Doc# OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20070101-I[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Change Request

Doc# OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20070101-I
Change Request



Change Request

	Title:
	RDRR Comments 57, 58 and 59
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	REQ LFC AHG

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-RD-LFC-V1_0-20070924

	Submission Date:
	04/10/2007

	Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 0: New Functionality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1: Major Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2: Bug Fix
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 3: Clerical

	Source:
	Edward Hall,
Vodafone Group

edward.hall@vodafone.com


1 Reason for Change

This CR proposes how to close the following comments to the LFC RD.
Comment A057:

	A001
	2007.7.17
	T
	6
	Source: Edward.Hall@VODAFONE.COM
Form: email

Comment: It is expected that a common LFC data model will be specified to enable the packaging and referencing on LFC elements in an LFC package.
Proposed Change: Introduce a requirement in section 6 around the need for specifying a common LFC data model.
	Status: OPEN, Edward




This comment was intended to encourage a “create once, consume anywhere” philosophy for LFC. After discussion with many companies and delegates involved in LFC RD work, it was understood that a working assumption among the group that the AD will cover various permutations of LFC package constructs. This assumption meets the requirement from Vodafone and thus the comment is withdrawn.

Comment A058:
	A002
	2007.7.17
	T
	6
	Source: Edward.Hall@VODAFONE.COM
Form: email

Comment: In use Case 5.3, the ability to store new configurations implies that every LFC capable terminal has to have the capability to create LFC packages from various components. Is this the case and is it considered feasible and necessary?
Proposed Change: Introduce a requirement in section 6 around the terminal creating LFC packages, to be discussed for a later release than 1.0.
	Status: OPEN, Edward




After careful consideration, the burden on devices to perform this operation is not as significant as previously thought, therefore this comment can be closed with no further action.
Comment A059:

	A003
	2007.7.17
	T
	6
	Source: Edward.Hall@VODAFONE.COM
Form: email

Comment: Certification: LFC packages may need signing with certificates. This may be for preventing fraud or malicious attack. The need for signing content in LFC should be reviewed.
Proposed Change: Introduce a requirement in section 6 around signing LFC content, to be discussed whether to include in v1.0 or later.
	Status: OPEN, Edward




The authentication of an LFC packages source is an important piece of functionality as it can be used to prevent content spoofing, block malicious attack vectors, help to protect brand and ensure a predictable user experience. The inclusion of digital certificates or other security construct an be implemented in many ways, therefore a decision on how to implement this functionality is best left for AD work. Therefore this comment is withdrawn, however the functionality will be proposed during further technical work on this issue.
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

REQ LFC AHG is requested to close comment A058 with no action needed to be taken. REQ LFC AHG is also requested to consider the change and with possible revisions, agree the update.  If agreement reached, to then close comments A057 and A059 in the RDRR.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  None
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