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1 Reason for Contribution

This agenda lists the TS Services related comments and contributions to be discussed in the BCAST Washington  meeting 

2 Summary of Contribution

List of Services contributions, comments to be discussed in Washington
3 Detailed Proposal

1. Contributions handled before:
1) OMA-BCAST-2006-0440R01-Mapping-Table-of-Interface-and-TS-Section-Number (Samsung) – waiting for agreement of 0190R07 (190R07 is meanwhile agreed). Postponed in San Diego. 440R01 available for Athens but need some more offline discussion,. R01 noted, waiting for revision. Dependency on 694R01, needs to wait for outcome of that document. – Discussion between Samsung and Qualcomm ongoing. Discuss 440R02 again in Washington
2) OMA-BCAST-2006-0778-CR_Proposed_Resolution_to_SE042 (Qualcomm)- Frank: seems to be a rare case that is optimized here. David: for smartcard profile, MIKEY is used. Maybe better to use a special error code (for the status code). Like a “qualified success”. Document left open, possibly revision expected. 778 Noted. Charles will consider an update.
3) OMA-BCAST-2006-0843-CR_Text_in_SMS_URI_scheme (Ericsson). Change shall to SHALL. noted and waiting for R01.

4) 438R04 and R05 noted (438R04 was tentatively agreed before). 438R06 tentatively agreed as edited online. R07 is the same due to portal problems. Comment from Charles that other UserID formats should be added. He may bring CR on that. See BCAST-2006-0139
5) OMA-BCAST-2006-0995-CR_CR_Solution_Against_SE_124 (LG). Still unclear how authentication can be done over broadcast. More time required. Should also discuss in Washington with DM. 0995 left open. – there will be joint session on the Wednesday in Washington.
6) OMA-BCAST-2006-0921-INP_Legal_Text_Support. Operators (and others) invited to check requirement for this functionality and express until next conf call. To be revisited. – 0921 noted.
7) OMA-BCAST-2006-0924-CR_SG_Adding_Legal_Text_Support_Option_1 (Nokia)

8) OMA-BCAST-2006-0925-CR_SG_Adding_Legal_Text_Support_Option_ (Nokia)

9) OMA-BCAST-2006-0927-INP_Making_Roaming_Consistent_in_BCAST_1.0 (Nokia). 927 noted. More discussion needed, please provide comments and to be discussed again at Nov 27 conf call.

10) OMA-BCAST-2006-0928-CR_Making_Roaming_Consistent_in_BCAST_1_0 (Nokia). 928 left open. 928R01 presented. KPN: default value case also in appendix. Short-hand for allowing all the fragments. Additional comments Motorola, Huawei, Qualcomm, Ericsson, China Mobile, Samsung. 928R01 noted. 928R02 expected for Washington/. Agree change 4, leave rest open.
2. New contributions to close Action Items
11) OMA-BCAST-2006-1019-CR_Backend_Interface_for_FD (Nokia, Samsung) 
12) OMA-BCAST-2006-1038R01-CR_MIME_type_for_InteractivityMediaDocument (Nokia)

13) OMA-BCAST-2006-1039-CR_Add_MIN_as_UserID_Type (Qualcomm)

3. Remaining open comments 
	SE-298
	
	Y
	several
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
Many of the references from TS Services to TS SvcCntProtection are wrong due to the re-organization of TS SvcCntProtection.

Proposed resolution:

This must be corrected.


	Status: OPEN
440R01 from Samsung is expected to close that comment

	

	SE-024
	
	N
	5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
1) Due to the recently reorganized SPCP spec, normative reference sections for SP 4-1, SP 4-2, SP 5-1, SP 5-2 and SP-7 should be corrected.

2) Normative reference for SP-8 does not exist because its corresponding BCAST-8 actually pertains to service interaction.  There is a mistake in Fig. 9 of the AD in depicting SP-8 as “out of band” registration interface.  Instead this out-of-band registration interface should be named SP-9, and proposed correction is provided in Docs 365 and 374.  Existing SP-9 in the table should be changed to SP-12.

3) Also, as indicated in Docs 365 and 374, SP-10-1, SP-10-2 are missing in the AD, and should be added.
Proposed resolution:
1) Proper normative references for these are as follows:

· SP 4-1: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 14.1, but that section needs to be updated to be aligned with AD.

· SP 4-2: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 14.2, but that section needs to be updated to be aligned with AD.

· SP 4-3: ??

· SP 5-1: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Secs. 5.6 and 5.7
· SP 5-2: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Secs. 5.4 ans 5.5
· SP-7: [DRM20-Broadcast-Extensions] Sec. 6.1,  [3GPP TS 33.246], [3GPP2 S.S0083], [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 5.4, 5.5, 6.3, 6.4, 7.4 and 7.5

2) Remove entry SP-8 from the table.  Normative reference for SP-12 (SP-9 as currently shown in table) is [ETSI SCP reference], [3GPP TS 33.110]
3) Add SP-10-1, SP-10-2 to the table, with the following normative references: 

· SP-10-1: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Secs. 6.5.1, 6.6.1, 7.6.1 and 7.7.1.

· SP-10-2: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 6.4

NOTES:
SP 4-1: mismatch between description in BCAST-AD and SPCP spec (SPCP has not adopted changes introduced in Doc-189R1):

· AD (5.3.4.3): delivery of SEAK/PEAK from SP-M to SP-KD (SP-KD then uses this to encrypt STKs)
· SPCP (14.1): delivery of TEK from SP-M to SP-E(in BSD/A)
SP 4-2: mismatch between descriptions in AD vs SPCP (b/c SP 4-3 is not defined in SPCP):

· AD (5.3.4.3): delivery of LTKM from SP-M to SP-KD (SP-KD then delivers LTKM over broadcast channel);  delivery of registration key material SP-M to SP-KD

· SPCP (14.2): delivery of STKM, LTKM and RKM from SP-M to SP-KD

SP 4-1 and SP 4-2 in SPCP TS need to be modified, and SP 4-3 should be added, for alignment with AD.

SP 5-1: Layer 4 of 4-layer model.

SP 5-2: Layers 3 and 2, applicable only to DVB-H.
SP-7 refers to  Registration, LTKM and possibly STKM delivery: for DRM Profile registration refer to XBS spec; for Smartcard Profile registration refer to 3GPP/2 specs

SP-9: secure channel
	Status: OPEN

On 1): Needs to be sorted out since it depends on the ongoing AD SPCP discussion. Also, document 0440 makes a different proposal. Samsung and Qualcomm to discuss offline. Still ongoing as of Aug 7.

On 2): Remove SP-8 from the table. No other action needed. Eact place in the specs where ETSI SCP is used and should be referenced: Section 6.6.1.2 [SPCP]. (We do not have a reference point for SP-9, thus no renaming necessary. Resolution: add references as proposed but keep SP-9).

On 3): No action needed. 

Comment/Discussion: Terminal internal reference points -9 to -12 are not defined 

AP Samsung and Qualcomm to discuss offline and come to a conclusion

	

	SE-025
	
	N
	5
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
1) Normative references for CP-1 should be [BCAST10-Distribution] Secs. 5.4.1 and 6.5.1.

2) Normative references for CP-2-1 should be [BCAST10-Distribution] Sec. 6.5.2.

3) Due to reorganized SPCP spec, normative reference sections for CP-3, CP-4, CP-5-1, CP-5-2 and CP-7 should be corrected.

4) Normative reference for CP-8 does not exist because its corresponding BCAST-8 actually pertains to service interaction.  There is a mistake in Fig. 10 of the AD in depicting CP-8 as “out of band” registration interface.  Instead this out-of-band registration interface should be named CP-9, and proposed correction is provided in Docs 365 and 374.  Existing CP-9 in the table should be changed to CP-12.

5) Also, as indicated in Docs 365 and 374, CP-10-1, CP-10-2 are missing in the AD, and should be added.
Proposed resolution:
1) For CP-1, replace reference to Sec. 6.4.1 of Distribution TS by Sec. 6.5.1.

2) For CP-2-1, replace reference to Sec. 6.4.2 of Distribution TS by Sec. 6.5.2.

3) Proper normative references for these are as follows:

· CP-3: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 14.3

· CP-4: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 14.4

· CP-5-1: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 5.6.2

· CP 5-2: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Secs. 5.5 and 5.7.2.

· CP-7: [DRM20-Broadcast-Extensions] Sec. 6.1, [BCAST10-MBMS-Adaptation] Sec. X, [BCAST10-BCMCS-Adaptation] Sec. 8, [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 5.3, 5.4, 6.2, 6.3, 7.3 and 7.4.

4) Remove entry CP-8 from the table.  Normative reference for CP-12 (CP-9 as currently shown in table) is [ETSI SCP reference], [3GPP TS 33.110].
5) Add CP-10-1, CP-10-2 to the table, with the following normative references: 

· CP-10-1: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Secs. 6.5.2 AND 7.6.2.

· CP-10-2: [BCAST10-ServContProt] Sec. 6.4, 6.6.2 AND 7.7.2

NOTES:

CP 2-2: delivery of content-protected file from CP-E in BSA to FD in BSD/A

CP-3: delivery of TEK from CP-M in BSM to CP-E in BSA (CP-E then encrypts content with TEK)

CP-4: delivery of STKM, LTKM and registration key material from CP-M in BSM to FD in BSD/A

CP 5-2: delivery of content protected files and STKM from FD to FD-C

CP-7: registration, delivery of LTKM (and possibly STKM) over interaction channel; for DRM profile, LTKM carries RO, and STKM carries Prot-After-Reception; for Smartcard profile, LTKM has nothing to do with CP, only STKM (with Prot-after-Reception); for CP-related registration, for smartcard profile should refer to adaptation specs (since 3GPP/2 core specs only pertain to SP related registration); for DRM profile refer to XBS

CP-9: secure channel

Note: must resolve whether CP-8 communications is over the interaction channel or done out-of-band before its normative references can be provided.
	Status: OPEN

On 1): Delete CP-1 alltogether from the table

On 2) Change as proposed

On 3) Open. Different proposal made in 0440. AP on Samsung and Qualcomm to harmonize and propose resolution 
On 4) Remove CP-8. No modification wrt CP-9 and no other change necessary.
On 5): No change necessary

AP Samsung and Qualcomm to discuss offline and come to a conclusion

	

	SE-055
	
	
	5
	Source: Samsung Electronics 

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

In the table, SPCP interface is inconsistent with the latest AD spec.  

In the architecture of SP, SP-2-1, SP-2-2, SP-3, SP-4-3, SP-5-2a, SP-5-2b, SP-7a, SP-7b, and SP-10 are additionally specified.

In the architecture of CP, CP-7a, CP-7b, CP-10, CP-11, CP-12a, and CP-12b are additionally specified.

Relative section in the TS should be specified for these interface in the table

Proposed Resolution

OMA-BCAST-2006-0440-Mapping-Table-of-Interface-and-TS-Section-Number
	Status: OPEN

Left open in Osaka
Left open in conf call 26 June since discussion ongoing

Aug 7: still ongoing discussion. 

Beijing SPCP agreed, 440 needs to be updated

AP Samsung to come up with 440R02
	

	SE-286
	
	N
	5
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

Interface table would be better located in AD

Proposed resolution:

Move table (and text) to AD
	Status: OPEN

Resolution: move all text and table in section 5 to AD document (between sections 5.3 and 5.4) only after comments SE-024 and SE-025 are closed. Change normative references  to BCAST specs in AD to informative references. We need to make sure this change is implemented before closing the comment.
	

	SE-208
	
	N
	5.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Text in the section  highlighted in yellow needs to be resolved and removed. The introductory sentence about service provisioning is rather short. Where is it explained properly? Where are the message flows? Is it better explained in another document? More generally the section is a list of messages with parameters and it is not always clear what they are for. 
	Status: OPEN

Resolution:

· “The XML Schemas are to be defined. The exact format of the parameters described below will be defined in XML schema and that will be submitted as a separate CR”-> see 0929, 0930. URNs defined already but schemas missing.

· “Note: messages over MMS, SMS need to be specified” -> CR to be provided by Ericsson
· “A specific OMA-BCAST content-type should be defined” -> MIME type is always application/xml. Remove note.
· “[Note] the changes on 5.1.4 will be reflected the relative section of BCAST AD in the future.” -> remove

· “[Note] the changes on 5.1.6 will be reflected the relative section of BCAST AD in the future.” -> remove

· “[Note] Clarification on Order Option is required.” -> rename Order Option as proposed in 438R04 (tentatively agreed in Athens)

· “[Note] The method for message authentication is to be defined in 5.1.3” -> remove element “Authentication” in all tables in 5.1. Section 5.1.3 on message authentication needs to be made more explicit. Change as proposed in 438R04 (tentatively agreed in Athens). 

· “The type of the trigger is yet to be decided.” -> remove note and add explanation that this is an XBS TokenAcquisitionTrigger (task to editor)

· Message flows are in AD -> No action required 

Missing explanation of section -> see SE-153
	

	SE-056
	
	Y
	5.1.1
	Source: Samsung 
Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0434R01
Comments

Regarding note in the last sentence in the 5.1.1, it is not practical for terminal to send request message to BSM for service provisioning.  

Proposed Resolution

Remove the note, “Note: messages over MMS, SMS need to be specified.”

	Status: OPEN

Covered by SE-208
	

	SE-120
	8-May 2006
	
	5.1.1
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

There is a reference for XML Schemas that need to be defined, if these have not been defined then they need to be added (by someone better then me!), if they have been defined then add the correct reference.
	Status: OPEN

Covered by SE-208

	

	SE-121
	8-May 2006
	
	5.1.2
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Has the “specific OMA-BCAST content-type” been defined?
	Status: OPEN

Covered by SE-208

	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SE-124
	8-May 2006
	
	5.2.3
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Change “SHOULD” to “SHALL” on the last line of the section.  If this is not mandatory how can the previous statement regarding “… SHALL be authenticated…” cannot take place.
	Status: OPEN

See proposal 0995
	

	SE-272
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

InteractivityData does not contain an "interactive delivery" mechanism as required in the Services spec ("If the terminal supports interactive channel, the terminal SHALL support the retrieval of InteractivityMedia documents and associated files over interaction channel. ")
Proposed Resolution:

Add explanation and specification for signaling that and how InteractivityMedia documents can be retrieved over interaction channel
	Status: OPEN

842R01 expected  from Ericsson

	

	SE-280
	2006.05.24
	
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Ericsson

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0543

Comment:

SMS-URI scheme and SelectChoice could be more descriptive by allowing a key word to be inserted, similar to userid and deviceid

Proposed Resolution:

Add "Keyword" in the SMS-URI scheme and add a key-word attribute in the SelectChoice

(CR expected)
	Status: OPEN

BCAST-2006-0843R02 expected from Ericsson

	

	SE-299
	
	N
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The XML schema for the Interactivitymedia document is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	Status: OPEN
Menno committed to provide the tables with help from other XML experts and once the TS Services interim draft is available

	

	SE-300
	
	N
	5.4.2
	Source: Siemens

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0578

Comment:
The XML schema for the EndUserPreferences is missing.

Proposed resolution:

Create this schema as a separate file in the permanent documents area and reference it from the spec.

See doc #564R01 for a description of naming conventions.


	Status: OPEN
Input needed (also related to other comments for other specs e.g. ER024
AP on Siemens
	

	SE-047
	
	N
	5.5.4
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:

This section is currently blank and should be filled out.

Proposed resolution:

??
	Status: OPEN

Input needed, AP Qualcomm
	

	SE-145
	8-May 2006
	
	5.6
	Source: Sprint
From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0465
Comment:

Replace the text to the OMA Charging AD with the Informative reference in a previous Sprint comment
	Status: OPEN

	

	SE-049
	
	N
	5.6.1, 5.6.2
	Source: Charles Lo, QUALCOMM

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0362R01

Comment:
The first sentence in Sec. 5.6.1 is confusing.  First, a “chargeable event” seems to represent a different activity than “service delivery”.  Second, there seems to be a fundamental inconsistency between the definition of chargeable event (indicates that service delivery has transpired) and the fact some of these chargeable events simply represent subscription-related requests.  As further evidence of the inconsistency, the first bullet point under Sec. 5.6.2 indicates that the subscription-related request arrival is prior to the occurrence of service delivery.

Proposed resolution:

??
	Status: OPEN

Input from Qualcomm expected (to be clarifies with MCC taskforce). What is chargeable event? To be closed without action if no input is provided.
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SE-228
	
	Y
	5.6.3
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

The text in bold just under the section title is unclear. Is that what the table is about? Introductory text for the tables is perhaps missing?
	Status: OPEN
text needs to be updated

	

	SE-233
	
	N
	5.8
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

How does the whole section relate to e.g. roaming between MBMS networks or BCMCS networks? As these have their own roaming mechanisms are we not duplicating things here? Would there be two levels of roaming? Or just one? Should this be detailed in the service and content protection specification? Also in the adaptation specifications? 
	Status: OPEN

Clarification needed. Input expected (Nokia, Samsung)
See BCAST-2006-0927, 0928
	

	SE-092
	8-5-2006
	N
	 5.8.1
	Source: Telefonica Moviles

Form: OMA-BCAST-2006-0449
Comment:

A note begins section 5.8.1: “If BCAST can’t find a reason (e.g: DRM related issue or some service scenario), then 5.8.1 will be deleted”

Proposed Solution:
Delete this note or alternatively section 5.8.1, based on BCAST decision.


	Status: OPEN

This is covered by the revised roaming section Nokia introduced in Shenzhen.

The SG filtering rule acquisition can be done through home BSM or visited BSM (home BSM case is more natural as home BSM controls the terminal).

For the second phase of roaming (SPCP method) this might be still open and enedes to be investigated

See BCAST-2006-0927 and -0928..

See also SE-291 and SE-234
	

	SE-234
	
	N
	5.8.1
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

As per the note, is this needed?
	Status: OPEN

Covered, and will be closed, by SE-092 
	

	SE-291
	
	
	5.8.1
	Source: Vodafone

From: BCAST-533

Comment:

First note should be deleted as Roaming initiated via Home Service Provider is a valid scenario too.
Proposed resolution:

Delete first note
	Status: OPEN
Covered, and will be closed, by SE-092
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SE-237
	
	N
	5.8.1.2
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Yellow note after table seems rather important. Should it not be clarified?
	Status: OPEN

To be discussed
	

	SE-197
	
	N
	5.8.1.4
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:
Roaming Service Scope is not clearly specified. There is no table 2
Proposed Resolution: 

Specify the semantics of different possible value  for this field
	Status: OPEN

Input and better explanation of Roaming Service Scope needed.

AP Orange
	

	SE-240
	
	N
	5.8.1.7
	Source: Orange

From: OMA-BCAST-2006-0519
Comment:

Why should the home service provider send LTKMs to the terminal in a visited network? The terminal is in the visited network and if it wants to access any service in the visited network it will contact the relevant RightsIssuer. It does not make sense to go through the home network.
	Status: OPEN

part of the discussion on SE092
	


4. Less controversial issues/comments
1) Walk through the CONRR and review/handle comments in consecutive order
5. AOB – as time permits

4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

Use this agenda to carry out Services consistency review in Washington meeting.
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