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1 Reason for Contribution

Document OMAOMA-ARC-2004-0326-LATE-OSE-Functions-and-Definitions proposes changes to the OSE and replacement of the definitions of implicit and non implicit by unique and non-unique.
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution disagree with the proposed changes. 
3 Detailed Proposal

3.1 Notions of intrinsic and non-intrinsic

We believe that the notion of intrinsic and non-intrinsic are not ambiguous. It is the notion of enabler granularity that is ambiguous.

· There are some functions that we can immediately identify as non-intrinsic to most enablers, such as:

· Authentication

· Authorization

· Charging

· Logging

· For some other functions, we may need to do further analysis. For example: ‘group management’ functionality with respect to presence: depending on the definition of the presence enabler, group management can be considered as intrinsic or non-intrinsic:

· If the presence enabler is defined as the capability to determine if an individual or list of individuals is “present” and the associated status (available, busy, …), then group management is not intrinsic to the presence enabler.

· If presence is expected to also provide the capability to group users and manage how presence is provided to a group of users or organized by groups of users, then group management becomes an intrinsic function to the presence enabler.

The group management example with respect to presence (or PoC or IM, …) further illustrates the following  points:

· Determination of intrinsic or non-intrinsic with respect to an enabler is NOT AMBIGUOUS if the scope of the enabler is well defined (e.g. in the example above, it is  providing presence of users or more complex functions).

· Ambiguity is caused by the unclear boundaries between OMA enablers’ and ‘services’(that allow differentiation between service providers based on the features that they provide or that may differ based on the policies associated by each service provider). In theory, OMA specifies enablers and not services; but in practice, some enablers defined today (e.g. PoC, …) are actually  services rather than enablers, from our perspective.

· The granularity or scope of the enabler, will determine if the function is intrinsic or not. Therefore, the determination of the intrinsic functions of an enabler is a task that should take place during definition of the enabler (WID, RD) and involve the responsible WG and REQ. 

Hence, in the case of group management with respect to presence (assuming that this was a new enabler started after approval of the OSE), the discussion would aim at defining if we should consider that the presence enabler (server and client) encompass group management or if these are rather features specific to client applications or presence services provided by the operators. The RD would capture such a decision and ‘group management enabler’ would be treated accordingly. We think as a by-product of this process, OMA enabler will aim more at standardizing enablers (and associated interoperability/interworking issues which are within OMA scope) and less at standardizing services, which are outside of OMA scope.

There are no reasons to change the definition of intrinsic and non-intrinsic. 

3.2 Unique versus non-unique

The notions of unique or non-unique functions are much more fuzzy as defined in OMA-ARC-2004-0326-LATE-OSE-Functions-and-Definitions.

Indeed, knowing every enabler is reusable, we can immediately derive that it would required to have gifts of being an Oracle to determine if an enabler / function will not be used by other enablers.
Also, unique or not unique does not convey the concept behind the reason why intrinsic and non-intrinsic are introduced in the OSE and targeted by delegations and policies.

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

We recommend that the document be considered when contribution OMA-ARC-2004-0326-LATE-OSE-Functions-and-Definitions is considered as an answer to it.

We propose that we keep the definitions of intrinsic and non-intrinsic and do not agree to add or replace with the notions of unique or not unique functions. 
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