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1. Review Information

1.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	Source/ Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


1.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full
	2006-09-04

To 2006-9-24
	R & A
	ARC
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0-20060828-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1
	2006.9.22
	y
	Copyright page & all footers
	Source: Nortel

Form: INP doc

Wrong copyright statement.

Update 2005 to 2006
	Status: OPEN

	2
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	1. Scope
	Source: Lucent

“Or, Screening Rules are applied when explicitly called by a requester.”

Propose to replace “Or” with “Alternatively”.
	Status: OPEN

	3
	2006.9.22
	
	Section 1

2nd paragraph
	Source: Nortel

Form: INP doc

Awkward sentence structure, “Or, Screening Rules are applied when explicitly called by a requester.”

Suggest to replace ‘Or’ with ‘Alternatively’
	Status: OPEN
Same as above

	4
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	1. Scope
	Source: Lucent

“The architecture shown in this document is intended to facilitate the development of specifications for defining, managing, evaluating, and enforcing policies in a way …”

Propose to replace “policies” with “screening rules”.


	Status: OPEN

	5
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	1. Scope
	Source: Lucent

What is the interpretation of the sentence:

“Additionally, the architecture enables reuse by other enablers so that their requirements are satisfied.”

Reuse specifically for what (otherwise it is an empty statement) – and how can this particular architecture ensure that another enablers’ reqmts are satisfied ?

Propose to delete.


	Status: OPEN

	6
	2006.09.24
	
	1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

“Additionally, the architecture enables reuse by other enablers so that their requirements are satisfied.”

Don’t know how CBCS can satisfy the requirements of other enablers.

Propose to delete the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

Same as above

	7
	2006.09.20
	
	1
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on:

"to, or responses" (line n°2 page 4)

Suggested resolution:

Replace by "applied to requests and/or to responses from resources".
	Status: OPEN

	8
	2006.09.20
	
	1
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on:

"resources" (line n°3 page 4)

Suggested resolution:

precise what does "resources" means
	Status: OPEN

	9
	2006.09.20
	
	1
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on:

"requester" (line n°3 page 4)

Suggested resolution:

precise what does "requester" means and also what is the difference made between "resources" and "requester"
	Status: OPEN

	10
	2006.09.24
	Y
	1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP doc

This document provides the architecture for the Category-Based Content Screening (CBCS) enabler of OMA”

Here Category-Based used, later on in the document Categorization is used instead of Category combined with based (sometimes capitalized sometimes not) with or without a dash

Propose to agree on a term and use it consistently throughout the document
	Status: OPEN



	11
	2006.09.24
	Y
	1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

Or, Screening Rules are applied when explicitly called by a requester.”

Propose to delete “Or, “
	Status: OPEN



	12
	2006.09.24
	Y
	1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

“The architecture shown in this document is intended to facilitate the development of specifications for defining, managing, evaluating, and enforcing policies…”

Propose to use Screening Rules consistently throughout the document instead of policies
	Status: OPEN



	13
	2006.9.22
	
	Sect.2.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: INP doc

Replace “<doc ref>,” with “OMA-ORG-Dictionary-V2_4”
	Status: OPEN

	14
	2006.09.20
	Y
	2.2
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on:

"<doc ref>"

Suggested resolution:

we need to add the reference of the document or to delete theses words


	Status: OPEN
Save as above

	15
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	3.2 Definitions
	Source: Lucent

Definition for “Categorization Based Content Screening User Profile”. Here and throughout the document, we sometime use “Categorization based”, while other times we use “Categorization-based”. Propose to use “-“ here and throughout the document consistently. May also want to be consistent with the use of upper case or lower case “based” (no preference).
	Status: OPEN
Same as 5.

	16
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	3.2 Definitions
	Source: Lucent
Content Scanning definition.

Fix indentations on NOTE.
	Status: OPEN

	17
	2006.09.20
	
	3.2
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Add definition of CBCS User
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	18
	2006.09.20
	
	3.2
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on:

the 3.2 "definition" chapter
Suggested resolution:

The list of definitions of this AD has less term than in the RD, we suggest making homegenisation and adding terms which are in the RD definitions and which are used in this AD but not yet added in this definition section.
	Status: OPEN

	19
	2006.09.20
	
	3.2
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on:
"content" is not present in the table list

Suggested resolution:

As the "content" word is part of the CBCS enabler name, we suggest to copy-paste the definition present in the OMA DIC.

	Status: OPEN

	20
	2006.09.20
	
	3.2
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment:

About  "content" definition
Suggested resolution:

We suggest to precise the OMA dic definition for what is "content" for the CBCS enabler. Cf RD scope where it is written "The CBCS Enabler shall be applicable to any content delivery Enabler or protocol and intentionally does not restrict the definition of “content”, which allows the Enabler to apply Content Screening to practically any information communicated by/to a User. "
For example we could add " "Content" can be content part of a message (request or responses) but also could be the request itself (for example an HTTP request can have forbidden names)"


	Status: OPEN

	21
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	3.3 Abbreviations
	Source: Lucent

PEEM abbreviation – replace “Policy Enforcement, Execution and Management” with

“Policy Evaluation, Enforcement and Management”.
	Status: OPEN

	22
	2006.09.24
	Y
	3.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

PEEM abbreviation

Replace Execution with Enforcement
	Status: OPEN

Same as above

	23
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	4. Intro
	Source: Lucent

“The objective of the Categorization Based Content Screening (CBCS) Enabler is to screen content, independent of either the Resource (e.g. Device [CBCS-RD: CBCS-FUNC-24]) used to request screening or the Enabler or protocol used to deliver the content to the device [CBCS-RD: CBCS-FUNC-017].”

Replace “device” with “resource”. Or, if preferable “resource (e.g. device)”.
	Status: OPEN

	24
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	4. Intro
	Source: Lucent

“The screening process may use information such as a content category, other information (e.g. pre-categorized content [CBCS-RD: CBCS-FUNC-005], source of content (for example, the URI or the content owner), etc. [CBCS-RD: CBCS-FUNC-012]), CBCS user profile (such as the user’s age), and screening rules.

Remove “and screening rules”. This is an enumeration of information that may be used in the screening process, screening rules themselves are the ones where such information is needed – they do not belong in the same enumeration. Alternatively – the sentence may read:

“The screening process involves screening rules processing, and may use information such as a content category, other information (e.g. pre-categorized content [CBCS-RD: CBCS-FUNC-005], source of content (for example, the URI or the content owner), etc. [CBCS-RD: CBCS-FUNC-012]), CBCS user profile (such as the user’s age)”
	Status: OPEN

	25
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	4. Intro
	Source: Lucent

Fix indentation on NOTE.
	Status: OPEN

	26
	2006.09.11
	
	4, 1st paragraph, last sentence
	Source:  Huawei

Form:
Huawei comment:


CBCS subscribers are not equal to CBCS users in some use cases. And users are the real protecting target.

Suggested resolution:

Replace “subscribers” by “users”.
	Status: OPEN



	27
	2006.09.24
	
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

“As the multimedia capabilities of mobile terminals improve, an increasing number of content services become available to mobile Subscribers.  As a consequence, the mobile User’s exposure to illegal, undesired or malicious content also increases.  As mobile devices have become widespread among all parts of the population, this creates a new challenge of protecting Subscribers, for example minors, from inappropriate content”

Do we distinguish between user and subscriber?

If not, propose to use on term
	Status: OPEN

Same as above

	28
	2006.09.20
	
	4
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence:
Enabler is to screen content,
Suggested resolution:

we suggest to precise what does "content" means for this enabler.
	Status: OPEN

	29
	2006.09.20
	Y
	4, 3rd par
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest  to remove the “, etc.” from the first sentence
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	30
	2006.09.11
	
	4, 3rd  paragraph, 1st sentence
	Source: Huawei

Form:
Huawei comment:

In OMA-DICT user profile is defined as “It is the set of information, including the user identity, personal information, personal prefences, necessary to provide a user with a consistent, personalised service environment, irrespective of the user’s location or the terminal used (within the limitations of the terminal and the serving network).”
How to understand ““personal prefences, necessary to provide a user with a consistent, personalised service environment” that applicable to CBCS service?”
The explanation in the bracket is not explained exhaustively and it may lead to misunderstanding.

Suggested resolution:

CBCS user profile(such as the user’s MSISDN, age, preferred and banned  kind of content)
	Status: OPEN



	31
	2006.09.20
	
	4
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence:
FUNC-012]), CBCS user profile (such as the user’s age)

Question :

should be the minimum of the CBCS user profile defined in this document?
	Status: OPEN

	32
	2006.09.20
	
	4
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence:
and screening rules.
Questions :

1/ where are defined the screening rules?

2/ where are stored screening rules?
	Status: OPEN

	33
	2006.09.20
	
	4, 3rd par
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest to apply a bullet list to the first sentence.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	34
	2006.09.20
	
	4
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence:
or pass after consent is received.
question:

Consent received from whom? An external resource?
	Status: OPEN

	35
	2006.09.20
	
	4
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :

the introduction of the chapter 4

Suggested resolution:

We suggest adding a general diagram showing CBCS enabler and possible interactions with other entities.
	Status: OPEN

	36
	2006.09.20
	y
	4, 2nd par
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest to put “that is” before the two instances of “used” in the first sentence.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	37
	2006.09.20
	
	4.2, 2nd sentence
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest to replace “or between different domains” by “or cross domain boundaries” .
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	38
	2006.09.20
	
	4.2, 2nd sentence
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest to remove after “may be within the same domain or between different domains,” the rest of the sentence and the two bullets and replace it by: “and for both cases appropriate security measures should be considered, such as IPsec, TLS and web service security” for there is a lot of repetition in the two bullets.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	39
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	4.2 Security
	Source: Lucent

First bullet item, sentence “The intercepted requestmay need security, e.g. web services security.”

Include a space between request and may.


	Status: OPEN

	40
	2006.09.20
	y
	4.2, 1st bullet, last sentence
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest to put space between “request” and “may”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
Same as above

	41
	2006.09.20
	
	4.2, 1st bullet, 1st sentence and 2nd sentence
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

It is not clear what is “requesting resource”, if it is “resource that requests content” it is suggested to replace “requesting resource” by “resource that requests content”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	42
	2006.09.20
	
	4.2, 1st bullet, 1st sentence
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest to replace “(e.g. enabler, content provider, CBCS user)” by “(e.g. mobile User)” since this applies to the proxy usage pattern
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	43
	2006.09.11
	
	4.2 2nd bullet
	Source:Huawei

Form:
Remove “Error! Reference source not found” and change to Section 5.5.
	Status: OPEN


	44
	2006.9.22
	
	Sect 4.2

2nd bullet
	Source: Nortel

Form: INP doc

Replace cross reference with proper section (5.5??) or remove.
	Status: OPEN
Same as above

	45
	2006.09.20
	Y
	4.2
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence:
in the callable usage pattern (see Section Error! Reference source not found.)
Suggested resolution:

Editorial solution
	Status: OPEN
Same as above

	46
	2006.9.22
	
	Sect.4.2

Bullet items
	Source: Nortel

Form: INP doc

The construction of the bullet items is awkward. It seems to indicate the difference between the 2 usage patterns and then the text in each bullet is almost ver batim.

Recommend collapsing the bullet items into 1 simple paragraph.
	Status: OPEN

	47
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	4.2 Security
	Source: Lucent

“In both usage patterns the CBCS enabler policies are managed (i.e. create, modify, view, delete policies) through the management interface PEM-2.”

Propose to replace “policies” with “screening rules”. Alternatively – if this about policies applied in order to access CBCS, the sentence needs a lot more work.
	Status: OPEN

	48
	2006.09.20
	
	All (but based on sentence in 4.2 security)
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence:
screening rules.

In both usage patterns the CBCS enabler policies are managed
Suggested resolution:

need to precise the relationship between screening rules and CBCS enabler policies
	Status: OPEN

	49
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	4.2. Security
	Source: Lucent

“Various management actors such as network operator and end-user must be supported and appropriate associated security measures need to be applied: it should be possible to authenticate requestors, e.g. principles authorised by service provider or third party or an end user) and secure the PEM-2 exchanges for both the intradomain and the interdomain case.”

Propose to change to:

“Various management actors such as network operator and end-user must be supported and appropriate associated security measures need to be applied. It should be possible to authenticate requestors (e.g. an end-user, or other principals authorised by service provider or third party) and secure the PEM-2 exchanges for both the intra-domain and the inter-domain case.”
	Status: OPEN

	50
	2006.09.20
	
	4.2
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence:
management interface PEM-2.
Suggested resolution:

We suggest deleting the name of the interface as it is not yet define at this stage of this document. => "management interface"


	Status: OPEN

	51
	2006.09.20
	
	4.2, last paragraph
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest to replace “requestors” by “management actors” as this appears to be the intent.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	52
	2006.09.24
	
	4.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

“Various management actors such as network operator and end-user must be supported and appropriate associated security measures need to be applied: it should be possible to authenticate requestors, e.g. principles authorised by service provider or third party or an end user) …”.
Here the term end user (end-user) is used.

See also issue 006

Propose to agree on a term and use it consistently throughout the document.
	Status: OPEN

See also issue 27

	53
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.1 Dependencies
	Source: Lucent

“The following text places the description of the CBCS enabler found in Section 4 in the context of concepts defined in the PEEM AD [PEEM AD].  The CBCS enabler contains two components:”

The problem here is that we introduce and describe components here, before we have introduced the architecture (next section). The dependencies section has to be either primarily based on requirements, or should just state the dependencies, and point to the next section for supporting details.
	Status: OPEN

	54
	2006.09.20
	
	5.1
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence:
The CBCS enabler contains two components:
Suggested resolution:

we suggest to add the meaning that the CBCS components can be used together or separately
	Status: OPEN

	55
	2006.09.20
	y
	5.1, 1st section, 1st bullet
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest to replace “but” by “and”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	56
	2006.09.20
	
	5.1, 3rd paragraph, 1st sententce
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest to replace “CBCS-specific PEEM callable interface and a CBCS-specific PEEM management interface” by “CBCS-specific PEEM-based callable interface and a CBCS-specific PEEM-based management interface” as this may more adequately capture the intent.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	57
	2006.09.20
	
	5.1, 3rd paragraph, 4th sentence
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Suggest to replace “Instead, the CBCS RD [CBCS RD] and this document define CBCS enabler specific requirements and” by “Instead, the CBCS enabler release will define” as this captures the outcome of the CBCS standardization exercise.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	58
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.1 Dependencies
	Source: Lucent

“Instead, the CBCS RD [CBCS RD] and this document define CBCS enabler specific requirements and how to apply the PEEM callable interface and PEEM management interface.”

Since the AD does not add requirements, I

propose to replace with “Instead, the CBCS RD [CBCS RD] defines the CBCS specific requirements and and this document defines how to apply the PEEM callable interface and PEEM management interface.”


	Status: OPEN

	59
	2006.09.24
	
	5.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

“Instead, the CBCS RD [CBCS RD] and this document define CBCS enabler specific requirements and how to apply the PEEM callable interface and PEEM management interface.”

An AD does not define requirements.

Propose to replace the sentence with “Instead, the CBCS RD [CBCS RD] defines the CBCS enabler specific requirements and this document defines how the PEEM callable interface and PEEM management interface are applied to the CBCS enabler.”
	Status: OPEN

Same as above

	60
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.1 Dependencies
	Source: Lucent

Questions for consistent use of the terms: is CBCS “realized with PEEM in proxy mode or PEEM in callable mode”, or is it just “in proxy mode or callable mode”.  Note that earlier we say: CBCS can be deployed in proxy mode or callable mode.

Also – is it “mode” or is it “usage pattern” (I remember we chose to use “usage pattern” in PEEM) – let’s be consistent here.
	Status: OPEN

	61
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.1 Dependencies
	Source: Lucent

Fix indentations on NOTE. Also change “needs” to “need”. The wording of the NOTE can use some improvement.
	Status: OPEN

	62
	2006.09.20
	
	5.1, last paragraph: ”Note:..”
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

It is not at all clear which enablers the note refers to in perspective of the PEEM proxy pattern and also we cannot put requirements on these enablers in this document, hence it is suggested to remove the note.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	63
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.2 Arch. Diagram
	Source: Lucent

Figure comment:

In labels “Proxy interfaces” and “Interfaces to other resources” replace “interfaces” with “Interface” (see PEEM AD).
	Status: OPEN

	64
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	
	Source: Lucent

Figure comment (also wherever it applies in text): use of CBCS-1 (PEM-1).

CBCS-1 (PEM-1) is against the decision we reached on an AI – see mail from ARC Chair 9/1/2006 – quote:

“In order to be consistent, and in order to practice what we preach (when

providing architectural consultation to other WG's), I would like to

remind everyone to use this convention. E.g. please avoid uses like

"CBCS-x(PEM-x)".

Propose to replace everywhere by PEM-1.

Note 1: if a new convention for derived interface naming is agreed, then the proposed resolution may change accordingly

Note 2 for PEEMers: PEM-1 requirements for CBCS may involve CRs to PEEM (e.g. Standard PEM-1 templates that belong in PEEM rather than in CBCS)
	Status: OPEN

	65
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
Figure 1

Suggested resolution:

1/ we suggest to put more space into the two components boxes, in order to put the name of the interface CBCS-2 directly above the arrow (and delete dashed line)
2/ we suggest redrawing this figure when convention agreement will be reached within ARC group.
	Status: OPEN

	66
	2006.09.20
	
	5

All figures
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
Below the figures

Suggested resolution:

We suggest adding a comment related to the figure 1 under this figure. This text should describe what is presented on the figure.


	Status: OPEN

	67
	2006.09.20
	
	5

all architecture figures
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
Interface graphical representation

Suggested resolution:

Whatever would be chosen for the naming convention of the interface, we suggest writing the name of the interface above the arrow and in brackets, the type below the arrow. For example :


[image: image1]
	Status: OPEN

	68
	2006.09.20
	
	5.2 and 5.3
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

An interface to the Categorization component to manage content categorization information is missing. It is suggested to modify the diagram in section 5.2 and add appropriate paragraphs to sections 5.3 and 5.4.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	69
	2006.09.11
	
	5.2 2nd sentence
	Source:Huawei

Form: 
Part information in the CBCS user profile (such as the user’s MSISDN, age and sex) is made available to the Content Screening Component using an I2 interface.
	Status: OPEN
See also  issue 76

	70
	2006.09.20
	
	5.2
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence :
using an I2 interface,

Question :


Why an I2 interface rather than an I0 one?


	Status: OPEN

	71
	2006.9.22
	
	All Figures
	Source: Nortel

Form: INP doc

Increase the font size for the text associated with the arrows.

A general cleanup would help.
	Status: OPEN

	72
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3
	Source : Orange

Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence :

5.3 chapter organization

Suggestion :



suggestion for organization of this chapter

5.3.1 CBCS functionalities

5.3.1.1 content screening

5.3.1.2 content categorization

5.3.1.2 CBCS subscription

Etc…

5.3.2 CBCS functional entities

5.3.2.1 Content screening component

5.3.2.2 Categorization component

5.3.3 Interfaces

5.3.3.1 Interface CBCS-1

5.3.3.2 Interface CBCS-2

5.3.3.3 Interface CBCS-3

5.3.3.4 Interface CBCS-4

etc.


	Status: OPEN

	73
	2006.09.20
	
	5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence :
5 chapter


Suggested resolution: we suggest to homogenize CBCS interfaces names (with "CBCS names"? or other following discussions) and to define the link with the PEEM template in the chapter associated to the description of each interface.


	Status: OPEN

	74
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3 chapter
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on:

functionalities

Question :



Which interface and which function for CBCS subscription? And management or CBCS clients?
	Status: OPEN

	75
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.1
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence :
identifies the Screening Rules associated with the request
Suggested resolution : replace by :

· Identifies the Screening Rules associated with the content screening incoming request (proxy or callable mode). This phase include:

· The identification of the relevant fields which compose the "content" in the request ("content" part but also fields like sender  information can be relevant )

· The identification of the content category. This information about the category of the content may be present in the request. But, regarding if the sender of the request is trust/untrust, the screening rules may ask to verify/trust this category information. If no information about the category is available, the content part/relevant field has to be send to the categorization component, using the CBCS-2 interface,  in order to define the associated category.


	Status: OPEN

	76
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.1
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence :
Question & suggested resolution :


1/ 
what are the minimum information requested from the user profile? The User Profile needs to be defined.

2/ How can this component access to the User profile? Where is it stored ? how is it managed? Which link which user policies and screening rules?


	Status: OPEN

	77
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.1
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence :
Suggested resolution :


Replace by : "provides the functions management of the screening rules ( creating, updating, deleting, and viewing of Screening Rules."

	Status: OPEN

	78
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.1
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence :
Screening rules

comment :


1/ need to precise the relationship between screening rules and CBCS enabler policies.

2/ need to precise where there are stored and defined.


	Status: OPEN

	79
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.1 / all
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment :
Question about features

Question & suggested resolution :



What about the CBCS subscription? Where and how is it managed?
	Status: OPEN

	80
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.3.1
	Source: Lucent

Bullet item:

“As determined by the Screening Rules, processing may depend on the results of other functions (e.g. pattern matching).  Note that specification of the interface to these functions is not in scope of CBCS”

Missing period.


	Status: OPEN

	81
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.1, 2nd bullet, 1st subbullet

“The processing of the Screening Rules…”
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

The word “received” is used and this implies CBCS passiveness, where as the data may be actively obtained as well. Suggest to add “or obtained” after “received”.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	82
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.3.1
	Source: Lucent

Fix indentations on NOTE. Also, remove extra “that” in the NOTE.
	Status: OPEN

	83
	2006.09.11
	y
	5.3.1
	Source: Huawei

Form:
Editor NOTE: remove “that” before PEEM realization.
	Status: OPEN

Same as above

	84
	2006.09.20
	y
	5.3.1, last par. “Note:”
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Two instances of “that”: remove one of them
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
Same as above

	85
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.3.1
	Source: Lucent

In NOTE, change CBCS-1 to PEM-1, pending resolution of Lucent  issue 018.
	Status: OPEN
See also issue 64

	86
	2006.09.24
	
	5.3.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

Note

“… assuming that that PEEM realization supports CBCS-1, Screening Rules and CBCS-2.”

The CBCS-2 interface is not part of the Content Screening Component.

Propose to change sentence to

“… assuming that the PEEM realization supports CBCS-1 and Screening Rules.”
	Status: OPEN



	87
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.3.2
	Source: Lucent

“Upon request, maps content/other characteristics to one or more Content Categories. “ is missing a subject.

Propose to replace with:

“Upon request, the content categorization component maps content/other characteristics to one or more Content Categories.”
	Status: OPEN

	88
	2006.09.24
	Y
	5.3.2, 1st par., 1st sent.
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

Sentence is incomplete, no subject.
	Status: OPEN

Same as above

	89
	2006.9.22
	
	Sect. 5.3.2
	Source: Nortel

Form: INP doc

1st sentence, not a sentence.

Suggest “Upon request, the Content Categorization Component maps content/other characteristics to one or more Content Categories.
	Status: OPEN
Same as above

	90
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.2
	Source : Orange

Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on the sentence :

Question & suggested resolution :



suggestion to add an introduction sentence, 2 bullets and the last sentence.

The Content Categorization Component has the following features:

· Upon request made via the CBCS-2 interface, this component,
 maps content/other characteristics
 to one or more Content Categories.  The content category
 is determined using a one way
 function.  One or more content categories are returned. If needed, pattern recognition functions may be involved during the determination of the content categories to be returned, but they are not directly exposed through the CBCS-2 interface, hence this is only an implementation issue.

· As two CBCS-2 arrows are represented on the figure 1, this component can be used either by the Content Screening component or by another external enabler or requester.

	Status: OPEN
See also issues 91,92,93

	91
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.2
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
maps content/other characteristics

Question & suggested resolution :


 we suggest to precise what "characteristics" means
	Status: OPEN

	92
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.2
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
The content category is determined using a… Question :


where are defined and stored these categories?


	Status: OPEN

	93
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.2
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
…using a one way function.…

Question :


 we suggest to delete "one way", because it is not clear what it means
	Status: OPEN
See also issue 94,95,96

	94
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.3.2
	Source: Lucent

“one way” to be replaced by “one-way”.
	Status: OPEN


	95
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.3.2
	Source: Lucent

The combination “.The content category is determined using a one way function.  One or more content categories are returned.” Seems confusing.

If something is returned, is this a one-way function or a two-way function (or do we even need to say that?) Propose to remove the 1st of those sentences – or clarify appropriately.
	Status: OPEN

	96
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.2, 2nd sentence
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

What is a “one way function”? Maybe this sentence can be removed?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
Same as above

	97
	2006.09.24
	
	5.3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

“The content category is determined using a one way function.”

What is a one way function? Is it necessary to mention? Does this add any value?

Propose to delete the sentence
	Status: OPEN



	98
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.3.3
	Source: Lucent

Use of CBCS-1 (PEM-1) in the title.

Dispose as per Lucent issue 018 resolution.
	Status: OPEN
See also issue 64

	99
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.3.3
	Source: Lucent

“This interface is derived from PEM-1 [PEEM AD].”

If we replace CBCS-1 (PEM-1) with PEM-1 (see Lucent issue 018), could we still use the sentence above, or should we rather replace it with:

“This interface is the same as PEM-1, while adding new PEM-1 Standard Templates and/or PEM-1 Parameters definition” [PEEM-AD].
	Status: OPEN
See also issue 64

	100
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.3
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
… This interface is derived from PEM-1 [PEEM AD].  Specifically, ….
suggested resolution : add blue word:

 The CBCS-1 interface is derived from PEM-1 [PEEM AD].  It is used in order to ask for content screening in the callable mode. Specifically,
	Status: OPEN

	101
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.3.3
	Source: Lucent

“Specifically, Content Screening User identification, content or a content signature (e.g. URI), and other information (e.g. source of content (for example, the URI or the content owner)) is passed over this interface in order to allow processing of the Screening Rules.”

Propose to replace “allow” (which may imply that otherwise processing is disallowed) with “support” (or “enable”).


	Status: OPEN

	102
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.3, 2nd sentence
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

What is a Content Screening User? What is the difference with a CBCS User? New definition required?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	103
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.3

5.3.4

5.3.5

…
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
Titles concerning interfaces descriptions
suggested resolution :


we suggest adding the word "interface"
	Status: OPEN

	104
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.3.4
	Source: Lucent

Fix indentations on NOTE.
	Status: OPEN

	105
	2006.09.20
	Y
	5.3.4
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
… categorization of content. Input….
suggested resolution : add "a given"

… categorization of a given content. Input…
	Status: OPEN

	106
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
5.3.5 title

suggested resolution :


 which name do we choose for "proxy interface"?

If we choose "CBCS-3", then we can add the sentence: "the CBCS-3 interface correspond to the Proxy interface and is…"
	Status: OPEN

	107
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
Proxy interface associate functions

suggested resolution :


 Some messages with content can be encapsulated, how does the CBCS enabler managed this configuration? (for example between the DCD client and server, messages are encapsulated and can be crypt)
	Status: OPEN

	108
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
suggested resolution : we suggest to create a 5.3.6 bullet for the PEM-2 interface.

 5.3.6
CBCS-4 (PEM-2) interface

This interface is derived from PEM-2 [PEEM AD], it is the management. It allows Authorized Principals to manage Screening Rules. (e.g create, modify, view, update, delete screening rules
	Status: OPEN

	109
	2006.09.20
	
	5.3
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
suggested resolution :


Orange comment: we suggest to add a 5.3.7 bullet with text which was previously in the 5.4 part.
5.3.7
 CBCS-5 ("other resources") interface

Like in the [PEEM AD, Section 5.3.5], the Interface to other resources (e.g. other than the Content Categorization Component) is not specified by CBCS. The “Proxy Interface” and the “Interface to other resources” have similar properties and behaviour.
	Status: OPEN

	110
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.4
	Source: Lucent

“In addition to components and interfaces mentioned in Section 5.3, there are other elements represented in Error! Reference source not found. for a better understanding of the architectural diagram.”

In order to understand the distinction, I propose to replace by:

“In addition to components and interfaces mentioned in Section 5.3, there are other elements, not specified in CBCS but represented in Error! Reference source not found. for a better understanding of the architectural diagram.”
	Status: OPEN

	111
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.4
	Source: Lucent

· “PEM-2

This interface is PEM-2 [PEEM AD].”

Does not sound terrific.

Propose to replace the sentence by:

“This interface is specified in [PEEM-AD]”
	Status: OPEN

	112
	2006.09.24
	
	5.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

Is the management interface derived from PEM-2 or is it PEM-2?

If it is derived from PEM-2, we propose to move the interface description to section 5.3 by introducing a new section with a title according to the naming convention for derived interfaces.

If it is PEM-2, we propose to change the text to

“This interface is defined in [PEEM AD].”

	Status: OPEN



	113
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.4
	Source: Lucent

“Like in the [PEEM AD, Section 5.3.5], the Interface to other resources (e.g. other than the Content Categorization Component) is not specified by CBCS.”

The CBCS-2 is separately specified, so the e.g. does not make much sense. I propose to replace with:

“Like in the [PEEM AD, Section 5.3.5], the “Interface to other resources” is not specified by this enabler”.
	Status: OPEN

	114
	2006.9.22
	
	Sect. 5.4
	Source: Nortel

Form: INP doc

2nd bullet item “Like in the [PEEM AD, Section 5.3.5], the Interface to other resources…”

Replace with “As is the convention in the PEEM AD [PEEM AD, Section 5.3.5], the Interface to other resources…”

Also, Section 5.3.5 should be 5.4.


	Status: OPEN

	115
	2006.09.20
	
	5.4
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
5.4 chapter

suggested resolution :


 we suggest to delete 5.4 "other interfaces" and to add them in the previous list as 5.3.6 and 5.3.7
	Status: OPEN

	116
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

Fix all figures references.
	Status: OPEN

	117
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
5.5 flows diagrams

suggested resolution :


As soon as the convention will be accepted, we suggested redrawing the flows diagrams.
	Status: OPEN

	118
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

“Figure 2 shows the content categorization component.”

Propose to replace with:

“Figure 2 shows flows involving the content categorization component.”
	Status: OPEN

	119
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
we suggest to add subchapter in this flow section, and create a 5.5.1 "Flow on the CBCS-2 interface"

suggested resolution :


 5.5.1
Flow on the CBCS-2 interface
	Status: OPEN

	120
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
Position of text / figure

suggested resolution :


 We suggest to homogenize the document and to place text under the figure.
	Status: OPEN

	121
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
Figure 1 / general architecture

suggested resolution :


we think that it's a little confusing to draw a flow with boxes which are not represented on the global architecture diagram. We suggest to add in the introduction chapter, a general schema with all the entities which are able to interact with CBCS enabler (cf DCD AD introduction)

Cf comment ID 12
	Status: OPEN

	122
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

“Any resource may use the CBCS-2 interface to request a content categorization (flow #1), and may then anticipate a result carrying the categories that the content is associated with (flow #2).”

I doubt that the requestor can anticipate anything. It either receives category(ies) or an error. Propose to replace with:

“Any resource may use the CBCS-2 interface to request a content categorization (flow #1). The response may carry the categories that the content is associated with (flow #2).”


	Status: OPEN

	123
	2006.09.24
	
	5.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

“Figure 2 shows the content categorization component. Any resource may use the CBCS-2 interface to request a content categorization (flow #1), and may then anticipate a result carrying the categories that the content is associated with (flow #2). In the case of the CBCS enabler, the content screening component interacts with the content categorization component via CBCS-2.”

Propose to change the above text to

“Figure 2 shows how the content screening component interacts with the content categorization component via CBCS-2.  Any other resource may also use the CBCS-2 interface to request a content categorization (flow #1), and may then receive a result carrying the categories that the content is associated with (flow #2).”
	Status: OPEN



	124
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	
	Source: Lucent

“In the case of the CBCS enabler, the content screening component interacts with the content categorization component via CBCS-2.”

This seems to be an incomplete statement, or sort of out of place.

Propose to replace with:

“In the case the request for categorization is internal to the CBCS enabler, the content screening component interacts with the content categorization component via CBCS-2.”


	Status: OPEN

	125
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

Figure 2 comment.

Since previously we have not referred to “usage patterns” for the categorization component (and since we only have 1 pattern represented anyway for this component) I propose to change the title to:

Figure 1: Logical generic flows for the Content Categorization component


	Status: OPEN

	126
	2006.09.24
	
	5.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

Figure 2, 3, 4 and 5 introduce components such as Content Categorization Requestor, Content Screening Requestor, Content Producer, Content Consumer, Content Screening Rules Management Requestor. These components are nowhere defined.

Propose to add them to section 5.4 and describe them. Propose to reflect these components in the architectural diagram in section 5.2.
	Status: OPEN



	127
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

“When observing the logical flow for the Content Screening Component callable usage pattern” seems to be an unfinished sentence.

Either finish it (don’t know what the intent was) or link it to the next sentence.

Also suggest to use “flows” instead of “flow” in the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	128
	2006.09.24
	
	5.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: INP

“When observing the logical flow for the Content Screening Component callable usage pattern (Figure 3). It should be noted that typically the end user would not request a content screening.”

First sentence is incomplete.

Propose to complete the sentence or combine it with the next sentence if that was the intent
	Status: OPEN

Same as above

	129
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
It should be noted that typically the end user would not request a content screening
question :


 why?
	Status: OPEN

	130
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
When observing the logical flow for the Content Screening Component callable usage pattern (Figure 3). It should be noted that typically the end user would not request a content screening. Also note that interaction with other resources and the content categorization component is optional.
suggested resolution :


 we suggest to put this sentence at the end of 5.5.2
	Status: OPEN

	131
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

“Also note that interaction with other resources and the content categorization component isoptional.”

Not sure what is meant here by “is optional” (note that there is a “space” missing there too). Since the flow depicts interaction of the content screening component (a resource itself) with the categorization component, this is not ideal expression.

Propose to replace with:

““Also note that there may optionally be interactions between the content categorization component and other resources, but they were not illustrated for simplification.”


	Status: OPEN
See also issue next

	132
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5 2nd part below Fig 2, 3rd sentence
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

The sentence reads: “Also note that interaction with other resources and the content categorization component is optional.”: in our perspective interaction with the categorization component is optional only, in case the screening process does not require the content to be categorized; we believe that this should be stated explicitly. Thus we suggest to rephrase to: “Also note that interaction with other resources and the content categorization component is not needed if the content screening process does not require content to be categorized.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	133
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

Figure 3 comments

The figure appears (in my editor) as cut on the right side – may be a result of inadvertent cut-and-paste.
	Status: OPEN

	134
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

Figure 3 caption.

Propose to use “flows” instead of “flow”.
	Status: OPEN

	135
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
Adding 5.5.2

suggested resolution :


 5.5.2
Flow in the callable usage pattern of the content screening component
	Status: OPEN

	136
	Sep. 18, 2006
	
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

“As an example the Content Screening Component may interact with a system to resolve the identity of the end user (which was for example sent in flow#1 to the Content Screening Component).”

Is “to resolve” the appropriate term ? Propose to replace by:

“As an example the Content Screening Component may interact with a system to authenticate and/or authorize an the end user (which was for example sent in flow#1 to the Content Screening Component).”
	Status: OPEN

	137
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5 1st par below fig 3
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

This  flow (fig 3) seems to assume that the CBCS user profile is part of the CBCS enabler, but it can external too. The flow description should make explicit that the CS component can access an external CBCS user profile during flows #2 and #3 in figure 3.

We suggest to add to the end of the 3rd sentence that starts with “As an example”: “and/or it may get the CBCS User Profile”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	138
	2006.10.09
	
	5.5, fig 3 and fig 4
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Fig 3 and 4 contain ‘optional flows’. This does not appear to be inline with ADBP diagram guidelines and neither with the discussion on the reflector about this matter. There are no optional flows: flows may occur always or not always whereas a component may be optional.
	

	139
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

Figure 4 caption.

Propose to use “flows” instead of “flow”.
	Status: OPEN

	140
	Sep. 18, 2006
	Y
	5.5
	Source: Lucent

“In the Screening Rules management flow the management requestor issues a request for Content Screening Rules Management …”

Propose to use “flows” instead of “flow”.
	Status: OPEN

	141
	2006.09.11
	y
	5.5 6th paragraph 4th sentence
	Source: Huawei

Form:
Huawei comment:

No “content receiver” is showed in Fig 4.

Suggested resolution:
Replace the “content receiver” by “content Producer”
	Status: OPEN



	142
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
Add a 5.5.3

suggested resolution :


 5.5.3
Flow in the proxy usage pattern
	Status: OPEN

	143
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
In Figure 4 the content producer sends content (e.g. requests or responses that carry content) to the consumer. That content is intercepted by the Content Screening component (flow#1). Flow #2, #3, #4 and #5 are similar to the ones explained for the callable usage pattern. The Content Screening component continues processing the content screening policies and makes a decision to allow/amend/block the request sent by the content receiver. When that request is allowed to continue, the Content Screening Component sends on the request to the content consumer (flow #6).

suggested resolution :


 we suggest to move this comment under the associated figure
	Status: OPEN

	144
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :

 Add a 5.5.4
suggested resolution :


 5.5.4
Flow on the CBCS-3 interface
	Status: OPEN

	145
	2006.09.20
	
	5.5
	Source : Orange
Form : OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0_0-20060828-D-orange-comments.doc

Orange comment on :
suggested resolution :


 we suggest to move this comment under the associated figure
	Status: OPEN
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