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1 Reason for Contribution

An inventory of OMA work items and their Dependencies while preparing CR OGSA #71 has revealed some inconsistencies in the mapping of Enablers to suites.
2 Summary of Contribution

This INP points out the inconsistencies and proposes resolutions.
R01 adds two more items and removes one.
R02 updates the contribution, taking the discussions in the Architecture call on 27 July into account.
3 Detailed Proposal

Summary of discussions on ARC call on 27 July:
Enablers “in early development”

There was a long discussion about the handling of Enablers that are “in early development state” and about the criteria that determine when an enabler is in such state.

It has been decided that an Enabler may be listed as part of the OGSA landscape when the requirements are fixed and it is clear how these requirements are mapped to an Enabler Architecture (or multiple Enabler Architectures). There was no agreement on whether there is an exact milestone when this can be determined. It has however been agreed that the fact that an AD exists that has been socialized with the ARC group makes the enabler eligible for inclusion into OGSA as “in early development stage”. 

Enablers in early development stage will only be listed in one or more suites, an the fact that they are in early development stage will be stated. No analysis is done for such an enabler, neither dependencies/relationships nor OGSA view.

An Enabler leaves the status “in early development stage” once either the AD enters –C state, or the AD review has been closed and all comments have been resolved (typically by the ADRR entering –I state).
Usually, OGSA includes the latest version of an Enabler Architecture that fulfils the criteria above. If there is a stable version of an Enabler and another in-development one, the stable one is included into OGSA, and a note is put that there is a newer version in early development stage.
Historic Releases
Historic Enabler releases should not be included into OGSA. Exclusion must be documented.
Whitepapers

Whitepapers (e.g. AC-MO from Device Management, Charging Work Split) are not included into OGSA. 
Legacy WAP Forum Enabler Specifications
OMA has taken from WAP forum the responsibility to maintain WAP Forum specifications. Some of the WAP Forum Specifications are actively maintained and referenced from OMA Enablers, others are not. In any case they are part of the OMA landscape and should not be excluded without good reason following an analysis. Exclusions must be documented.
Proposals from R01, amended after the discussion 
1) CBCSF is missing from OGSA even though the AD is Candidate

( Recommendation: Add to “Supporting” suite

2) Some Enablers with existing but still-open ADRR are included, some aren’t:
not included:
XDM 2.1, CBUS 1.0, CMI 1.0
included: 
XDM 2.0, CAB 1.0, CMR 1.0, DM Smartcard 1.0, PUSH 2.3 

( Recommendation: Consistent treatment requested

( Add CBUS 1.0 and CMI 1.0 to “Supporting” suite as “in early development stage”
( Make note for XDM that version 2.0 is stable and 2.1 is “in early development stage”
( Same for Push, 2.2 vs. 2.3
( 
Mark CAB 1.0, CMR 1.0, DM Smartcard 1.0 as “in early development stage” (already in OGSA)

( Add an editorial note to the spec that states this fact and includes instructions for amendment should the status of these specs change prior to candidate approval
3) Some Enablers without ADRR but existing early-stage AD are included
included: 
MC 1.0 

( Recommendation: Keep, but mark as “in early development stage”
4) Some “historic” releases are included: GS 1.0, WAP Billing Framework 1.0

( Recommendation: drop and document
5) Two “old” WAP Forum releases are still in our release program but not reflected in OGSA: 
EFI 1.0 (External Functionality Interface), WPKI 1.0 (OMA Wireless Public Key Infrastructure). There is no Dependency in our architectures on these releases.

( Make an analysis and decide whether to add or drop (and document!)
( Pragmatic approach is to add them in 1.0 and make analysis during 1.1
6) SyncML 1.2.1 is not in OGSA because OMA published SyncML as “OMA DS”.
( Recommendation: Add a note to DS: “Note: With the release of 1.1.2, SyncML was renamed OMA-DS.”
7) Device Profile Evolution (DPE 1.0) is part of three suites (“Access 2 Content”, “Supporting”, “Devices”) although the predecessor UAProf is only in “Supporting” and “Devices”, even though these two enablers are covering very similar functionality

( Recommendation: align, by removing DPE from “Access 2 Content”. 
There was support from Orange and Huawei in the call on this way forward.
8) The status of Charging Work Split is unclear, suggest to seek advice from MCC AHG 

( Recommendation: Exclude, as this is a whitepaper and no Enabler.
9) According to offline communication with the GS chair, “GS In-Game communications” is only an old RD published through OMA Release program. It is not followed further and there is no WID assigned (it used to be part of GS 1.0). Relevant parts have been merged into GS-CSI. 
( Recommendation: Remove “GS In-Game communications” from OGSA.
10) REST is not in OGSA even though it is re-using an existing AD, so Architecture is inherited from PSA. 

( Recommendation: Add REST to OGSA, with a dependency on PSA.
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

The group is requested to review, discuss and agree the proposed resolutions. 
Based on the agreed resolutions, a CR will be produced by the author of this INP.
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