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	Group Presenting Document:
	<GroupName>

	Date of This Report:
	xx Mmm 200y


1. Review Information

1.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	<List the groups involved in the review.  The first four should be Req, Arch, Sec and IOP (these should not be deleted).  List the source and any other OMA group involved.>

<Delete this row>
	<note if served as Host, Source or Reviewer of material (where they are providing comments)>
	<note which groups were explicitly invited>
	<provides place to note if group had been involved with material before the review or if there were key non-technical issues or concerns that the group would like to note explicitly.  This would provide opportunity to note the comprehensiveness of prior involvement or willingness to engage.  Specific technical comments should be presented in the space available below.>

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	XXX
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	<add others as appropriate>
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


1.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full / Followup / Preliminary
	200y.mm.dd
	Select: F2F / Email / Teleconference
	
	OMA-<type>-<desc>-<version>-200ymmdd-<state>

	
	
	
	
	


2. Review Comments

2.1 <doc ref>

	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	
	2006.09.20
	
	3.2
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc

Add definition of CBCS User
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A001
	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>

	A002
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	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.
	

	
	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>

	
	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>

	
	2006.09.20
	
	
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	2006.09.20
	
	
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	2006.09.20
	
	
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	2006.09.20
	
	
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	2006.09.20
	
	
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	2006.09.20
	
	
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	2006.09.20
	
	
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	2006.09.20
	
	
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	2006.09.20
	
	
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	
	2006.09.20
	
	
	Source: Paulus Karremans (Ericsson)

Form: INP doc
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


Material being reviewed should be the named RD, AD or ERP (which carries the enabler) without the date string.











The review history table should list review meetings and not work sessions where responses developed.
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