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1 Reason for Contribution

In Vancouver it was suggested that further updates to the Baseline should be provided by contributions.  This is such a contribution.
2 Summary of Contribution

A number of updates are proposed ranging from the pedantic to essential clarification.
R01: 
· makes a global change: ‘Standardized Template’ became ‘Standard Template’ as that term is used in other contributions such as 143 and 147
· All changes to original definitions section have been undone given 143 and 147.
· Two occurrence of the word attribute have been changed back into ‘parameter’ as the term attribute is not used through the TS
· Following a comment in 151, the suggestion to add ‘technology neutral’ to BLOB was dropped.
In addition, we copied below the comments and responses found in section 3.1 of contributions 151 and 159 and assess whether R01 addresses those:

3.1 OMA-ARC-2006-0142-PEM-1-TS-baseline-update
3.1.1 Discussion of recommendations

We note that a baseline has already been uploaded as OMA-TS-PEEM_PEM1-V1_0-20060430-D, following the agreements in Vancouver. 

The work on PEEM TS will encompass a TS on of PEM-1 and a TS on PEL. More details will depend on the work on PEL. The PEM-2 issue has not yet been discussed and can’t be disposed based on PEM-1 discussions. Once these issues are settled we can finalize the decisions on PEEM TS.

Discussion of proposed changes to the TS baselines is presented in the section 3.1.24.

3.1.2 Discussion of proposed changes

· [151] Binding is not a notion to proper to PEEM or PEM-1. If a definition is needed and not provided by OSE or OAMA Dictionary, it should go to the OMA Dictionary.
· [159] The point to take away is that binding is a notion that must be defined in such a way that the PEM-1 TS can reference and use the definition.  Initial definition can take place in the context of the PEM-1 TS.  If the same definition is applicable outside the scope of the PEM-1 TS, it seems opportune to identify and alternate location for the definition.
· [142R01] Changes in definitions sections have been undone given the effort around 143 and 147
· [151] Template binding may be defined. Such a proposal is made in 0147.
· [159] We encourage submissions that address issues, e.g. the issues mentioned in 142.
· [142R01] Changes in definitions sections have been undone given the effort around 143 and 147
· [151] 0142 does not define template but 0147 provides a proposal to that effect.
· [159] We encourage submissions that address issues, e.g. the issues mentioned in 142.
· [142R01] Changes in definitions sections have been undone given the effort around 143 and 147
· [151] 0147 adopts the proposal to replace normative template by standard PEM-1 template. This also addresses comment jlb1.
· [159] We encourage submissions that address issues, e.g. the issues mentioned in 142.
· [142R01] Changes in definitions sections have been undone given the effort around 143 and 147
· [151] In section 5.1.1., the addition of “technology neutral” is not warranted. Per 147, a BLOB can represent and convey any data structure that it be technology neutral or not.
·  [142R01] Change has been undone
· [151] Comments jlb2, 3 and 4 refer to the statement about preamble for error status code, internal and external policy reference templates. We believe that the MAY statement is currently appropriate as it leaves options to do so or not as one should be able to do. Positioning it as a preamble is also quite an appropriate design for input and output data. We therefore recommend that for now this is a useful statement and it remains in the draft TS. It can only be revisited later on if the current statement is invalidated.
· [142R01] We argue that the term preamble is not defined.  We suggest that a preamble is a PEM-1 parameter, however, we are not aware of a PEM-1 parameter by the name of or describing “error condition”, “internal policy”, or “external policy”..  That inconsistency or lack of clarity is sufficient to request clarification or even, barring the clarification, propose removal.

R02 contains agreed changes
3 Detailed Proposal

See “OMA-TS-PEEM-V1_0-20060328-D_proposal_PEM-1_Compromise_ch_tracked_FTF_edits-edited_per_suggestion_in_Vancouver_notesR01”.
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 propose that ARC agrees the changes in “OMA-TS-PEEM-V1_0-20060328-D_proposal_PEM-1_Compromise_ch_tracked_FTF_edits-edited_per_suggestion_in_Vancouver_notesR01” and request the editor to implement them.

We suggest that ARC subsequently discusses if the PEEM TS is to be discontinued and, if possible, removed form the Work Plan.
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