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1 Reason for Contribution

Document OMA-ARC-OGSA-2009-0086R01-INP_OGSA_AD_TO_WP_MIGRATION was submitted for review of OGSA white paper in a R&A. 
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution provides the details of the comments to OMA-ARC-OGSA-2009-0086R01-INP_OGSA_AD_TO_WP_MIGRATION entered in R&A.
Considering the R&A process, these comments are entered as an objection to agreement to OMA-ARC-OGSA-2009-0086R01-INP_OGSA_AD_TO_WP_MIGRATION as is, with the hope to have the comments addressed to reach approval.
For simplicity we followed the same table as in conventional document review.

3 Detailed Proposal
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.09.10
	T
	1.0
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: The notion of “overall service architectural view of OMA Enablers” is not defined or at least Overall does not work well with the proposed definition for service architectural view.

Proposed Change: Fix
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A002
	2009.09.10
	T
	1.0
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “The main scope of OGSA is to support new (and/or revised) Enabler specifications clarifying how they fit with the OSE.” Huh? OSE states how enabler fits. It’s more about making sure that enablers follow the OSE principles (i.e. I0 exposure).

Proposed Change: Rephrase to emphasize that aspect.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A003
	2009.09.10
	T
	1.0
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “… the interactions and links …“ But the doc discuss dependencies not interactions. Link is an unknown concept…. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase to mention dependencies instead.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A004
	2009.09.10
	E
	1.0
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “…the being-defined (or revised) Enabler will expose” should be replaced by “exposes” 

Proposed Change: Correct.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A005
	2009.09.10
	E/T?
	1.0
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “Enabler specifications […] work”: the use of “will” (2 instances besides 005) is surprising. Why not use present? 

Proposed Change: Consider correcting
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A006
	2009.09.10
	E
	1.0
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “… Document has already reached Candidate or Approved status”.

Proposed Change: Correct
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A007
	2009.09.10
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Definition of “Service architecture view” is unclear. 

· Is it deployment specific?

· What is a portfolio of offerings

· How does offering relate to enablers?

· How is a portfolio of offering accessing thorugh external interfaces

· What is an external interface?

· etc

Proposed Change: Fix or drop (and then drop any use of the term in WP).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A008
	2009.09.10
	T
	4.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “service architectural view of OMA Enablers” is unclear considering definition of service architectural view.

Proposed Change: Fix
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A009
	2009.09.10
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “Fig 1 below illustrates how such a picture might look like.”

Proposed Change: Fix typos
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A010
	2009.09.10
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Expand arrow (dependency) in legend of figure 1. We don’t see it’s dashed.

Proposed Change: Update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A011
	2009.09.10
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Expand arrow in legend of figure 1. We don’t see it’s dashed.

Proposed Change: Update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A012
	2009.09.10
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Figure 2 and related text does not match definition of service architectural view (no discussion / illustration of exposed interface).

Proposed Change: Need to decide what we want to do. May be solved by updating definition of service architectural view.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A013
	2009.09.10
	T
	5.1.2.1

and 5.1.2.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Text still imply that only architecture within a suite is to be considered. How can this be sufficient with arbitrary criteria for suites

Proposed Change: Recommend removing section or rephrasing to address that aspect.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A014
	2009.09.10
	E
	5.1.2.1 and 5.1.2.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Title is tagged as “informative”. But whole document is informative!

Proposed Change: Remove informative tag
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A015
	2009.09.10
	T
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “A possible way to assign a new enabler to an OGSA suite, and hence the OGSA Suite’s respective existing Enablers, the working group can then carefully consider re-using/extending the Enablers in the same OGSA Suite(s), instead of creating new ones.” Is not understandable…

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A016
	2009.09.10
	T
	5.1.2.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Recommend discussing here (or elsewhere) the periodicity of update to OGSA to track new enablers.

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A017
	2009.09.10
	T
	5.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Notion of dependency is really strange… Is this really a dependency of OGSA because it discusses them?

As it is a white paper we suggest to rather just drop the section (not required).

Proposed Change: Update as proposed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A018
	2009.09.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Suggest using another title for the section as we discussed removing claims that we had an architecture diagram in rest of text…

For example it could be: “OGSA and OGSA view in OSE”

Proposed Change: Update as proposed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A019
	2009.09.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Drop “primary”

Proposed Change: Update as proposed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A020
	2009.09.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “MUST” is confusing as document is informative.

Proposed Change: Change to lower caps
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


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 recommend that these comments be addressed before we reach approval of the OGSA White paper.
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