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1 Reason for Contribution

Make a proposal for a TOC and initial content for the ARCH document which describes the implications to OMA activities of the roll-out of the OSE.
2 Summary of Contribution

See above.
3 Detailed Proposal

**** It would start with usual sections as per template of the appropriate document type we decide to use) like Intro, Scope, Conventions, Etc****

7. OSE Summary
7.1 OSE Normative statements

*** Include or reference normative statements. ***
7.2 Intrinsic and non-intrinsic functions

*** Include or reference definition of intrinsic function. ***
*** Include or reference definition of non-intrinsic function. ***
8. Implications of OSE: guidelines for OMA Enablers definition
8.1 Effect on enabler definition phases

8.1.1 Enabler Requirements Definition

8.1.1.1 Defining Requirements for intrinsic functions

***describe also what happens if there are requirements that need to be specified for enabler interfaces re-used from other enablers
· The fact that some enablers still need to be identified by the CF WI and work needs to be started on them. It then gets assigned to an existing or a new WG and follows the same implications described above

****
8.1.1.2 Defining Requirements for non-intrinsic functions

*** describe if these requirements need to be defined at all, and, if they do, then state that the expectation is that they will be collected and dealt with by the WG which deals with developing the enabler which has responsibility for this non.-intrinsic functionality. If there is no such activity assigned, then it should be identified and proposed –and hence started
· The fact that some enablers still need to be identified by the CF WI and work needs to be started on them. It then gets assigned to an existing or a new WG and follows the same implications described above

***
8.1.1.3 Defining requirements for Policies

***identify which policies and what type of parameters would be necessary in a deployment for this enabler. There are policies which are valid for the enabler’s non-intrinsic functions, and policies when this enabler is some other enabler’s non-intrinsic function (e.g.: charging). The policy related requirements need to be sent to PEEM and they will be collected and dealt with by the WG which deals with developing the enabler which has responsibility for this non.-intrinsic functionality***
8.1.1.4 RD template changes
****Possible changes to be recommended to the RD template, if any, that would ease the application of the above mentioned guidelines. ****

8.1.1.5 ARCH collaboration with requirements development groups
****Interim review of RD by ARCH so that we can help in determining what  functions are intrinsic or not ****
8.1.2 Enabler Specification definition

****cut & paste from 07 background material***
· All enabler WGs:

· An enabler WG MUST specify I0 interfaces that provide the intrinsic functionality of this enabler

· For non-intrinsic functionality, an enabler WG MUST specify flows showing how this is realized by invoking the I0 of another enabler for which that functionality is intrinsic

· WGs specifying enablers whose functionality may be re-used by other enablers

· May be identified by their requirements in other enablers’ RDs

· MUST specify I0 interfaces that provide the intrinsic functionality of this enabler

· MUST specify flows that show how this functionality can be used by other enablers

8.1.2.1 Enabler Architecture

***logical enabler architecture, enabler realization architecture (when necessary –eg: WI scope – SIMPLE Presence, SUPL Location)****
8.1.2.1.1 AD template changes
***see changes suggested at joint meetings with PAG in Hawaii (as an example)

· update template to ensure I0s (from OSE) are identified in AD

· I2?

· ***
8.1.2.2 Enabler Specifications document(s)

**** what to do when required intrinsic enablers not defined in OMA yet
**** what to do when required non-intrinsic enablers not defined in OMA yet
8.1.2.2.1 Define & Document P

***(for those enablers where it is applicable –ie. Intrinsic for that enabler)
8.1.2.2.2 Specifications template changes

8.1.2.2.3 ETR template changes (?)
8.1.3 Enabler Release Definition

8.1.3.1 ERELD template changes (?)
***SCRs?****

· Enabler conformance is based on its specification; enabler implementation and deployments can be based on the enabler specification and its realization specifications

8.1.4 Enabler Interoperability testing
· Enabler conformance is based on its specification; enabler implementation and deployments can be based on the enabler specification and its realization specifications

· IOP is to be done only for the specification of intrinsic functionality of each enabler.

· The IOP WG must ensure the I0 provision (by the enabler for which it is intrinsic functionality) and the I0 use (by the enabler that reuse it) match.

· Enabler releases IOP (I0 intra-enabler) 

8.1.4.1 Enabler test plans and specifications changes (?)
8.1.5 Interoperability Release testing

· The IOP WG must ensure the I0 provision (by the enabler for which it is intrinsic functionality) and the I0 use (by the enabler that reuse it) match.

· Multiple enabler release IOP (I0 inter-enabler)

****To be completed when IOP Release is defined***

8.2 When does this process take effect for each WG/WI

8.3 Misc

8.3.1 Where are Bindings defined, by whom

8.3.2 How to handle realization documents (like IMSinOMA)?

8.3.3 Guidelines for deployment best-practices 

****e.g: security risks resulting from different security strengths/mechanisms****
· Guidelines on best choices for implementation/deployments of a non-intrinsic function when used in conjunction with a specific enabler or on existence of certain type of policies in front of an interface invocation (e.g: security reqs)

WHAT IS MISSING

· Realization specification documents when necessary. Path from existing realization specification documents back into to proper enabler definition.

· What about Privacy and IMF which are grouping their reqs in a single doc?

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

For discussion only (feedback gathering)
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