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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-REL-2010-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and Q for Question for clarification
· For Editorial comments and Technical comments, the submitters are required to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible, for Question for clarifications this is not required.
· Marked up versions of the document can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.

RC doc are internal docs and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.
2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-TS-CAB_APIs-V1_0-20120224-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2012.03.12
	T
	All sections
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  This document makes significant use of ResourceRelPath. Appendix F. Light-weight resources (Informative) references the ALM TS. 
However, the ALM TS Annex F Appendix F. Light-weight resources (Informative)” does not address CAB 1.0 AB and PCC Application Usage XML data. While is technically captured as a comment against Annex F, it is a document wide topic for the CAB_API TS. 
Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments based on further clarifications on identification of elements in an XML-formatted document via ResourceRelPath. .
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A002
	2012.03.12
	T
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  

 The normative reference “[W3C-URLENC]” is never utilized in the TS. 

Proposed Change:   

 Remove the reference.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A003
	2012.03.12
	T
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  The element ‘filter-set” is utilized normatively, as well as mentioned informatively as examples in normative sections.

However, filter-set has no normative reference beyond the definition of a local element (of type string) in the ALM XSD.  

The TS should reference the XDM Core TS for the definition of filter-set. 
Filter-set needs to be functional with CAB 1.0 XML-formatted AB and PCC data.  

Proposed Change:   

Reference the XDM Core TS so it can be used as a reference with the element ‘filter-set’
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A004
	2012.03.12
	E
	5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:   There are many entries in tables of this section that specify ALM can be used “as is”. However, there are major questions. The next set of comments from ALU address the summary tables. 

Given the large amount of table data, it may be useful to put each of these tables into its own subsection. These subsections would appear in the table of content and more readily referenced in future CONRR comments. 

Proposed Change:   

Put each table of section 5.1 into a separate subsection. A simple introductory sentence can introduce each table. It would helpful to readers to briefly provide pointers to other parts of this TS (or the ALM TS) thereby identifying to the reader where supporting, detailed requirements can be found.  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A005
	2012.03.12
	T
	5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:   The CAB_API cannot use the ALM data type Attribute “as is” because ALM cannot identify or otherwise point to sub-trees of elements in CAB XML documents.
Proposed Change:   

The statement “ALM As defined in [Addressbook TS 1.0]” for management of contact and data lists requires more explanation. 

ALU may submit additional comments regards the support of XML-formatted CAB 1.0 AB and PCC data using ALM in the CAB_API based on clarifications to CONRR comments. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A006
	2012.03.12
	T
	5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  The table with the heading “Purpose: To allow client to manage its CAB subscription-list for Contact Subscriptions” implies that CAB_API provides this functionality. 

ALM assumes the abstract type ChannelData specified in RESTful Network API for 

Notification Channel” has been fully specified. From that TS we read:  

5.2.2.4
Type: ChannelData

This is an abstract data type that contains no elements. Data type that is used to define specific information for a particular Notification Channel type (channelData in 5.2.2.2), SHALL be derived from this data type.
It is not clear if ALM can be reused “as is” in this manner. Table entries stating “As defined in [Addressbook TS 1.0]” require more explanation and/or specification.   
Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments regards the support of XML-formatted CAB 1.0 AB and PCC data using ALM in the CAB_API based on clarifications to CONRR comments.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A007
	2012.03.12
	T
	5.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  

The table with the heading “Purpose: Management of Access Permissions To allow client access to authorization rules for shared contacts and to profile” states that CAB_API functionality is ”As defined in [Addressbook TS 1.0]”. 
The ALM data type “rule”, which appears in ALM TS Section 5.2.2.15 Type: Rule” specifies data types “listFilter” and “indivFilter”. 

A format of the form “indivFilter = indivFilterValue”, as pairs separated by an ‘&’ appears in ALM.  TS

However, often this would or will not be compatible with the CAB 1.0 AB or PCC XML-formatted data. 

In addition, CAB_API makes references to “filter-set” in ALM data types, such as for “Member” by stating “Contains a list of attributes (e.g. filter-set) related to a member”. 

Yet, it is indivFilter that would be relevant in the ALM TS. 

Therefore, the statement “As defined in [Addressbook TS 1.0]” is either incomplete or requires more explanation or specification.  

Continuing, CAB_API assumes the CAB 1.0 XDMS Access Permissions.  There should be a rationalization of the CAB_API and authorization model.  One is based on ALM and the other XDM. The latter applies to the CAB 1.0 AB and PCC XDMS. 
This comment generally applies any operation the CAB_API can perform on CAB AB or PCC XML-formatted data. 

As an aside, the CAB_API TS relies on ALM to provide the data type definition of indivFilter, This appears in the ALM XSD as part of the complex type “rule”. It is a local variable of type string. Does the CAB_API need to indicate the name space of element “names” in that string? 
Proposed Change:   

Based on further clarifications, ALU may submit additional comments on this matter.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A008
	2012.03.12
	T
	5.2.2.
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  This applies to the entire data structure section but in particular to 5.2.2.7 and 5.2.2.10. It also applies to a “rule” section from ALM (5.2.2.14 and 5.2.2.15) that is missing from the CAB_API. It is needed, for example to support section 5.3.4 Managing Authorization.
ALM defines “indivFilter” syntax and that such filters can appear “in the query string of the Request URL”.  

However, “indivFilter” will not often be applicable for XML formatted data found in the CAB 1.0 AB and PCC because the XML elements are often selected by their attributes.

A subsection should explain (or referenced) the structure of filters, at least for filter-set. 

The text should explain how filter-set and indivFilter differ and provide a table the CAB_API cases where each is applicable. 
Can indivFilter be viewed as a data structure existing outside of the context of a Request URI, i.e., after a separator (‘?’) character? 
Proposed Change:   

Create subsection to explain structure and use of filters (or at least filter-set) in CAB_API.

ALM and CAB_API  schemas use of elementFormDefault set to unqualified. However, the schemas from IETF and CAB/XDM use elementFormDefault set to qualified. Because of this, there should be an explanation of the appearance of prefixes XML instances of the structures being specified in this overall section.

If there is global data, explanation should be provided that prefixes are not hidden for such global data.

Subsequent ALU comments address global data regards the CAB_API and associated ALM functionality appearing in CAB_API. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A009
	2012.03.12
	T
	5.2.2.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  ContactCollection is a list of contacts where each has an ALM AttributeList of Attributes) .
The data type sendFullListContent in the example of ALM 6.17 is never defined ALM, CAB_API or Common TS. Nor any XSD.  

What happens if the value is “false” instead of “true”?  Does that result in partial document change updates?  If so, what is the structure applicable to changes to CAB 1.0 AB and/or PCC XML-formatted data? 
Proposed Change:   

ALU will provide further comments based on discussion of the above comment. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A010
	2012.03.12
	T
	5.2.2.6
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  Individual contacts (or collection of contacts) are very similar to that of individual profiles (or collections of profiles). Data design should acknowledge data as identical with perhaps small variations. 
Like “contact” a “profile” can have a shared identity.  A user can hide their identity. We have this supported in XDM, which utilizes it in CAB (PCC).  We need to reflect the same in profiles for the CAB_API. 
Both contact and profile are CAB formatted data based on the same underlying XML schema (person-details, group-details, and org-details) 
The “link” element in profiles can be specified “not applicable”, “empty”, or some other clear wording.  
Proposed Change:   

Merge the contact and profile data types, or explain profile is essentially contact.  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A011
	2012.03.12
	T
	5.2.2.10
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  This section (the table) references vCard 2.1 and 3.0. 
It should reference CAB 1.0 AB and PCC XML-formatted data. 

It may be useful to indicate the extension is about extending the enumeration not the structure. 
Proposed Change:   

Identify correct types and make edits to object value description.  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A012
	2012.03.12
	T
	5.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  This section does use or reference actual CAB 1.0 XML-formatted PCC and/or AB XML-formatted data. 

CAB data types involved in the API requests and responses need to be provided.   

A problem that exists widely in the CAB_API TS is that of referencing examples from the ALM TS when in fact ALM itself is not XML-aware. 
Proposed Change:   

Provide sequence examples referencing CAB 1.0 XML-formatted data. 

Sequences should address the following: 

Data in “curly brackets” should be be compatible with the CAB 1.0 AB and PCC Application Usages. 

CAB_API and/or AML MIME types in the requests or responses should be cited. 

For data subscriptions, the case of sendFullListContent=’false’ should be addressed. 

Filters should address CAB 1.0 AB and PCC XML-formatted data. 

Sequences related to external requests or collections of requests are needed 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A013
	2012.03.12
	T
	6
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  The impact of multiple devices on data coherence and integrity should be addressed. 

ETags and conditional HTTP headers for the CAB_API are not referenced or discussed.  

If the supporting Network API references already address this topic, it needs to be cited.  

Proposed Change:   ALU may submit additional comments on this topic after further discussion, details, etc., becomes available.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A014
	2012.03.12
	T
	6.1 to 6.12 
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  These sections require more explanation and specification as to how ALM procedures apply to XML-formatted CAB data. 

Some of the procedures of these sections use filter-set as an example, despite the fact filter-set never appears in the ALM TS.   

Due to lack of detail, it is not possible at this time to provide comprehensive CONRR comments.  

Proposed Change:   ALU may submit additional comments on sections 6.1 to 6.12 after further details regarding XML-formatted data, use of filters, etc., applicable to ALM for CAB XML formatted data is available.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A015
	2012.03.12
	T
	6.1, 6.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: Is it possible to create or delete a collection? Is it possible to delete more than one contact from a collection? 

Proposed Change:   ALU may submit additional comments after further detail become available.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A016
	2012.03.12
	T
	6.13 - 6.15
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:   These sections rely on the ALM “contact” data type, which utilizes ALM “AttributeList” and “Attribute” data types. ALM defines two value types for the “Attribute”: string and opaque binary data, which CAB_API extends to include CAB XML-formatted data encoded in opaque binary form. 

Therefore, the ALM “Attribute” has not been adapted to handle native XML-formatted data, which is the focus of the CAB_API.

On the other hand, filters, lightweight resources, etc., in the CAB_API are (or should be) XML-aware. For example, these point at CAB 1.0 AB and PCC XML-formatted data. 

CAB+API being able to point at or into XML formatted data, filter on that data, but not being able to include XML-formatted data seems inconsistent. 

Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments based on further clarifications.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A017
	2012.03.12
	T
	6.15
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:    Filters in CAB_API document changes are missing altogether.  Is it intentional? 

Read, etc., access to CAB XML documents via the CAB_API uses ALM-type filters. Filter-set is used for CAB_API import, export, etc.

Each of these seems to work differently although they filter identical data. Similar functions on similar (or identical) data should use provide similar capabilities and diefine similar mechanisms. 

In addition, specification is needed for the case of sendFullListContent=’false’, see the example of 6.17. This data type (or variable) is never defined in ALM or CAB_API.
Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments based on clarifications.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A018
	2012.03.12
	T
	6.16, 6.17
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  Is it possible to write an “Attribute” of an “Attribute List” of a “Profile” in a manner parallel to contact or member, given they are based on nearly identical data?  
Proposed Change:   

Based on clarifications, ALU may submit additional comments.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A019
	2012.03.12
	T
	6.16.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  Section 6.16 Resource: Collection of Profiles examples are inconsistent with those of sections 6.3 Resource: Attributes for a contact and 6.4 Resource: Individual attribute for a contact because both return identically formatted data. 
Use of resFormat URI parameter in CAB_API requires explanation regards actual CAB AB and PCC XML-formatted data. 
Proposed Change:   

Based on further clarifications ALU may submit additional comments.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A020
	2012.03.12
	T
	6.18
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  There are questions about ALM-defined authorization and how that applies to CAB AB and PCC XML-formatted data. 
Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments based on clarifications to the above.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A021
	2012.03.12
	T
	6.19, 6.20
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: The example does not show responses conveying filter-set elements associated with the original external request?  Such an example should be provided or should be included in existing examples.
Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments after the above topic is clarified.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A022
	2012.03.12
	T
	7
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: Are there missing error cases that need to be defined due to the use of filter-set in CAB_API? 
Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments after the above topic is clarified.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A023
	2012.03.12
	T
	Annex B2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: Questions exist regarding the CAB_API Request URI. It is not possible to make comprehensive comments on this section. 
Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments based on clarifications to main sections of the specification.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A024
	2012.03.12
	T
	Annex C, D
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: Open questions exist on the main sections of the specification making it difficult to submit comprehensive comments against these annexes.  
Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments for these annexes based on clarifications to main sections of the specification.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A025
	2012.03.12
	T
	Annex E
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: Do the new CAB_API extensions need to be included in this section? 

Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments after the above is clarified.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A026
	2012.03.12
	T
	Annex F 
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: ALU has submitted comments on [ResourceRelPath] in main sections of the CAB_API TS. Further clarifications are needed to perform a comprehensive review.  

Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments after the above topic is clarified.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A027
	2012.03.12
	T
	Annex G, H 
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: ALU has submitted comments on authorizations in the main CAB_API TS. Further clarifications are needed to perform a comprehensive review.  

Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments after the above topic is clarified.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A028
	2012.03.12
	T
	Annex G, H 
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent

Comment: ALU has submitted comments on external requests in the main CAB_API TS. Further clarifications are needed to perform a comprehensive review.  

Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit additional comments after the above topic is clarified.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A029
	2012.03.12
	T
	Annex B1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent

Comment: Questions exist for the entire normative part of the specification.  

Proposed Change:   

ALU may submit comments against the SCR of annex B1 based on clarifications on the main sections of the specification.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


2.2 OMA-SUP-XSD_rest_netapi_convergedaddressbook-V1_0-20120222-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2012.03.12
	T
	Entire schema
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment:  
The schema from IETF that supports “filter-set” is not imported. The import would also define a prefix and then use it in this schema.
For example in the CAB_API TS, we see in section 5.2.2.7 Type: ExternalRequest the following data type

 filter:filter-set 

It is inconsistent with this schema, although given that CAB_API works on XDM data (CAB 1.0 Application Usages) it does make sense.  

Proposed Change:  Needs to be imported, needs to have a prefix defined, and then needs to use the prefix with filter-set.
There are further comments on this from ALU. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B002
	2012.03.12
	T
	Entire schema
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: “Fitler-set” should reference the XDM Core TS.

There is IETF errata for RFC4661, which defines “filter-set”. Example errors in RFC 4661: The ABNF does not match examples. Please see 

http://www.rfc-editor.org/errata_search.php?rfc=4661
The CAB 1.0 Enabler specifies that the CAB 1.0 AB and PCC Application Usages use “filter-set” per the XDM 2.1 TS core specifications, For example, the CAB 1.0 TS Section 5.2 Contact Subscription refers to XDM TS Core Section 6.1.2 that refers to Appendix I.“Filter ABNF" (Normative). 
Proposed Change: Need to reference “filter-set” in accordance with the CAB Application Usage, which will be the XDM Core TS. . 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B003
	2012.03.12
	T
	Entire schema
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: “Filter-set” in XDM TS does not filter on instances of XML-attributes in XML documents, but the CAB_API may need such filtering. 

The XDM TS Core Annex I does not address ABNF revisions to filter XML attributes. The ABNF currently only filters XML elements. 
Proposed Change: Determine if attribute filtering is required in CAB_API and send note to the XDM WG. 
Add editor’s note explaining the issue the mean time. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B004
	2012.03.12
	T
	Entire schema
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: 

The CAB_API schema must import CAB 1.0 AB and PCC name spaces. This is because those name spaces will appear in “fitler-set” elements among other places. The name spaces are: urn:oma:xml:cab:ab and urn:oma:xml:cab:pcc. 

Then specify the associated name space prefixes. 
Proposed Change: 
Add the imports directives and specify associated prefixes. 
The prefix ‘ab’ for the Address List Manager ALM is confusing to readers familiar with CAB XML formatted data, which is central to CAB_API.  It is proposed that 
CAB 1.0 AB uses the prefix ‘ab’
CAB 1.0 PCC uses the prefix ‘pcc’
ALM uses the prefix ‘alm’

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B005
	2012.03.12
	T
	Entire schema
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: This schema imports the ALM XSD. 
Both this and the ALM XSD define child elements of the schema root, implying such elements are globally defined. As such they have to have a name space prefix.  

Both this and the ALM XSD have name spaces switched off (unqualified is the default value for elementFormDefault).  Thus, name spaces of elements defined in the schema are hidden in instance documents.  
It is prohibited to have globally defined data in schemas that are “unqualified”.  
Proposed Change:  

It appears that global data is being defined in schemas have hidden prefixes.  If this is the case, one approach would be to make all schemas “qualified”.
Another approach would be to eliminate globally defined elements from this schema and verify no other global data inherited from other imported schemas have prefixes that are being hidden. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


2.3 <doc ref>

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B006
	2012.03.12
	T
	Entire schema
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: EmptyType is undefined.
Will the data type defined herein EmptyType clarify how ALM data types are incorporated into the CAB_API? 
Proposed Change:  

EmptyType needs to be defined.
It must be clarified how these extensions extend ALM and make use of ALM data types, assuming they do. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B007
	2012.03.12
	T
	Entire schema
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: The CAB_API XSD extends ALM XSD by defining two element types, namely ExternalRequest and ExternalRequestCollection. 
This XSD does not specify how CAB formatted data (PCC and AB) appear in ALM data types such as “Attribute”. 
However, as explained in the CAB_API TS, CAB_API relies on ALM for functions not related to the two specific data types (commands) addressed in this XSD. 
In order for ALM to operate on CAB formatted data, ALM data types need to become CAB XML-formatted data aware. 

Therefore, extension define in this XSD is incomplete as is. 

Proposed Change:  

Address CAB formatted data in the CAB_API data types. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B008
	2012.03.12
	T
	Entire schema
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: The following comment is found in the CAB_API XSD:  Most of the data types used for CAB are imported from Address Book schema. Following are definitions of data types specific for CAB 

A reader familiar with CAB 1.0 may conclude “AB” means the CAB AB. Instead it means “ALM”.  

This comment is also associated with a previous ALU comment that addresses missing import directives, etc. Again, those schemas have to be imported for the API to work. 

Proposed Change:  

Replace comment with the following new comment:
“Imported data types in CAB_API are Address List Manager (ALM), CAB 1.0 AB/PCC schemas, and XDM related schemas, e.g., fitler-set, which XDM derives from IETF schemas.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B009
	2012.03.12
	T
	Entire schema
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0040-INP_CAB_API_CONR_Comments_Alcatel_Lucent
Comment: Is there a new data type “Profile Collection” that needs to be specified herein?

Proposed Change:  

Profile Collection is part of the CAB_API TS whereas it is not defined in the ALM or CAB _API XSD. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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