  Customized content is not necessary, remove “any” element from schema.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C253
	2008.08.12
	T
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  It is unclear what channel metadata subset is required under ‘application-profile-type’ for element ‘dcd-channel-selection-metadata’. 

Proposed Change:  Explain that only channel selection related metadata is expected.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C254
	2008.08.12
	T
	9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  It is unclear what channel metadata subset is required under the ‘channel-guide’ complexType.

Proposed Change:  Explain that ‘general-channel-metadata’ is mandatory and ‘charging-metadata’ is optional under ‘channel-guide’.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C255
	2008.08.12
	T
	8.2.2

6.1.5.2

9.4

15.2.6.2
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  ‘pull-spread’ attribute was removed from Table 158 by CR208R01.

Proposed Change:  Remove all references to ‘pull-spread’ from the document.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C256
	2008.08.12
	T
	8.2.2.2.1

9.4
	Source: RIM

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0098
Comment:  The ‘subscription-required’ attribute is listed in Table 159 but not present elsewhere.

Proposed Change:  Add ‘subscription-required’ to structure list and table list.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C257
	2008

08.12
	T
	
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: ContentUpdateResponse_overDCD1 should not contain Server-Package or DCD-Content (outside the Client-Package).

Proposed Change: Remove the 

Server-Package and DCD-Content from the definition of ContentUpdateResponse_overDCD1.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C258
	2008

08.12
	T
	
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: ContentUpdate_overCPDE should not contain Server-Package or DCD-Content (outside the Client-Package).

Proposed Change: Remove the 

Server-Package and DCD-Content from the definition of ContentUpdate_overCPDE.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C259
	2008

08.12
	T
	
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: ContentRepairResponse should not contain Server-Package or DCD-Content (outside the Client-Package).

Proposed Change: Remove the 

Server-Package and DCD-Content from the definition of ContentRepairResponse.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C260
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-CSUB-006 (The DCD Client SHALL support the portability of subscription information and service options between devices (E.g. using smart cards, (U)SIM, removable disks, network storage)) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a section in “6.1 DCD Client Operations”, defining DCD Client requirements for supporting storage options for “subscription information and service options”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C261
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-CONT-009 (The DCD Client SHALL be able to rely on a minimum set of dedicated content storage / cache) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a section in “6.1 DCD Client Operations”, defining DCD Client requirements for supporting storage reservation.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C262
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-CONT-010 (The DCD-Enabled Client SHALL support the ability to delete locally cached content manually) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a section in “6.1 DCD Client Operations”, defining DCD Client requirements for supporting manual deletion of stored content.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C263
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-INTG-001 (The user SHOULD be able to use the device for any purpose without either waiting for DCD client-server interaction to complete, or impacting the reliability of the DCD Service) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a new section in “6.1 DCD Client Operations” E.g. called “Background Operation” with the requirement: “If the device runtime supports it, the DCD Client SHOULD be capable of simultaneous or cooperatively scheduled operation, such that the user can use the device for any purpose without either waiting for DCD transactions to complete, or impacting the reliability of the DCD Service.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C264
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-FUNC-003/004 and DCD-SVCR-001 not covered in TS.

Proposed Change: Add TS requirement (E.g. in 6.1.1 Client Activation) “Upon device startup or reset (E.g. reset operations typically referred to as “master clear” and “master reset”), the DCD Client MAY activate the service with the DCD Server as defined by the default DCD-3 connection profile.” Note the combination of this MAY requirement and the SHALL requirement (upon DECA request) meets the intent of DCD-FUNC-003/004.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C265
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: The following related requirements are not covered in the TS: 

(a) DCD-MISC-005 (When a change of subscriber has occurred for a device with previously activated DCD Service, the DCD Client SHOULD hide the DCD Content of the previous subscriber)

(b) DCD-SEC-004 (Upon detection that a change of subscriber has occurred for a device with previously activated DCD Service, the DCD Enabler SHALL prevent access to all device-resident DCD subscription information of the previous subscriber, as specified by previous subscriber)

Proposed Change: Add a requirement in “6.1.1 Client Activation”: “When the DCD Client has detected that a change of subscriber has occurred for a device with previously activated DCD Service, the DCD Client SHOULD prevent access to DCD Content and Channel Metadata related to service provided to the previous subscriber.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C266
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: The following requirement is not covered in the TS: DCD-PRV-001 (The DCD Client SHALL support subscriber selection of privacy options for DCD Content, E.g. to block access to the content on the subscriber’s device unless the subscriber’s identity can be verified)

Proposed Change: Add a requirement in “6.1.1 Client Activation”: “DCD Clients SHALL support subscriber selection of privacy options for DCD Content, E.g. to block access to the content on the subscriber’s device unless the subscriber’s identity can be verified.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C267
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-FUNC-001 bullet 2 not covered in TS.

Proposed Change: Need TS requirement per option for auto content update upon expiration (new section in 6.1.5 Content Delivery, probably also needing content metadata item indicating “update upon expiration”).
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C268
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5.2
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-STAT-005 (The DCD Enabler SHALL minimize ineffective content delivery attempts when either the DCD Server or DCD Client is inaccessible) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a requirement in “6.1.5.2 Automatic Content Update by Schedule”: “The DCD Client SHALL minimize ContentUpdateRequest retries when no response is received from the DCD Server.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C269
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5.6
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-FUNC-016 (“Progressive Download” support ) not covered in TS.

Proposed Change: Progressive download can be supported using normal semantics related to the aux-content-link metadata item. All that is needed in the TS is a clarification of this, E.g. in “6.2.6.9 Content Item Handling”: “For content items being delivered via progress download, the DCD Server SHALL set the aux-content-link metadata attribute to the URI of the next download segment, if any. ”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C270
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5.6
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-FUNC-019 (The DCD Enabler SHALL support content filtering via relevant OMA enablers.) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a clarification in “6.2.6.9 Content Item Handling”: “The DCD Server SHALL support content filtering via the OMA Categorization Based Content Screening [CBCS] enabler”, and a reference to CBCS 1.0.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C271
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5.6
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-FUNC-022 (The DCD Enabler SHOULD support notification of new DCD Content delivery regardless of application state) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a clarification in “6.1.5 Content Item Handling”:  “If content availability notification is not possible (E.g. the DCD Enabled Client Application is not active), the DCD Client SHALL provide the content availability notification as soon as possible.”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C272
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.5.6
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-CAPA-002 (The DCD Client SHOULD support UTC time synchronization for the content cache) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a requirement in “6.1.5.6 Content Item Handling”: “To reliably support the content-expiration attribute, DCD the Client SHOULD support UTC time synchronization with network time sources.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C273
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.7.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-STAT-004 (A DCD Client MAY support buffering of DCD Content upon DCD Service Suspension) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a requirement in “6.1.7.1 Suspension Effect Upon DCD Transactions”: “When a channel is suspended for all subscribed DCD-Enabled Client Applications, the DCD Client MAY buffer content received in DCD-2 Content Update Push transactions.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C274
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.7.2
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-STAT-006 (When a previously suspended DCD Service is resumed, any content that is ready to be delivered SHALL be delivered except for expired or outdated content) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a requirement in “6.1.7.2 Channel Suspension Requested by DCD Client”:  “When a previously suspended DCD Channel is resumed, the DCD Client SHALL deliver any buffered content that has not yet been delivered to applicable DCD Enabled Client Applications”. 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C275
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.6.7, 6.2.6.8
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-STAT-005 (The DCD Enabler SHALL minimize ineffective content delivery attempts when either the DCD Server or DCD Client is inaccessible) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: 

a) Add a requirement in “6.2.6.7 Content Update Push”: “The DCD Client SHALL minimize ContentUpdatePush retries when a response is expected (E.g. a delivery confirmation) from the DCD Client, but not received.” 

b) Add a requirement in “6.2.6.8 Content Update Notification”: “The DCD Client SHALL minimize ContentUpdateNotification retries when a response is expected (E.g. a content update request) from the DCD Client, but not received.”
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C276
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.2.8
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: DCD-STAT-006 (When a previously suspended DCD Service is resumed, any content that is ready to be delivered SHALL be delivered except for expired or outdated content) is not covered in the TS.

Proposed Change: Add a requirement in “6.2.8 Channel Suspension”: “When a previously suspended DCD Channel is resumed, the DCD Server SHALL deliver any buffered content that has not yet been delivered to applicable DCD Clients”.  
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C277
	2008

08.12
	T
	9.4
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: ContentUpdatePush_overDCD2 should not contain Server-Package or DCD-Content (outside the Client-Package).

Proposed Change: Remove the 

Server-Package and DCD-Content from the definition of ContentUpdatePush_overDCD2.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C278
	2008

08.12
	T
	9.4
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: ContentUpdateResponse_overCPDE should not contain DCD-Content outside the Server-Package (as part of the Client-Package).

Proposed Change: Remove 

DCD-Content from the definition of ContentUpdateResponse_overCPDE.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C279
	2008

08.12
	T
	Appendix A3
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: CD-defined values are not aligned with UAProf core schema, per comments of MCE DCAP.

Proposed Change: Align UAProf values with UAProf core schema.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C280
	2008 08 13
	E
	4
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: typo errors and lack of information about chapter 15 and 16 in the introduction.

Proposed Change: to fix the errors
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C281
	2008 08 13
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: Channel deregistration from the DCD Server may result with Channel Discovery transaction to announce unavailability of the channel to DCD clients that are not subscribrd to the channel.

Proposed Change: Add a transaction to figure 7 presenting channel discovery transaction triggered by Channel deregistration. 
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C282
	2008 08 13
	E
	5.5.3
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: Typo in the last paragraph – section 0….

Proposed Change: Fix the reference to the right section.
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C283
	2008 08 13
	T
	6.1.2.1
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment:  need to add another case of deregistration which identified by the DCD Client 

Proposed Change: " DCD Enabled Client Application deregisters itself from DCD Client over DCD-CAR interface or can be deregistered by the client in case it was deleted"
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C284
	2008 08 13
	E
	6.1.3.5
	Source: agil@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: To change the wording in the section

Proposed Change:

" In Receive only Client case, the DCD Client locally subscribes / unsubscribes as a result of a DCD Enabled Client Application subscribe / unsubscribe request over the DCD-CAR interface in such case the DCD Client starts listening / stop listening to the specific channel , and respond with the appropriate message to the DCD Enabled Client Application"
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C285
	2008 08 13
	T
	6.1.7
	Source: agil@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: No description about channel suspension in receive-only clients

Proposed Change:

Add section about channel suspension in receive-only client
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C286
	2008 08 13
	T
	6.1.8
	Source: agil@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: No description about channel discovery in receive-only clients

Proposed Change:

Add section about channel discovery in receive-only client
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C287
	2008 08 13
	E
	6.1.9 and general
	Source: agil@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: device manufacturer will not be the only supplier of DCD Client

Proposed Change:

Change "device manufacturer" to "DCD Client Provider"
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C288
	2008 08 13
	T
	6.2.4.5
	Source: agil@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: Clarification is needed when the DCD Client terminate the content delivery

Proposed Change:

Add a sentence: Assuming that there are no more DCD Enabled Client Applications subscribed to this channel in the device, the DCD Server SHALL then terminate content delivery operations for this channel for the subscriber.
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C289
	2008 08 13
	T
	5.9
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: connection profile update is missing from the table

Proposed Change:

To add new line for new operation " connection profile update"
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C290
	2008 08 13
	T
	7.1.3.8.2

7.1.3.9.1
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: BroadcastServiceID is needed only in transactions that it make sense to deliver them over CBS – on the following transaction it does not required – ChannelUnsubscriptionNotification and 
SubscriptionNotification

Proposed Change:

Delete the BroadcastServiceID from subscription notification and unsubscription notification
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C291
	2008 08 13
	T
	15.2.6.1

15.2.6.2

15.2.6.3
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: WBXML Tokens – Table alignment

Proposed Change:

Update the relevant Element/Attributes/values to the Tokens table that are relevant to WAP-Push and or CBS bearers from DCD Server to DCD Client
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / Avi Primo>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C292
	2008 08 13
	E
	11 and general
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: It is not clear that when using DCD-2 over one bearer (especially in the  broadcast case) the response bearer will be base on http

Proposed Change:

Add text about the interaction channel that is used when using broadcast in DCD-2 or DCD-3 – based on http response (C ( S)
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C293
	2008 08 13
	T
	11.2
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: WBXML encoding should be mandatory for use when using narrowband bearers

Proposed Change:

Make WBXML a mandatory to implement when using CBS (section 11.2) delete the "or" 
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C294
	2008 08 13
	T
	General
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: Should the application-id be maintained by OMNA 

Proposed Change:

To discuss
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C295
	2008

08.13
	T
	General
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: need to define “Receive-Only Client” operation if it is set by the user preference or by the terminal capability.

Proposed Change: define receive-only client operation and add a “receive-mode” to the application profile, if needed. 
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C296
	2008

08.13
	E
	3.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Definitions should be aligned with other docs

Proposed Change: make consistency
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C297
	2008

08.13
	E
	3.3
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Abbreviations should be aligned with other docs

Proposed Change: make consistency
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C298
	2008

08.13
	T
	5.7
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: ContentUpdateResponse in Figure12(2) doesn’T contain any information element.

Proposed Change: Change Response to Confirmation 
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C299
	2008

08.13
	T
	7
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Tables for messages which doesn’T contain any information element (E.g. confirmation messages) are not necessary.

Proposed Change: delete those tables.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C300
	2008

08.13
	T
	7.1.1.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: recently added sentence in the 7.1.1.2 “ContentSubmission is not intended to replace the business logic of more complex operation…” makes inconsistency with the original purpose of Content Submission in the 5.7 description.

Proposed Change: delete the sentence above.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C301
	2008

08.13
	E
	7.1.1.2.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: reference to the section 7.1.1.1. is missing in the table 6.

Proposed Change: add “(see 7.1.1.1)” to the ContentUpdateResponse and ContentDeliveryConfirmation in the Table 6
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C302
	2008

08.13
	T
	7.1.1.2.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Submit-Package in the ContentSubmitRequest message should consist of content and content metadata. And the type should be list of data structures.

Proposed Change: correct the message type and description as above.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C303
	2008

08.13
	E
	7.1.3.1.2.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: reference to the section 7.1.3.1.1. is missing in the table 16.

Proposed Change: add “(see 7.1.3.1.1)” to the ClientActivationRequest and ClientActivationResponse in the Table 16
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C304
	2008

08.13
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: ContentUpdateConfirmation is missing for the section 5.7 Figure12(2)

Proposed Change: Add another figure of ContentUpdateRequest / ContentUpdateConfirmation transaction for Content Update
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C305
	2008

08.13
	T
	7.2.2.2.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Submit-Package in the ContentUpdateRequest message should consist of content and content metadata. And the type should be list of data structures.

Proposed Change: correct the message type and description as above.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C306
	2008

08.13
	E
	7.3.2.3.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: reference to the section 7.3.2.2.1 is missing in the table 142.

Proposed Change: add “(see 7.3.2.2.1)” to the Content message in the Table 142
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C307
	2008

08.13
	T
	7.3.2.3.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Submit-Package in the ContentSubmitRequest message need to be divided to Submit-Content and Submit-Metadata since the DECA doesn’T make package.

Proposed Change: correct the information element in the message similar to Content message in 7.3.2.2.1.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C308
	2008

08.13
	E
	8.1
	Source: Samsung, LGE

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: the address of DCD Content Provider is missing.

Proposed Change: add the address of DCD Content Provider to the Application Profile.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C309
	2008

08.13
	T
	8.3.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0100
Comment: Content Metadata should be able to originate from the DCD Client

Proposed Change: add the E.g. for the DCD Client case to the third bullet in 8.3.1
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C310
	2008.08.12
	T
	6.2.6.7
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: In Content Update Push the specification level is low 

What content metadata should be handled and why/when.

What channel metadata needs to be handled and why/when

Proposed Change: Add required details to the chapter
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C311
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.2.6.7
	Source Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: Behavior is different when  BCAST is used

Proposed Change: Add reference to  BCAST spec when BCAST is used
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C312
	2008.08.12
	T
	6.1.5.4
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: In Content Update Push the specification level is low 

What are the criteria for accepting the message? Is it only session ID?

Message id? 

Channel metadata? 

Content metadata?

Proposed Change: Add required details to the chapter
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C313
	2008.08.12
	T
	6.1.5.6
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: In Content Update Push the specification level is low 

What content metadata should be handled and why/when?

What channel metadata needs to be handled and why/when?

Proposed Change: Add required details to the chapter
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C314
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.5.4
	Source Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: Behavior is different when  BCAST is used

Proposed Change: Add reference to  BCAST spec when BCAST is used
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C315
	2008.08.12
	T
	6.1.5.6
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: DCD Clients SHALL reject any content unrelated to channels subscribed by registered DCD Enabled Client Applications on the device:

Is this the job of the DC or the DECA?

Proposed Change: Explain
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C316
	2008.08.12
	E
	6.1.5.6
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
CommentIs: “SHALL send an applicable error message to the DCD Server, if uplink is available” It should not be necessary with the “if uplink is available”  should it be “when uplink is available”?

Proposed Change: Explain
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C317
	2008.08.12
	T
	6.2.6.7
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: 

Should there be any control?

Valid Channel ID?

Format of content package?

What channel meta data should be added

What content Metadata may or must be added

Proposed Change: Add required details to the chapter
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C318
	2008.08.12
	T
	General
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment Examples on the the basic push and pull flow would add value to the TS

Proposed Change: Add examples
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	C319
	2008.08.12
	T
	6.2.6.7
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment Chapter 9 describes the general usage of different packages as DCD, ATOM, RSS. This section should refer to that chapter and also include normative statements on how to handle them as well as controls that only  valid schemas are passed further

Proposed Change: Add examples
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>


2.4 OMA-SUP-XSD_DCD-V1_0-20080716-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2008

08.12
	T
	All
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: As provided to Semantics TS in section 9.4.

Proposed Change: Align with Semantics TS changes.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	D002
	2008 08 13
	T
	
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: BroadcastServiceID is missing from the Application-Profile/DCD-3 Connection Profile/Broadcast-Profile
SubscriptionNotification

Proposed Change:

Add Broadcast-Service-ID to application profile under the DCD-3 Connection Profile, under Broadcast-Profile
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>


2.5 OMA-TS-DCD_CBS_Adaptation-V1_0-20080715-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2008

08.12
	E
	2.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: References non-existing [DCD-TS-CallFlows]

Proposed Change: Remove reference to [DCD-TS-CallFlows].
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	E002
	2008

08.12
	E
	2.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: References non-existing [DCD-TS-Syntax]

Proposed Change: Remove reference to [DCD-TS-Syntax].
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	E003
	2008

08.12
	E
	2.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: References non-existing [DCD-TS-Bindings]

Proposed Change: Remove reference to [DCD-TS-Bindings].
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	E004
	2008

08.12
	E
	All
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: Various grammatical errors. 

Proposed Change: Run a grammar check and correct.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	E005
	2008 08 13
	E
	2.1
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: Reference to [DCD-TS-CallFlows] is not needed any more.
Proposed Change:

delete the reference to the [DCD-TS-CallFlows]
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	E006
	2008 08 13
	E
	4
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: In the introduction section, there are few TBD for sections
Proposed Change:

Add text to the final version with clarification on section 9
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	E007
	2008 08 13
	T
	
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: WBXML encoding should be mandatory for implementation when using CBS
Proposed Change:

Add in the SCR table support for wbxml encoding as mandatory in client and Server
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>


2.6 OMA-TS-DCD_BCAST_Adaptation-V1_0-20080709-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2008

08.12
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: Requirements placed on DECA.

Proposed Change: Reword the requirements so that they are on the DCD Client instead of the DECA.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F002
	2008

08.12
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: Requirements placed on CP.

Proposed Change: Reword the requirements so that they are on the DCD Server instead of the CP.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F003
	2008

08.12
	E
	5.4.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: Requirements placed on DECA.

Proposed Change: Reword the requirements so that they are on the DCD Client instead of the DECA.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F004
	2008

08.12
	E
	5.4.2
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: Requirements placed on CP.

Proposed Change: Reword the requirements so that they are on the DCD Server instead of the CP.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F005
	2008

08.12
	T
	5.5.1.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: Refers to DM provisioning of BCAST access parameters for pre-subscribed channels, not a supported feature of the DCD DM MO.

Proposed Change: Change to reference provisioning of default DCD-2 / DCD-3 BCAST access parameters, but not related to specific pre-subscribed channels.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F006
	2008

08.12
	T
	5.5.1.3
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: Refers to BCAST FD-C terminating content reception for a channel.

Proposed Change: Change to “…the DCD Client SHALL indicate to the BCAST FD-C via the DCD-BCAST-3 interface that it should terminate content reception for the BCAST file delivery session associated with the channel.”
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F007
	2008

08.12
	T
	5.7.1.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: Use of BCAST for DCD-3 is driven by presence of BCAST access info in DCD connection profile, and not “out of scope”.

Proposed Change: Change the 1st paragraph to indicate that “If the applicable DCD-3 connection profile contains the BCAST access info element, the DCD Client SHALL be prepared to receive DCD-3 transactions over BCAST.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F008
	2008

08.12
	E
	5.7.2.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: “DCD Content” should be “DCD-3 administrative messaging” in the 2nd paragraph.

Proposed Change: Correct the reference to DCD Content.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F009
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.7
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: Unclear which Admin messages are possible to deliverer over BCAST 

Proposed Change: Add a list messages or reference
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F010
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.7.2
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: usage of  the message-ID fields needs to be described. E.g. according to the description 

 “Identifies this message. The Message-ID is unique within a current session. “

This mandates the message-id to be unique with in a session. This is not possible within BCAST

Proposed Change: Change the definition or describe how to handle this
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F011
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.7.1
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: usage of  the message-ID fields needs to be described. E.g. according to the description 

 “Identifies this message. The Message-ID is unique within a current session. “

This mandates the message-id to be unique with in a session. This is not possible within BCAST

Proposed Change: Change the definition or describe how to handle this
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F012
	2008.08.12
	T
	General
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: How will error response differs from unicast. 

Messages sent to the DC may invoke errors how should they be handled? Consider the use case of 10 million users addressed in a BCAST  message, do we want 10 million responses etc

Both DC and DS initiated errors may occur

How is Broadcast Multicast error communicated back to the DS. Delivery error will occour in a different manner

Proposed Change: An error chapter is needed that described the specific behavior for BCAST case
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F013
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.7.2
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: How should the server treat Application-ID? One BCAST delivery per Application-ID?  One BCAST channel per Application-ID?

Proposed Change: Explain 
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F014
	2008.08.12
	T
	5.7.1
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment: How should the client handle Application-ID? One BCAST delivery per Application-ID? 

Proposed Change: Explain
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	F015
	2008.08.12
	T
	General
	Source: Kent Bogestam

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0111
Comment Examples on the basic flow would add value to the BCAST TS

Proposed Change: Add examples
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>


2.7 OMA-TS-DCD_Charging-V1_0-20080626-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	G001
	2008

08.12
	E
	5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: missing the arrow to the DCD Charging Enabler User in CH-1

Proposed Change: insert an arrow
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	G002
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.1.1
Table 1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: remove the application layer interface. The contact point it the only DCD Server not application layer. After receiving the event in the DS side, the charging enabler can get the meaningful information.
Proposed Change: remove 7.2.x.x. in Table 1
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	G003
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.2.2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: ‘DCD Client’ is duplicated in step 4

Proposed Change: remove one ‘DCD Client’
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	G004
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.2.2.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: not external case, it is just for the internal case. External case is from the content provider through DCD Server to DCD Client and internal case is initiated by user.

Proposed Change: change 

1.title

2. second paragraph, first sentence
3. Fig 4 title
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	G005
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.3.2.2

6.3.2.4.2

6.3.2.5.2

6.3.2.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0091
Comment: User has sufficient units and the DCD Server checks with Charging Enabler, which means DCD Server has the information of RSU before the sending CH-2 initial Request.

Proposed Change: CH-2 initial Request should have RSU(Requested-Service-Unit) as parameter and CH-2 Termination Request should have USU(Used-Service-Unit), LOGOUT for "Termination Cause" 
or 
SERVICE_NOT_PROVIDED for "Termination Cause"
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	G006
	2008

08.12
	E
	6.1.1
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103

Comment: Incorrect Semantics TS section references in Table 1.

Proposed Change: Correct the references.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	G007
	2008

08.12
	T
	6.3.2.7
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103

Comment: “Editor Note: To define how to include the error code in the Event Request”

Proposed Change: Resolve the note.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>


2.8 OMA-TS-DCD_MO-V1_0-20080709-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	H001
	2008

08.05
	T
	5.1.5,

5.1.12 and

5.1.21
	Source: Gemalto

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: These 3 nodes include the text string “NetworkSelection” in their names but this terminology is misleading with the 3GPP, 3GPP2, as it indicates the selection of Radio Access Technology.

Proposed Change: It is recommended to change the node names to something like “DeliveryNetwork”.
	Status: OPEN

Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>


2.9 OMA-ERELD-DCD-V1_0-20080624-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	I001
	2008
08.12
	E
	5, 6
	Source: Bryan Sullivan, AT&T
Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0103
Comment: Path is incorrect to schema repository.
Proposed Change: Change 

(a) http://www.openmobilealliance.org/Tech/DTD to http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/profiles
(b) http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/profiles/DCD/dcd-v1_0.xsd to http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/profiles/dcd-v1_0.xsd
(c) http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/profiles/DCD/ccppschema_dcd-v1_0 to http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/profiles/ccppschema_dcd-v1_0
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	I002
	2008 08 13
	T
	6
	Source: aprimo@celltick.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0097

Comment: mime type registered tokens are missing  

Proposed Change: Add the register tokens – 0x53 and 0x54 for mime types –section 6 (4a and 4b)
	Status: OPEN 
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>


2.10 OMA-ETR-DCD-V1_0-20080711-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	J001
	2008.07.24
	E
	5.1
	Source: IOP-BRO

Form: IOP-BRO ConfCall 7/24/2008

Comment: The ETR template is somewhat misaligned  with the process and the IOP requirements should be divided into Mandatory and Optional per the complexity and effect upon interoperability, and NOT based upon the SCR status alone.

Proposed Change: Update tables to focus on mandatory requirements for IOP, not conformance.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	J002
	2008.07.24
	E
	5.1
	Source: IOP-BRO

Form: IOP-BRO ConfCall 7/24/2008

Comment: Optional requirements that are not essential for IOP should be removed. If included but not implemented/tested by the IOP participants, they will become a blocking issue for completion of the IOP phase.

Proposed Change: Remove truly optional requirements from ETR, if they are not considered essential for IOP test.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>

	J003
	2008.07.24
	E
	4
	Source: IOP-BRO

Form: IOP-BRO ConfCall 7/24/2008

Comment: It is unclear whether DCD can be tested with the DCD Client only, or whether an application is required on the client side.

Proposed Change: Clarify DCD dependency upon application layer test harnesses on the client side.
	Status: OPEN
Response: <describe>

Action: <what / who>

Resolved by: <doc reference>

Recorded in: <minutes reference>
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