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1. Overall Description:

3GPP SA3 thanks OMA for the information provided in OMA-LS_787-REQ. SA3 will take the suggestions under consideration and address them as found appropriate. SA3 would appreciate it if OMA could provide further clarification on the following points:

· The scope of Mobile Spam Reporting explicitly excludes voice due to potential overlap with work in other fora. It would be helpful for SA3 to understand if OMA is aware of work on unsolicited voice communication prevention in some other forum, which led to the exclusion of voice from Mobile Spam Reporting. In other words, which standards body is perceived to be responsible for reporting for voice and real-time communications in the scope of Mobile Spam Reporting?
· Regarding SCIDM: it would be helpful if OMA could clarify the relationship between CBCS and SCIDM with respect to UC. Are these two enablers alternative ways of detecting UC? In that case, what are the main differences between them, and when is one preferable to the other? Or are they meant to complement each other? In that case, how? As a point of clarification, the meaning of the word “identification” in the PUCI WI is to be interpreted in the sense of “categorization”, rather than assigning identifiers to individual communication attempts.
2. Actions:

To OMA REQ, OMA ARC, OMA SEC groups.

ACTION: 
SA3 kindly asks OMA groups to answer the questions above.
3. Date of Next SA3 Meetings:
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