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1 Reason for Change

This CR presents the proposed resolution to address RDRR comments A358 to A386 that are relevant to the following requirements in the CAB RD.

	Label
	Description
	Enabler Release

	CAB-HLF-024
	The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to notify a CAB User when another CAB User added him/her to his/her contacts, based on user preferences and service provider policy.
	CAB V 1.0

	CAB-HLF-025
	The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to notify a CAB User when one of his/her contacts becomes also a CAB User, based on user preferences and service provider policy.

Editor’s note: The feasibility of this feature for confederated domains will be visited in AD stage.
	CAB V 1.0

	CAB-HLF-027
	A CAB User adding another CAB User as a contact SHALL be provided by the CAB Enabler with the option to notify his/her contact of addition to the address book.
	CAB V1.0

	CAB-HLF-028
	A CAB User SHALL be provided by the CAB Enabler with the option to be notified when one of his/her contacts becomes a CAB User.  
	CAB V1.0


RDRR Comments for Reference:

	A358
	2008.04.25
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-024
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: doc #0096

Comment:  editorial 

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL have the capability be able to notify a CAB User when another CAB User addsed the CAB User him/her to their him/her address bookcontacts , based on CAB Uuser preferences and service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A359
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-024
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0093

Comment:
Clarify the relationship between CAB users.
It is not clear which party the user preferences and service provider policy are based on.

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to notify a CAB User B when another CAB User A added him/her (B) to his/her (A’s) contacts, based on user preferences and service provider policy on the party who receives notification.
	Status: OPEN

	A360
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-024
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A332], [A355], [A254], [A260], [A367], [A371], [A374], [A382]
	Status: OPEN

	A361
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-024
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-025: Same as HLF-028.

Proposed Change: Remove duplicates
	Status: OPEN

	A362
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-024
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: CAB-HLF-024 & CAB-HLF-027: These two requirements seem redundant.

Proposed Change: Collapse them into one or remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A375]
	Status: OPEN

	A363
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Readability correction

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to notify a CAB User when one of his/her contacts becomes also a CAB User, based on user preferences and service provider policy.
	Status: OPEN

	A364
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: CAB-HLF-025 & CAB-HLF-028: Requirements are the same.

Proposed Change: Remove one of the requirements.

EN: See also [A379]
	Status: OPEN

	A365
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: Not sure if ‘confederated" is the right word. In addition, the feasibility of requirements should always be checked in the AD and TS phases, and therefore there is no need for the editor’s note

Proposed Change: 
Delete the editor’s note
	Status: OPEN

	A366
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: If a contact is not initially a CAB User (i.e. no CAB address) what criteria is used to reconcile the user when it is later found that they have become a CAB User?  Seems this could lead to searching (periodic scanning??) or other scheme which could involve comparing against various data items. 

Proposed Change: May be a good idea to reduce from a SHALL
	Status: OPEN

	A367
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A332], [A355], [A254], [A260], [A360], [A371], [A374], [A382]
	Status: OPEN

	A368
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: CAB-HLF-030 – how this can be tested. Also, since "native address book" is not defined, it is not clear how CAB can supersede it and how the CAB can provide seamless evolution from it.

Proposed Change: remove the requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A369
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: CAB-HLF-025 & CAB-HLF-028: These two requirements seem redundant.

Proposed Change: Collapse them into one or remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A383]
	Status: OPEN

	A370
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-025
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: CAB-HLF-025, CAB-HLF-028: Duplicate requirements 

Proposed Change: 

These two requirements are the same and should remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A384]
	Status: OPEN

	A371
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-026
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A332], [A355], [A254], [A260], [A360], [A367], [A374], [A382]
	Status: OPEN

	A372
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Readability correction.  Appears to be the opposite of HLF-024 

Proposed Change: 

The CAB Enabler SHALL provide the Aa CAB User adding another CAB User as a contact SHALL be provided by the CAB Enabler with the option to notify another CAB User when he/she adds them his/her contact of addition to their address book.
	Status: OPEN

	A373
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-027, CAB-HLF-028: This should be a service provider policy, not a functional requirement. HLF-024 and HLF-025 are sufficient.

Proposed Change: 
Delete requirements HLF-027 and HLF-028

EN: See also  [A380]
	Status: OPEN

	A374
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A332], [A355], [A254], [A260], [A360], [A367], [A371], [A382]
	Status: OPEN

	A375
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: CAB-HLF-024 & CAB-HLF-027: These two requirements seem redundant.

Proposed Change: Collapse them into one or remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A362]
	Status: OPEN

	A376
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Huawei

Form: doc #0093

Comment:
It is with same requirement as CAB-HLF-024
Proposed Change: 

Remove CAB-HLF-027
	Status: OPEN

	A377
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-027
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: The relation of CAB-HLF-027 with CAB-HLF-024 is unclear. Is the purpose of CAB-HLF-027 to give the “adding” CAB User the option to explicitly notify the “added” CAB User that the “adding” CAB User added him/her to his/her address book?

Proposed Change: 

Please clarify and consider rewording if the above understanding is correct.
	Status: OPEN

	A378
	2008.04.24
	E
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Mike Parsel, Sprint Nextel

Form: INP doc by mail Message-ID:  <E30E30D7A83AD34FB776C84A0B01BB472516F10919@PDAWM02C.ad.sprint.com>

Comment: Appears to be the same requirement as HLF-025. 

Proposed Change: 

Delete this requirement
	Status: OPEN

	A379
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde, Acision

Form: doc #0084

Comment: CAB-HLF-025 & CAB-HLF-028: Requirements are the same.

Proposed Change: Remove one of the requirements.

EN: See also [A364]
	Status: OPEN

	A380
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Telefonica SA

Form: doc #0087 

Comment: CAB-HLF-027, CAB-HLF-028: This should be a service provider policy, not a functional requirement. HLF-024 and HLF-025 are sufficient.

Proposed Change: 
Delete requirements HLF-027 and HLF-028

EN: See also  [A373]
	Status: OPEN

	A381
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Motorola

Form: doc #0083

Comment: Seems this is redundant with HLF-025 

Proposed Change: Delete or distinguish difference with HLF-025
	Status: OPEN

	A382
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Form: doc #0086

Comment: HLF-020 – 23, 010, 011 and 011 & maybe 24-28: Seems all subscription related requirement are in mess and should be clarified and aligned. There are too many requirements for a same thing.

Proposed Change: merge similar requirements, and group all resulting requirements e.g. in a sub-section. Remove unnecessary requirements and clarify remaining 

EN: See also: [A332], [A355], [A254], [A260], [A360], [A367], [A371], [A374]
	Status: OPEN

	A383
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Suresh Chitturi, RIM

Form: doc #0090

Comment: CAB-HLF-025 & CAB-HLF-028: These two requirements seem redundant.

Proposed Change: Collapse them into one or remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A369]
	Status: OPEN

	A384
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Jerry Shih

Form: doc #0092

Comment: CAB-HLF-025, CAB-HLF-028: Duplicate requirements 

Proposed Change: 

These two requirements are the same and should remove one of them.

EN: See also: [A370]
	Status: OPEN

	A385
	2008.04.24
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Huawei

Form: < INP doc, mtg, confcall >

Comment:
It is with same requirement as CAB-HLF-025
Proposed Change: 

Remove CAB-HLF-028
	Status: OPEN

	A386
	2008.04.25
	T
	6.1 CAB-HLF-028
	Source: Nortel

Form: doc #0089

Comment: CAB-HLF-028 seems to be already covered by CAB-HLF-025.

Proposed Change: 

Please delete CAB-HLF-028 if this is the case or please consider rewording it if the above understanding is not correct.
	Status: OPEN


Summary:

· Almost all the reviewer’s suggest that the requirements CAB-HLF-025 and CAB-HLF-028 overlap with each other and proposed that CAB-HLF-028 be deleted. Therefore, CAB-HLF-028 has been deleted.

· Similarly, CAB-HLF-027 appears to be a very fine variation of CAB-HLF-024 and does not add much value in the requirements. In other words, a solution to CAB-HLF-024 would encompass the solution to requirement CAB-HLF-027. Therefore, CAB-HLF-027 has been deleted.

2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None

3 Impact on Other Specifications

None

4 Intellectual Property Rights

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

5 Recommendation

We recommend the group to review and agree to this CR.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

6. Requirements
(Normative)

6.1 High-Level Functional Requirements

	Label
	Description
	Enabler Release

	CAB-HLF-024
	The CAB Enabler SHALL be able to notify a CAB User  (e.g. User A) when another CAB User (e.g. User B) added  him/her (A) to his/her (B) contacts, based on CAB Users (A and B) preferences and service provider policy.
	CAB V 1.0
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