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	Group Presenting Document:
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	Date of This Report:
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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

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

· Avoid changing CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	REL
	Host
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	BAC
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	BAC-MAE
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Some editorial comments


2.2 Review History
	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full 
	2004.12.09
	ConfCall
	
	OMA-REL-2004-0197R01-Browsing-2_3-for-consistency-review.zip

	Followup
	2006.12.21
	ConfCall
	REL, BAC-MAE
	OMA-REL-2006-0183R01-INP_Browsing2_3_update.zip


3. Review Comments
3.1 OMA-ETR-Browsing-V2_3-20061207-D-CB

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2006.12.20
	E
	2.1
	Source: yam@access.co.jp

Form: email

Comment: Typo

Proposed Change: 
001-a) [XHTML-MP]

update "OMA-WAP--XHTMLMP-V1_2.."

with "OMA-WAP-TS-XHTMLMP-V1_2."

001-b) [XHTMLMP11]

update "OMA-WAP--XHTMLMP-V1_1.. "

with "OMA-WAP-XHTMLMP-V1_1.."
	Status: CLOSED

(change is done in OMA-MAE-2006-0435-CR_ETR_Browsing23_editorialfixes and incorporated to OMA-ETR-Browsing-V2_3-20070118-D)



	A002
	2006.12.20
	E
	2.2
	Source: yam@access.co.jp

Form: email

Comment: Typo

Proposed Change: 
002-a) W-TCP

update "W-TCP" with "[W-TCP]" for consistency 
002-b ) WTLS update "WTLS"

with "[WTLS"] for consistency
	Status: CLOSED

(change is done in OMA-MAE-2006-0435-CR_ETR_Browsing23_editorialfixes and incorporated to OMA-ETR-Browsing-V2_3-20070118-D)



	A003
	2006.12.20
	E
	6.4
	Source: yam@access.co.jp

Form: email

Comment: Typo

Proposed Change:
update "ETRs specific tp XHTML MP V1.2"

with

"ETRs specific to XHTML MP V1.2"
update "ETRs specific tp XHTML MP V1.2"

with

"ETRs specific to XHTML MP V1.2"
	Status: CLOSED

(change is done in OMA-MAE-2006-0435-CR_ETR_Browsing23_editorialfixes and incorporated to OMA-ETR-Browsing-V2_3-20070118-D)

	A004
	2006.12.20
	E
	6.4
	Source: yam@access.co.jp

Form: email

Comment: Typo in Table 4

Proposed Change:
update "User Agent ETR for XHTML MP V1.0

Priorities for IOP Test"

with

"User Agent ETR for XHTML MP V1.2 Priorities for IOP Test"

	Status: CLOSED

(change is done in OMA-MAE-2006-0435-CR_ETR_Browsing23_editorialfixes and incorporated to OMA-ETR-Browsing-V2_3-20070118-D)

	A005
	2006.12.20
	E
	Index of Table
	urce: yam@access.co.jp

Form: email

Comment: Typo in Index of Table

 Table 1, 2, 3, 6, …
Proposed Change:
Table Index needs renumbering to fix differences of main text and Index of Table after Table 3 


	Status: CLOSED

(change is done in OMA-MAE-2006-0435-CR_ETR_Browsing23_editorialfixes and incorporated to OMA-ETR-Browsing-V2_3-20070118-D)

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.2 Original Review Reports in OMA-CONRR-Browsing-V2_3-20041222-N

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001
	2004.12.02
	5
	Section 5 of the ERELD should include the RD
	Closed

RD ref added to ERELD. 

	002
	2004.12.02
	
	The RD talks about enhanced upload as a new capability.  This does not appear to have been implemented in the enabler package.  Is this correct or did we miss it?
	Closed. 

No change to specs.

In XHTMLMP V1.2 the inclusion of the complete forms modules provides this function, specifically the input element of the forms module with type=file. 

	003
	2004.12.08
	5
	The text needs to refer to table 1, and state that these modules MUST be supported.   This would allow the specification text to support the SCR entries in the XHTMLMP-XHTMLMOD-XXX section.
	Closed. 

Text added to section 5 to show intent.

	004
	2004.12.08
	7.1
	Two references to Appendix B appear to be wrong and should instead point to Appendix C.
	Closed.

References changed to appendix C

	005
	2004.12.08
	7.1
	Enumerated item 5 should have a mandatory behaviour element in the SCRs.
	Closed

New SCR added to cover this.

	006
	2004.12.08
	7.2
	Behaviour stating that “A conforming user agent MUST accept XHTML Mobile Profile documents identified as “application/vnd.wap.xhtml+xml”” is not represented in the SCRs, and is not implied in any XHTML-DOC-C-XXX.
	Closed.

Existing SCR XHTML-DOC-C-001 focused to resolve

	007
	2004.12.08
	7.2
	Behaviour stating that “A conforming user agent SHOULD accept XHTML Mobile Profile documents identified as “application/xhtml+xml”” is not represented in the SCRs, and is not implied in any XHTML-DOC-C-XXX.
	Closed

XHTML-DOC-C-002 added to resolve

	008
	2004.12.08
	7.2
	Changed “HTTP headers” to “HTTP header fields” in order to give a more specific description
	Closed.

Changed as suggested

	009
	2004.12.08
	7.2
	Behaviour stating that “When declaring support for XHTML Mobile Profile, a conforming user agent MUST use the following HTTP header fields” is not included in the SCRs.
	Closed 

Word “Declare” added to SCR XHTML-DOC-C-003 to clarify intent

	010
	2004.12.08
	8.4
	This section states that WCSS is a baseline.    Should this be an SCR requirement, are the two specifications tied elsewhere?
	Closed

WAESpec makes this connection. To ensure SCRs in XHTMLMP1.2 hang together text is inserted in 8.0 to cover this

	011
	2004.12.08
	9.2.1.1
	No SCR to ensure that the user agent MUST process script elements in the way shown.
	Closed

SCR exists, linked to support for script in general

	012
	2004.12.08
	9.2.1.1
	No SCR to ensure that the user agent MUST process all script elements in a document.
	Closed

This is a granularity issue for SCRs. The one SCR should be sufficient re processing of script elements

	013
	2004.12.08
	9.2.1.1
	All normative behaviour statements in this section are not included in the SCRs.
	Closed

This is a SCR granularity issue. One SCR item per normative statement is not required nor good practice. The SCRs record meaningful blocks of function

	014
	2004.12.08
	9.2.1.2
	All normative behaviour statements in this section are not included in the SCRs.
	Closed

New SCRs added

	015
	2004.12.08
	9.2.1.3
	The statement saying “The user agent MAY support other scripting languages” is not included in the SCRs.   Although, this statement seems redundant and could possibly be deleted.
	Closed

SCR added

	016
	2004.12.08
	10.4
	The last two paragraphs contain normative behaviour statements that are not included in the SCRs.
	Closed

2 SCRs added

	017
	2004.12.08
	10.5
	The last two paragraphs contain normative behaviour statements that are not included in the SCRs.
	Closed

No change. SCR granularity issue.

	018
	2004.12.08
	11.1
	In the first paragraph, where it says “When the object element is used to include an object into the XHTML page, two sets of rules are applied:”, an enumerated list would make the subsequent text clearer and easier to read.
	Closed

Numerated list made to aid clarity

	019
	2004.12.08
	11.1
	The second paragraph refers to section 13.3, however it seems to contain unrelated material.   Is this the correct section that is referred to?
	Closed

The reference if to HTML4.01 section 13.3 not this spec.

	020
	2004.12.08
	11.1
	In the second bullet of the first set of bullet points, the first and third commas should been replaced with brackets to improve readability.  
	Closed 

Legibility improved using “i.e”

	021
	2004.12.08
	11.1
	No corresponding SCR for “If both the data attribute and the classid attribute are present, classid MUST take precedence over data.”
	Closed

No change. SCR exists XHTMLMP-OBJECT-C-005

	022
	2004.12.08
	11.2
	No corresponding SCR for “When initial parameters are defined with the param element the user agent MUST pass these parameters along to the local application that renders the object’s data.”
	Closed

No change. Covered by SCR XHTMLMP-OBJECT-C-006

	023
	2004.12.08
	11.3
	States that “For XHTML Mobile Profile, the PUSH Application ID is used to identify the local application”.   Does this actually apply even if XHTMLMP isn’t used by a PUSH application?   Why not use the specific APPID of the local application itself?   If it is a default APPID then would a browser application be better?   Also if it is to be the default APPID then please say so in the text.
	Closed

SCR added HTMLMP-OBJECT-C-007

	024
	2004.12.08
	11.4
	In the second bullet point, shouldn’t this behaviour be reflected in the SCRs?   Also, shouldn’t there be text in the document that indicates that the “declare” attribute has mandatory support on the device?
	Closed

No change. SCR already exists

	025
	2004.12.08
	11.4
	In the second bullet point, the test says that the user agent should “push” a new page onto the navigation history stack, maybe “add” would be less confusing.
	Closed

No change The current text is appropriate. It is discussing the “push” as in pushing and popping content on the history stack not the PUSH protocol.

	026
	2004.12.08
	App A
	XHTMLMP-XHTMLUA-C-001 needs a more prescriptive description, e.g. “User Agent meets [XHTMLMod] conformance requirements”
	Closed

SCR wording changed to “User agent  meets “Modularization of XHTML” [XHTMLMod] conformance requirements”

	027
	2004.12.08
	App A
	XHTMLMP-OBJECT-C-002, related to one of the comments on section 11.1, is section 13.3 really the correct section number?    Please change if it isn’t.
	Closed

No change. The section referred to is HTML4.01 section 13.3 and is correct.
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