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1 Overview

The Parlay Group has sent questions and comments to OWSER ERP (Enabler Release Package).

This document provides comments to the Parlay TAC review conclusions and summaries of various documents contained in the OWSER Enabler Release Package (as presented in the ‘Parlay TAC review of OMA OWSER materials recommended by OMA TP’ (OMA-TP-2007-0169-ParlayTAC_to_TP_OWSER_review)).
The detailed comments as provided by the Parlay TAC (i.e. ‘the comments tables’) may be addressed in a separate future response.

2 Proposal

Parlay TAC review of; ERELD: Enabler Release Definition.
OMA-ERELD-OWSER-V1_1-20060328- A.pdf
In summary, the Parlay TAC review of this document has concluded;

· A. Documents a clear map to other OWSER deliverables. OWSER Spec is normative, in addition the ERELD includes a recommendation to follow WS-I BP 1.0. Parlay group members are interested in whether further revision to the Basic Profile reference is desirable – particularly as Parlay companies consider that benefits from WS-Addressing supported in later profiles may improve the resultant Web Service specifications.
Answer of OMA: A revision to reference a later version of the Basic Profile may indeed be desirable. The work in OMA is contribution driven; any member can submit a Change Request to the approved OWSER documents to request the update of references or other contents of an approved document. Notice that the OWSER related Work Items are in maintenance mode (the enabler has been approved and after that there has been little activity) meaning that whenever OMA members are ready to evolve the enabler, these members can submit contributions (to the Technical Plenary at this point in time as it owns the OWSER Work Items) and these will be dealt with as per the OMA process.
· B Parlay companies have discussed whether a Telco specific profile is sensible or desirable, whilst recognising that any profile would need to be progressed and managed within WS-I, where such work is done. Does OMA see the need to influence and contribute towards WS-I profile work or merely adopt the outputs?
Answer of OMA: OWSER merely adopts the outputs of WS-I profile work.
Parlay TAC review of;  RD: Requirements
OMA-RD-OWSER-V1_1-20060328-A.pdf

In summary, the Parlay TAC review of this document has concluded;

· The requirements detailed are aligned with the needs of the Parlay group with respect to the Telecom Web Services SOA activity. In addition however, the work done to date in Parlay has explored whether additional requirements (which may or may not be fully addressed within the existing OWSER RD – and Parlay would welcome any further clarification) may be necessary – particularly with respect to fully specifying a Web Service framework. Suggested requirements areas from the Parlay Group include:
Service Lifecycle Management: Service Policies, Deploy, Commission, Operate, Decommission services.
Service Management: Configure, control, monitor and update service including during service execution.

Answer of OMA: We are glad to see that requirements as defined per the OWSER RD cover the needs of the Parlay Telecom Web Services SOA activity. Regarding the additional requirements that are under construction in the Parlay Group we see multiple ways forward: (a) to assess in further detail to what extent these requirements can be added to the OWSER RD (or alternatively how existing OWSER requirements may be expanded), or (b) to assess whether other related work such as OMA Service Provider Environment [OSPE RD] work may cover or be modified to capture these requirements. In any case OMA would need detailed stable information on the Parlay’s requirements and the common OMA process would need to be followed to submit contributions to be able to request impact to the relevant documents.
[OSPE RD]: http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/REQ/Permanent_documents/OMA-RD-OSPE-V1_0-20050614-C.zip

· B In the absence of any update or modification to existing requirements – what is the process envisaged within OMA to carry out any updates or corrections to the resulting AD, specifications etc. for example to adhere to the requirements on industry best practice, evolution etc. The Parlay Group would welcome clarification on this point, as an understanding of this process within OMA may allow Parlay to consider the alignment of further work in OMA on OWSER with the work that Parlay may feel is necessary to meet its needs, and therefore to ensure that this work is agreed and progressed consistently and without duplication.

Answer of OMA: We are not sure whether we understand the question. In principle any OMA member can bring forward contributions that propose to modify/change OWSER documents (including Requirements Documents, Architecture Documents, Technical Specifications) and at present these would need to be addressed to the OMA Technical Plenary. Does this answer the question?
Parlay TAC review of; AD: Architecture Overview.
OMA-AD-OWSER_Overview-V1_1-20060328-A.pdf

In summary, the Parlay TAC review of this document has concluded;

· A.Overall Parlay believes the approach outlined within OMA OWSER AD is aligned with the views in Parlay for Web Services, both in the overall approach to adopt and reuse specifications and recommendations available in the industry, and the technologies, models etc. identified in support of this approach. Parlay would however wish to understand better the position with respect to maintaining this approach aligned with current industry best practice, notably as further specifications and recommendations are provided and notably will be supported in the toolsets.
Answer of OMA: If current industry best practices have evolved after agreement of the OWSER enabler release, then OMA welcomes its member companies to keep track of and align with these best practices and enhance the OWSER enabler accordingly. At the moment we are awaiting contributions.  


· B Parlay would further welcome clarification on any position that OMA may have regarding how forward and backward compatibility for Web Service enablers can be supported within an evolving Web Services definition, how much of this is worthy of specification as a Web Service framework and how much remains vendor/operator proprietary and subject to the chosen deployment/use case, for example Service management, Messaging, Routing.
Answer of OMA: We are not sure whether we understand the question. If the question is to what extent will OWSER support WS-ReliableMessaging or WS-Addressing or other specifications that are at present not part of OWSER yet, then we can say that OMA has got in place associated open work items and the process to accommodate changes to OWSER.

Parlay TAC review of; TS: OWSER Specification Core.
OMA-TS-OWSER_Core_Specification-V1_1-20060328-A.pdf
In summary, the Parlay TAC review of this document has concluded;

· A.Parlay recognises that the OMA core service specification is consitent with and aligned to the approach envisaged for Parlay TWS SOA, albeit that further contribution to this specification and an understanding of the model for forward/backward compatibility and future maintenance would also be useful and necessary.
Answer of OMA: We are glad to see that the OWSER Core Technical Specification appears to be consistent with the envisaged approach for Parlay TWS SOA. Regarding backward compatibility we can state that OWSER NI 1.0 is backward compatible with OWSER 1.1 (OWSER NI 1.0 extends OWSER 1.1 with Network Identity aspects).
· B Where Parlay may have additional requirements – either as common functions desired for a Web Service framework, or due to the nature of patterns exhibited by Parlay and Parlay X Web Services, Parlay would further wish to understand how to collaborate on these with OMA to ensure a single unified specification.
Answer of OMA: OMA welcomes member contributions to the OWSER Requirements Documents. 


Parlay TAC review of; 

TS: OWSER Best Practices WSDL Style Guide.
OMA-TS-OWSER_Best_Practice_WSDL_Style_Guide-V1_1-20060328-A.pdf
In summary, the Parlay TAC review of this document has concluded;

· A.The OMA best practice WSDL style guide is conistent and aligned with Parlay group WSDL style guide.
Answer of OMA: We are glad to see that both WSDL style guides are consistent and aligned.


3 Requested Action(s)

The Parlay group is invited to provide a detailed insight on which of their requirements are not supported and to elaborate on what the status is of those requirements/the requirements document that these requirements are contained in.
4 Conclusion

We wish to thank the Parlay TAC for the extensive review and feedback to the OWSER set of specifications. This is very helpful in determining whether consequent development steps of OWSER are required. 
We have understood that the Parlay TAC thinks that (the approach of) OWSER to date is consistent with Parlay’s requirements in this area and that further work may be necessary to update OWSER in order to fully meet the Parlay requirements that are under construction. In addition we have noticed that the Parlay TAC is positive to further explore collaborative modes of working with OMA.

Hence, in this Liaison Statement we provide responses to your questions and comments regarding OWSER. To further concretize our collaboration on this the OMA Technical Plenary could look for a modus operandi for continuing the OWSER related Work Items that are currently open and in maintenance mode. Your response with regard to potential future involvement with OWSER related work would be appreciated. In order to do so it would also be appreciated if Parlay could share the requirements that may impact OWSER or other OMA enablers. Consequently we may then start the discussion if these requirements can be landed in OMA.
The OMA TP wishes to thank the Parlay Group for their kind consideration of this Liaison Statement and is looking forward to a continued dialogue and further collaboration.
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