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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
	Submitting Group
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	REL
	Consistency Review Convener
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full 
	2008.03.11
	ConfCall
	REL
	OMA-CONRR-SEC_CF-V1_0-20080305-D

	
	
	
	
	


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-RD-SEC_CF-V1_0-20060808-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008.03.05
	E/T
	X.X.X
	Source: 
Form: 
Comment: 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.2 OMA-AD-SEC_CF-V1_0-20071212-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2008.03.06
	E
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0024
Comment: Ch 2.1 reference list: [OMA-TS-SEC_CF_MO] still referencing the old TS, should be the DDS
Proposed Change:  change reference file to DDS file: OMA-DDS-SEC_CERT_MO-V1_0-20080109-D
	Status:  OPEN

	B002
	2008.03.06
	E
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0024
Comment: Ch 2.2 reference list: [UDP] is not referred to in the whole document

Proposed Change:  Delete this reference [UDP]
	Status:  OPEN

	B003
	2008.03.06
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0024
Comment: Ch 3.3 
Abbreviations list: UDP is not used in the whole document

Proposed Change:  Delete this Abbreviation “UDP”
	Status:  OPEN

	B004
	2008.03.10
	E
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: email comment

Comment: Ch. 5.3.2.2 SEC-2, refers to old TLS [RFC 2246]

Proposed Change: Change to TLS [RFC4346]
	Status:  OPEN

	B005
	2008.03.06
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm & Ericsson

Form: email comment
Comment: When referring to GBA for key management, state the need for a security protocol identifier

Proposed Change: Mention that for enablers that need Ua security protocol identifier(s), they should consult the corresponding documentation in OMNA and/or [OMA-TS-GBA]
	Status:  OPEN

	B006
	2008.03.05
	E
	6.4
	Source: Magnus Aldén, TeliaSonera
Form: email comment
Comment: Ch. 6.4, last bullet, still refers to the old TS for the MO (now a DDS)
Proposed Change:  Change last bullet to instead show name of DDS file
	Status:  OPEN

editorial CR submitted to SEC:

OMA-SEC-2008-0029-CR_SEC_CF_AD_editorial.zip

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.3 OMA-TS-TLS-V1_0-20071212-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2008.03.05
	E
	2.1
	Source:  Magnus Aldén, TeliaSonera
Form: email comment

Comment: Ch 2.1 reference list: SEC_CERT_MO still referencing the old TS, should be the DDS
Proposed Change:  change reference file to DDS file: OMA-DDS-SEC_CERT_MO-V1_0-20080109-D
	Status:  OPEN

editorial CR submitted to SEC:

OMA-SEC-2008-0030-CR_SEC_CF_TS_TLS_editorial.zip

	C002
	2008.03.06
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0024
Comment: Abbreviation list: DDF means “Data Decryption Field”. But DDF in ERELD document means “Data Description Format”. Which one is correct?

Proposed Change:  
	Status:  OPEN

	C003
	2008.03.10
	E
	5.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: email comment

Comment: This Client Authentication section refers to the old IETF TLS 1.0 version [RFC2246]

Proposed Change: Change reference to the latest TLS version [RFC4346]
	Status:  OPEN

	C004
	2008.03.10
	E
	B.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: email comment

Comment: SCR for TLS Client refers to the old IETF TLS 1.0 version [RFC2246]
Proposed Change: Change reference to the latest TLS version [RFC4346]
	Status:  OPEN

	C005
	2008.03.10
	E
	B.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: email comment

Comment:  SCR for TLS Server refers to the old IETF TLS 1.0 version [RFC2246]
Proposed Change: Change reference to the latest TLS version [RFC4346]
	Status:  OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.4 OMA-TS-GBA_Profile-V1_0-20071220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2008.03.06
	E
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0024
Comment: Ch 2.2 reference list: [SEC_CF AD] still referencing the old AD, should be the formal version  to be released

Proposed Change:  change reference file to the formal version to be released: OMA-AD-SEC_CF-V1_0
	Status:  OPEN

	D002
	2008.03.06
	E
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0024
Comment: Ch 2.2 reference list: [SEC_CF TLS] still referencing the old TLS Profile, should be the formal version  to be released

Proposed Change:  change reference file to the formal version to be released: OMA-TS-TLS-V1_0
	Status:  OPEN

	D003
	2008.03.06
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Ericsson & Qualcomm

Form: email comment
Comment: The document should mention how enablers should select and/or obtain Ua Security Protocol Identifiers and also OMNA’s role in this process

Proposed Change: Update section mentioning how OMA protocol IDs are managed with possible reference to OMNA
	Status:  OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.5 OMA-ETR-SEC_CF-V1_0-20080205-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2008.03.05
	E/T
	X.X.X
	Source: 
Form: 

Comment: 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.6 OMA-ERELD-SEC_CF-V1_0-20080216-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2008.03.05
	E/T
	X.X.X
	Source: 
Form: 

Comment: 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.7 OMA-SUP-MO_SEC_CERT-V1_0-20080211-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	G001
	2008.03.05
	E
	N/A
	Source: Magnus Aldén, TeliaSonera
Form: email comment

Comment: This DDF file is usually not mentioned or referenced when its associated DDS is mentioned or referenced (AD, TS-TLS, DDS), except sometimes (ERELD). Question to REL: is that OK?
Proposed Change:  None
	Status:  OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.8 OMA-DDS-SEC_CERT_MO-V1_0-20080109-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	H001
	2008.03.06
	E
	2.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0024
Comment: Ch 2.2 reference list: [SEC_CF AD] still referencing the old AD, should be the formal version  to be released

Proposed Change:  change reference file to the formal version to be released: OMA-AD-SEC_CF-V1_0
	Status:  OPEN

	H002
	2008.03.06
	E
	3.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2008-0024
Comment: Abbreviation list: SEC_CF means “Common Security Function”. In order to keep it consistent with the abbreviation in other documents, “Security Common Function” is better.

Proposed Change:  change the abbreviation SEC_CF with “Security Common Function”. 
	Status:  OPEN
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