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1. Review Comments

1.1 OMA-TS-BCAST_ServiceGuide-V1_0_0-20070123-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1
	2007.02.16
	E
	5.1.2.4, 5.1.2.6, 5.1.2.10
to be reflected in support files
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 

Comment: 

The Service Guide seems to be slightly inconsistent in the naming of the ScheduleReference. There are a number of references using the name ScheduleIDRef.

Proposed Change: 
Change all occurrences of “ScheduleReference” to “ScheduleIDRef”
	Status: OPEN

	2
	2007.02.16
	T
	5.1.2.1, 5.1.2.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 
Is seems to be a mistake that   Service::BroadcastArea::TargetArea::CellTargetArea does not include a 3GPP MBMS SAI type. This was at sone point in time introduced but either not implemented or removed lateron.

Proposed Change: 

Add MBMS Service Area Identity (MBMS SAI) again
	Status: OPEN

	3
	2007.02.16
	E/T
	5.1.2.4,

5.1.2.5,

also MBMS adaptation
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The specs use the term “MBMS User Service Description” (MBMS USD). In fact the MBMS USD does not exist as a standalone object. The MBMS USD can only be part of a “MBMS User Service Bundle Description” (which may contain several USDs and in addition one FEC Repair Stream Description). This wrong use of USD needs to be corrected.

Proposed Change: 

Replace “MBMS USD” by “MBMS User Service Bundle Description” (USBD) and add a restriction that an USBD MAY only contain one USD. It MAY only contain a FEC Repair Stream Description if RAPTOR FEC is used.

CR will be provided
	Status: OPEN

	4
	2007.02.16
	T
	5.4.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The error handling needs to be clarified. For example, how should the server behave in the following cases:.

- If a requests is received for fragmentIDs that don't exist

- A request contains an unrecognized parameter

- A request contains. invalid combinations or cardinality of parameters

- A request is received but failures in the backend prevent the request from being responded to
Proposed Change: 
Explain  which HTTP status code should be used for each type of error:
404    Not found

Used when no fragment or sgdd matches the given search criteria

406 Not Accepted

Used when the request contained unrecognized parameters or invalid combinations of parameters.

500 Internal Server Error

A failure in the server prevents the request from being met

200     OK   

The request was successful and data is sent in the response body
	Status: OPEN

	5
	2007.02.16
	E
	5.4.3.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The last line of the first bullet states fragment but really means SGDD 
Proposed Change: 

it should read 
 'the attribute '’id" of the requested fragment SGDD as the value'  


	Status: OPEN

	6
	2007.02.16
	T
	5.4.3.3, 5.4.3.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 
These comments are general for all the "key-value" parameters specified in these chapters:
 1)  The cardinality of the key-value parameters in the http POST request is not always very clearly specified..

For example, can you specify more than one sgddID? The text in chapter 5.4.3.3 seems to suggest

plural "identifiers" but only a single "name-value pair"

2) The possibility to combine the parameters is not very clear,

i mean what constraints are there when mixing key-value parameters ?   

For example:  

    - Can you have a request containing both "tgc-start" and "tgc-end" ?
    - Can you have "tgc-start" and "complete=true"? 
3) The chapter sometimes uses the term name-value, but other times <key> and <value> which is a little confusing

Proposed Change: 

it would be useful to specify these parameters in a table (similar to the other interfaces) where we

specify columns "name" "data type" "cardinality" "description" and where the description contains also 

specifies any constraints (constraints e.g. parameter x is ignored if paramater y is given ). 
CR will be provided
	Status: OPEN

	7
	2007.02.16
	T
	5.4.3.2, 

5.4.3.3,

5.4.3.4,

5.5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

Regarding the "Service Guide update and management using the interaction channel", an efficient mechanism for polling should aim to minimize the processing and data transfer in the case that no updates have actually occurred. 

Proposed Change: 

A timing parameter e.g. “modified-since” should be included as a possible parameter for the requests.

CR will be provided
	Status: OPEN

	8
	2007.02.16
	T
	5.4.3.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
It is not possible to request SG information based on access type (e.g. SG information for broadcast channel, or interactive channel). 
Proposed Change: 

This possibility should be added by adding a suitable key.
CR will be provided
	Status: OPEN

	9
	2007.02.16
	T
	5.4.3.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
It is not clear how different keys can be combined in one request. This needs to be clarified.

Proposed Change: 
Specify how different keys can be combined and are evaluated.

CR will be provided
	Status: OPEN

	10
	2007.02.16
	T/E
	general
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
There is nowhere a good explanation what fragment validity means, i.e. what the meaning of validFrom/validTo is (vs other timing information). 

Proposed Change: 

Add clarification on the meaning of validFrom/To vs PresentationWindow vs DistributionWindow vs SDP timing information
	Status: OPEN

	11
	2007.02.16
	T
	5.8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
Section 5.8 is not sufficiently clear on how to signal several accesses for the same service. At one place it is said that one service can have several accesses, at another it can have only one. Section 5.8 needs to be made clearer and unambiguous in that respect.

Proposed Change: 

Make clearer that different accesses for services are expressed using several access fragments, and how this is done.
CR will be provided
	Status: OPEN

	12
	2007.02.16
	T
	5.8.1.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
Accesses should also be differentiable by EncryptionType. AccessType needs to be clarified.
Proposed Change: 

Add EncryptionType as element in bullet list. Add explanation that AccessType also allows differentiation between e.g. different  versions of the same BDS
	Status: OPEN

	13
	2007.02.16
	T
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 
Schedule fragment allows to express a default, using defaultSchedule. However, a similar mechanism is needed in the case a Service is directly associated with different Access fragments (i.e. not via Schedule or Content).
Proposed Change: 

Add defaultAccess, similar to defaultSchedule, in the Access fragment and add clarification on the relation to defaultSchedule, if both are present for a  Service.
CR will be provided
	Status: OPEN

	14 
	2007.02.16
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 
Currently, entry point to broadcast SG is defined using fixed IP multicast addresses and port. This is useful for broadcast-only systems, but not necessarily in interactive systems, where other entry point information could be signaled e.g. via DM. Specifically for MBMS, the entry point information shall be provisionable. Also, it must include TMGI. 
Proposed Change: 

Add statement that the listed values are default values that can be overridden using Termuinal provisioning (at least for MBMS). Add related parameters to BCAST MO (a separate related comment has been raised on TS Services).

CR will be provided
	Status: OPEN


1.2 OMA-TS-BCAST_Services-V1_0-20061229-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1
	07 Feb 2007
	T
	several
	Source: Siemens, Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2007-0218

Comment:

In the data model tables, time is expressed mostly as NTP time (unsignedInt) but sometimes also as datetime. We should strive for a consistent representation.

This will also be raised for TS Service.

Proposed resolution:

Use NTP time and datatype unsignedInt for all time stamps in the BCAST specification.

It is assumed the editor can implement this without a CR. If there is the need for a CR however, Ericsson and Siemens provide one.


	Status: OPEN

	2
	2007.02.16
	T
	Appendix F (BCAST MO)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 

Comment: 

For MBMS, DM and the BCAST MO is used to provision SG bootstrap (entry point) information. The needed parameters are not yet included . Thus the MO needs to be extended to carry MBMS – related SG bootstrapping parameters (IP address, port, TMGI). Provisioned parameters would override the default parameters specified in TS SG 6.1.1. (a separate related comment has been raised on TS SG).
Proposed Change:

BCAST-2007-0258-CR_Services_MBMS_related_MO_parameter
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	


1.3 OMA-TS-BCAST_MBMS_Adaptation-V1_0-20070111-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1
	2007.02.16
	T
	general
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 

Comment: 

It is an ongoing discussion which time source to use for BCAST. For MBMS, the time source available in MBMS should be used. 

Proposed Change: 

CR to be provided when general discussion on time source is concluded
	Status: OPEN

	2
	2007.02.16
	T
	2.1, general (also main specs)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The application-layer 3GPP MBMS Rel7 specs are basically frozen and only minor modifications are foreseen. Final approval is planned for April 2007. Thus, BCAST should refer to Rel7 versions of 3GPP application-layer specifications. For some functionality, Rel7 is required anyway (like SAC)

Proposed Change: 

Make all references to 3GPP SA3 and SA4 specs Rel7 references.
See CR BCAST-2007-0256 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	3
	2007.02.16
	E
	2.2 
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:

Reference to 3GPP unicast IP layer missing (3G interaction channel).

All informative references from section 5 table should also be copied here. 
Proposed Change: 

Add informative reference to 3GPP TS 23.060 (General Packet Radio Service (GPRS); Service description; Stage 2), copy informative references from section 5
See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal 
	Status: OPEN

	4
	2007.02.16
	T
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
Fig. 1 is not in line with MBMS specs anymore. Description of Bearers is not very good and should be enhanced. Clarify that several MBMS sessions are differentiated by different port numbers.
Proposed Change: 

Update Fig 1 and descriptive text. Add text explaining that several MBMS sessions are differentiated by different port numbers.
See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	5
	2007.02.16
	E
	all
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 
there are numerous typos and small editorial mistakes in the whole text

Proposed Change: 
Resolve typos and editorials

See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	6
	2007.02.16
	E/T
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
Clarify under Fig 3 that MBMS also defines delivery of services over IP unicast (this is part of MBMS user services)
Proposed Change: 
Apply following change “MBMS-based delivery of data/content from the BM-SC to the UE over IP multicast or over IP unicast”

See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	7
	2007.02.16
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
In tables containing 3GPP specifications, MBMS over RAN/GERAN architecture is missing. On the other hand, radio related specification need not be listed, since BCAST does not refer or relate to them.

TRs should not be denoted as specifications but as reports.
Proposed Change: 

Add 3GPP TS 25.346 and 3GPP TS 43.246 (RAN/GERAN Stage2) as informative references.

Remove all bearer related specs.
Change “The following specifications and reports describe service layer aspects of MBMS”
See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	8
	2007.02.16
	E
	6.1, 7.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
This is about access to the MBMS IP layer, which is not properly reflected in the title.
Proposed Change: 

Change title of sections to “Access to the MBMS IP layer”
See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	9
	2007.02.16
	T
	6.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
Reference/ description of MBMS interaction channel should be made more concrete – usually it is realized via GPRS.
Proposed Change: 

Add reference to 3GPP 23.060 (GPRS) as example
See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	10
	2007.02.16
	T
	6.2.1, 7.2.1
	Source: Ericsson, Vodafone, T-Mobile
Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
Support for SMS is currently recommended. In fact all MBMS terminals in the foreseeable future will support SMS, thus it should be mandated for improved interoperability and service reliability.
Proposed Change: 

Change support for SMS: “The Terminal SHALL SHOULD support SMS for service interaction”
	Status: OPEN

	11
	2007.02.16
	T
	6.3.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
SG bootstrap mechanism is missing so far. The best way to realize it is via Terminal Provisioning. Bootstrap descriptors are an unknown concept in MBMS.
Proposed Change: 

Provision SG discovery parameters using DM. Remove empty sections on bootstrap descriptors.
Note: Related comments have been raised on TS Services (DM MO) and TS SG (default entry point parameters)

See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	12
	2007.02.16
	T
	6.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

XBS must not be mandated since optional.
Proposed Change: 
Change “The provisions in [BCAST10-ServContProt] and [DRM20-Broadcast-Extensions] SHALL apply”. Instead, add sentence in 6.4.1: “The Terminal MAY support extensions for broadcast-only devices. In this case, the provisions in [DRM20-Broadcast-Extensions] SHALL apply.”

See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	13
	2007.02.16
	T
	6.5.1, 6.5.3, 7.5.1, 7.5.3. 
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

RAPTOR is currently mandated. However, in MBMS it is mandated only on the device and optional on the server. This should be specified here as well.
Proposed Change:
Change “The FEC RAPTOR scheme SHALL be supported by the BSDA terminal as specified in [3GPP TS 26.346].” to “The FEC RAPTOR scheme MAY be supported by the BSDA and SHALL be supported by the terminal as specified in [3GPP TS 26.346] Annex B (there called MBMS FEC).”
See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal 
	Status: OPEN

	14
	2007.02.16
	T
	7.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
For specific adaptation, MBMS user services and not just MBMS bearer services are re-used. Thus, the MBMS system has in this case inherently interaction capability. 
Proposed Change: 

Add informative statement “For specific adaptation, MBMS is understood as MBMS user service, thus including interaction capability e.g. for file repair.”
See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	15
	2007.02.16
	T
	6.3.1., 7.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
Service Guide Delivery over Interaction Channel is missing.
Proposed Change:
Add section on SG delivery over Interaction Channel (refer to BCAST SG spec).

See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	16
	2007.02.16
	T
	7.3.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

It is not made clear that MBMS USD does not contain security descriptions (since this information is in the SDP and the SG).
Proposed Change: 

Add sentence “MBMS USD SHALL NOT contain security description”
See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	17
	2007.02.16
	T
	7.4.1.2.,

7.4.1.2.1, 7.4.1.2.2, 7.4.1.2.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
These sections do not provide normative statements or adaptation related information.  In fact they are not MBMS specific. Other BDSs could also benefitr from this information, not only MBMS. Thus, the sections do not belong into the adaptation specification.
Proposed Change: 

Move these sections to [BCAST10-ServiceContentProtection] specification
See CR BCAST-2007-0257 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	18
	2007.02.16
	T
	7.5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
The Split TOI concept is not known or used in MBMS. In order to enable FLUTE session sharing, Split TOI shall thus not be used.
Proposed Change: 

Make explicit that Split TOI SHALL NOT be used.
See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	19
	2007.02.16
	T
	7.5.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
If Split TOI is not used, BCAST and MBMS FDT instance schemas provide exactly the same functionality, but use different namespaces. In order to enable FLUTE session sharing between BCAST and MBMS, the MBMS FDT instance namespace shall be used.

Proposed Change: 

See CR BCAST-2007-0255 for proposal
	Status: OPEN

	20
	2007.02.16
	T
	general
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
The impression is given that specific adaptation allows BCAST terminals to receive services from MBMS servers and MBMS clients from BCAST servers. This is not true. Add better clarification on specific adaptation.

Proposed Change: 
Add better clarification/explanation on the scope of specific adaptation: What does it enable and what not.
	Status: OPEN


1.4 OMA-TS-BCAST_SvcCntProtection-Interim-Draft-20061218-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1
	2007.02.16
	E
	2.1, 9.2, 
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The used reference for [draft-srtp-rcc] is outdated; meanwhile the draft has become RFC.

Proposed Change: 

· Replace reference [draft-srtp-rcc] with “[RFC4771] “Integrity Transform Carrying Roll-Over Counter for the Secure Real-time Transport Protocol (SRTP)”, V. Lehtovirta, M. Naslund, K. Norrman, January 2007, URL:http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4771.txt”

· Replace all occurrences of [draft-srtp-rcc] with [RFC4771]
	Status: OPEN

	2
	2007.02.16
	T
	10.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

ISMACryp is optional, but ISMACryp related SDP signaling is currently mandatory. This needs to be corrected.

Proposed Change:
Apply the following change in 10.2:

“The following notation SHALL be used to indicate that streams are encrypted at the content level (content encryption) using OMA BCAST. Terminals that support ISMACryp SHALL also support the following notation.”
	Status: OPEN

	3
	2007.02.16
	T
	4.5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

Table 4 layer 2 column 4 says “Protected by SMK and sent to the smartcard via the terminal using a point to point channel.”  “Sent to smartcard” applies only to GBA_U
Proposed Change: 
Change to “Protected by SMK and sent to the smartcard via the terminal using a point to point channel (in the case of GBA_U).””

	Status: OPEN

	4
	2007.02.16
	T
	6.7.1,  6.4.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

A question related to SC-022: does “number_play_back” specified in the LTKM count in the number of rewind or other trick modes of a stream replay? 
Proposed Change:
Add Clarification 
	Status: OPEN

	5
	2007.02.16
	E
	10.1.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:

10.1.5 is informative. There is not reference to normative text specifying the SDP attributes used for LTKM and STKM streams
Proposed Change:
Add reference to TS SPCP sections 10.1.1 and 10.1.2, and TS SG section 5.1.2.5
	Status: OPEN

	6
	2007.02.16
	E
	all tables
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The tables (e.g. Table 5) contain a column “length”. The unit should be clarified

Proposed Change: 

Change in all Tables “length” to “length (in bits)”     
	Status: OPEN

	7
	2007.02.16
	E/T
	2.1, 6.6.1.2, 6.7.1..
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

[ETSI TS 102.484] "Secure Channel between a UICC and an End Point Terminal", ETSI SmartCard Platform, http://www.etsi.org/ is referenced but in fact not available yet. Also, it seems to be a duplicate since [TS 33.110] is referenced for the same purpose. 
Proposed Change: 

Remove [ETSI TS 102.484] from references and from text
	Status: OPEN

	8
	2007.02.16
	T
	2.1, 6.6.1.2, 6.7.1.
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
In 6.6.1.2./6.7.1, mandatory support for [TS 33.110] Rel7 is specified. Although this is in fact a desirable feature, this requirement should be relaxed to SHOULD in BCAST 1.0 to avoid delays for the Smartcard Profile.  

Proposed Change: 

Change support to recommended, i.e. “For (U)SIM Smartcard Profile terminals, the smartcard-terminal interface SHALL SHOULD respect [ETSI TS 102.484] and [3GPP TS 33.110].  For (R-)UIM/CSIM Smartcard Profile terminals, the smartcard-terminal interface is expected to respect relevant 3GPP2 specifications to be developed” 
	Status: OPEN

	9
	2007.02.16
	T
	9.2, B.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

SRTP is mandated on clients but not servers. Since it is the (only) common denominator between BDSs, it should be mandated on servers also, for improved interoperability.
Proposed Change: 

Change in section 9.2: “The BSDA Broadcast System MAY use SRTP [RFC3711] to protect Broadcast Services. The BSDA SHALL support SRTP. Broadcast Terminals SHALL support SRTP.” Keep (so far incorrect) “M” in SCR table for that functionality
	Status: OPEN


1.5 OMA-TS-DRM_XBS-V1_0-20061222-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1
	2007.02.16
	E
	3.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The text after the notations should be in section 3.5

Proposed Change: 

Change “Introduction” to “Section 3.5 Introduction”
	Status: OPEN

	2
	2007.02.16
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The text says: “In the case that an RO is addressed to a unique device, the IEK used to encrypt the SEK or PEK is the unique device key (UDK) which was delivered during device registration.”

But the IEK is actually derived from the UDK as specified in 4.1.

Proposed Change: 

Change the text as follows:

“In the case that an RO is addressed to a unique device, the IEK used to encrypt the SEK or PEK is derived from the unique device key (UDK) which was delivered during device registration.”

Make the same change for RO addressed to a unique group and RO addressed to a domain. 


	Status: OPEN 

	3
	2007.02.16
	E
	6.4.1.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The first digit of the ARC is used to notify the leave domain action, not the join domain action.

Proposed Change: 

Change the first bullet to 

”the first digit is used to notify the join leave domain action
	Status: OPEN

	4
	2007.02.16
	E
	6.7.4.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The description of local_domain_key contains an error.

Proposed Change: 

Change the description as below:

“local_domain_key: an AES symmetric key to address a unique device domain. This key is also known as LDK. The key length SHALL be 128 bit.”


	Status: OPEN

	5
	2007.02.16
	E
	4.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
In Table 34 it’s said that the ExtendedHeaders is empty. But it contains a GroupID box.

Proposed Change: 

In the last row of the table replace “Empty” with “Contains the GroupID box”
	Status: OPEN

	6
	2007.02.16
	T
	8.1.8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

The text says “It contains an optional <constraint> element. If the <constraint> element is specified the DRM Agent MUST grant access rights according to the <constraint> child element. If no <constraint> element is specified, the DRM Agent MUST grant unlimited access rights.” 

Not only the <constraint> specified under the <access> element, but also the top-level <constraint> (specified under <permission>) if any should be honored.
Proposed Change: 

Change the text as follows:

“It contains an optional <constraint> element. If the <constraint> element is specified the DRM Agent MUST grant access rights according to the <constraint> child element and the top-level <constraint> element if any. If no child <constraint> element is specified the DRM Agent MUST grant access rights according to the top-level <constraint> element if any. If no neither child nor top-level <constraint> element is specified, the DRM Agent MUST grant unlimited access rights.

	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	


1.6 OMA-ERELD-BCAST-V1_0-20070109-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1
	2007.02.16
	E
	tbd
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: 

BAC BCAST-2006-A218 , to reflect this decision in ERELD - Need to put normative language somewhere that says, “For DVB-H terminal, DVB-H adaptation is mandatory. For MBMS terminals, MBMS adaptation is mandatory. For BCMCS terminals, BCMCS adaptation is mandatory.” Ref 2006-0934-INP_Samsung_action_results_to_TS_DVB_H_IPDC_Adaptations - Change 3 Clean-up of Introduction to Section 7”

Proposed Change:
Add corresponding text. Task for the editor. 


	Status: OPEN

	2
	2007.02.16
	E
	2.1, 2.2, 6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment:
It is common practice (and in the ERELD 

template) to include no dates in the document references in the  normative and informative references sections (2.1 and 2.2), BUT in the "Document Listing" section (section 6 in the template). Several other enablers (e.g. Browsing 2.2 and Data Synchronization 1.2) do it as suggested in the template, i.e. they include dates in the Document Listing.
Proposed Change: 

Use this common practice for including dates of document (only) in the Document list in ERELD section 6. Task for the editor.
	Status: OPEN

	
	
	
	
	
	


1.7 Support files
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1
	2007.02.16
	E
	n/a
	Source: Ericsson

Form: BCAST-2007-0252 
Comment: ScheduleReference is consistently used in the xsd file, but it seems to be a general naming "rule" to use xxxxIdRef in the TS SG tables.
Proposed Change: 
Correct/align support files with tables in TS SG
	Status: OPEN
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