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1 Reason for Contribution

I wish to submit some comments for consideration during the consistency review of the PUSH enabler.

2 Summary of Contribution

I did a limited and incomplete review of the OMA-generated documents in the PUSH Enabler.  This has resulted in a few comments which are provided in the next section.  I did not review the WAP Specs.

The comments have been included in a format that may be usable in the creation of the formal review report.

3 Detailed Proposal

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	ERP

	
	
	Zip Package
	Looks like si.dtd is missing from package
	

	
	
	File Names
	Need to check file names – ERP has "PAP-2.1.dtd" while the input contrib. indicates it as "pap_2.1.dtd" – and ERELD does not mention it, or any dtd (see ERELD comment).
	

	General – DTDs

	
	
	Header
	Would be good to update the dtds with copyright, ipr, notice information.  There is a template for this stuff.  While these are 'old' legacy files from WAP days – the change affects comments and these should not impact machines using the description elements that would not be expected to change
	

	
	
	Naming
	PAP and CO have version in the filename while SL and presumably SI (not in package) do not.  While these are legacy – may be good to start a consistent scheme.
	

	General – Specs

	
	
	Doc ref
	Really need to consider strategy for doc versions.  These are building on WAP and could be assigned numbers that are built from those.  This would put us into V2.1.1 or V2.2 or so…
	

	
	
	Template
	Should be using the 2005 templates.  There are changes beyond the simple copyright dates involved (e.g. the text near bottom of cover page).
	

	
	
	Cover
	Version info in title area should be "Candidate Version – xx Aug 2005"
	

	
	
	Cover
	Document dates for the OMA candidates have been set to April 5th – need to look at what the effective policy for this should be (more than PUSH issue) – ConRvw completed/TP Notify date, etc.
	

	
	
	2
	Sort the tables
	

	
	
	3.2
	Current template has the definitions in table format (similar to abbreviations) which would suggest these be changed a bit.
	

	
	
	*
	Could/should terms like 'WAP Client' be changed to 'PUSH Client'
	

	
	
	*
	Editorial - Remove extraneous blank lines
	

	
	
	History
	Draft/Candidate history (A.2 in template) is separate from Approved (A.1).  They are combined in these docs.
	

	Document – OMA-ERELD-PUSH-V1_0-20050714-C

	
	
	??
	ERELD does not mention the DTDs that are part of the package.  ERELD should have a full description of all elements of the enabler.
	

	
	
	5
	I really think a bit about the hybrid nature of this package (WAP+OMA) is in order with a clear view of the release scheme involved.  My view is that we should mention Push 1.0, 2.0 and 2.1 from WAP and then how things were handled for this and any future hybrid release (name/version linkages) as well as implications (e.g. no RD or AD).
	

	
	
	??
	Need to consider the version of the package – would be carried as version of the ERELD.  I would think, given the WAP release sequence, that we are looking at PUSH 2.2 or 2.1.1  (would prefer 2.2 to avoid consideration of 2.1.x SINs in coming up with 'current rev')
	

	Document – OMA-WAP-TS-PAP-V1_0-20050405-C

	
	
	?
	If WAP 164 were v1.0 and WAP 247 were considered version 2.0 and WAP-247_100-PAP-20011010-a were 2.1, what would this doc be considering the nature of changes involved v2.1.1 or v2.2?  Note that dtd is PAP-2.1 which says it supports v2.1, 2.0 and 1 which would suggest v2.1.1 to me (other docs would have similar history views).
	

	
	
	5
	In first list – broken reference in parenthesis.(has 'see section 0')
	

	
	
	5
	Editorial – the list type for PI->PPG should be same as for PPG->PI (indents)
	

	
	
	7.4
	Example is based on PAP V2.0 – wouldn't it be better to get this 'current'?
	

	
	
	7.4 and 9.1
	Looks like the labels embedded in these examples differ (WAPFORUM vs OPENMOBILEALLIANCE)
	

	
	
	8
	Should probably indicate which of the DTDs involved (PAP) as well as the current version.
	

	
	
	8.2.2
	Description of delivery method has a ref to section 8.13 which is not against a bookmark – could be affected if sections shift around.
	

	
	
	9
	Is it clear where the different PAP dtd versions are defined such that a client/server knows which versions it could be supporting?
	

	
	
	App B
	Move to Appendix A and show WAP 164 + 3 SINS, WAP 247 and SIN in approved history.  I would also show implied versions (e.g. v1.0, v1.0.1-3, v2.0 and v2.1) for these 'approved' versions.
	

	
	
	App B
	Add draft/candidate history section for 
	

	
	
	SCRs
	I am seeing bookmark issues in the SCR labels…
	

	Document – OMA-WAP-TS-PPGService-V1_0-20050405-C

	
	
	2.1
	Note that RFC2373 has been obsoleted by 3513.  (Note that I did not do an exhaustive check of references)
	

	
	
	3.2
	Editorial – many of the abbreviations are in single table row which means alignment is mostly manual.  Update table to be one row per entry.
	

	
	
	5.1.2
	Does it really require a six level subordinate tree in this section to get information (header level six)
	

	
	
	5.2
	See if we can avoid using manual page breaks
	

	
	
	history
	Presumably WAP docs could be used to push this into 2.x version territory
	

	Document – OMA-WAP-TS-PushOTA-V1_0-20050405-C

	
	
	2.1, 7.2.6
	There is citation of ref [ClientID] that references WAP 196 – since that time, OMA Client Provisioning has been published
	

	
	
	2.1, 7.2.6
	Similarly, the references to ProvCont point to the old WAP stuff – and these are also then tied into the SCRs – will these really be basis of test or has somebody confirmed compatibility with current Client Provisioning Enabler?
	

	
	
	7.2.5.1
	The special tag "X-Wap-Push-ProvURL" should be reviewed – the dashes are 'long' making the tag look awkward.   (there are other instances as well)
	


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 Consistency group is requested to consider these items during the consistency review.
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