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1 Reason for Change

During ARC’s San Diego meeting, ARC Agreed to the following Input Contributions that fix bugs in version 1.2 of the Architecture Review Process document: OMA-ARC-2005-0217R01, OMA-ARC-2005-0218 and OMA-ARC-2005-0219. 

This CR encapsulates all of the changes proposed in the above Agreed Input Contributions.

2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

No impact.

3 Impact on Other Specifications

None.

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 Architecture Working Group recommends the TP Approve the changes proposed in this CR.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

The Architecture Working Group recommends the TP Approve the three changes proposed below.

CHANGE #1 – Section 3.3 (from document OMA-ARC-2005-0217R01)

…

	ADRR
	Architecture Document review Report

	OMA
	Open Mobile Alliance

	WG
	Working Group


…

CHANGE #2 – Section 5.5 (from document OMA-ARC-2005-0217R01)

…

7. The WG that requested the review MUST create a list of all issues raised on the review list.  This should include an issue number to identify the issue, a very brief (few words) description of the issue, a URL pointing to the mail describing the issue on the review list, and an indication of the resolution if there is one.  This should be mailed to the review list no later than 1 business day before the review teleconference or face-to-face.  This document is the basis of the Architecture Document Review Report (ADRR). The WG that requested the review MUST appoint an ADRR editor.
8. The review teleconference or face to face will focus on unresolved issues and clarification of issues that need further discussion.   All OMA members eligible to participate in WGs are welcome to participate.

9. All issues raised on the mail list that are judged by the moderator (the Arch WG Chair or delegate) to be in scope will be included in the ADRR produced by the WG that requested the review.  

10. The WG that requested the review is responsible for continuing work on the ADRR after the telecom or face to face.  Issues where the submitter is not satisfied MUST be called out by the ADRR editor in a separate section.   The WG must decide how to handle each issue and MUST produce a version of the Architecture Document with all changes that resulted from the review.  The WG sends both ADRR and new version of the Architecture Document to the Architecture review list.

11. The Architecture WG Chair or delegate then creates the final ADRR by adding a review summary at the top of the ADRR stating the Architecture WGs opinion on the review and a brief summary of the review teleconference (or face to face).  This Architecture WG opinion could include a request for a follow up review for parts of the Architecture Document.   Where there are unresolved issues and the WG wishes to proceed anyway, the review concludes with the Architecture WG opinion on the review included in the Review Report.  The review is not a gating function when the WG decides to move on.  The Architecture WG review opinion MAY highlight any concerns of the Architecture WG or opinions about unresolved issues or could indicate the Architecture WG has no major concerns about the Architecture Document. 

12. As described in the OMA Process document [OMAProcess
], the WG submits the Architecture Document and  final ADRR as part of the package they submit to the Technical Plenary for consideration when requesting approval of a Specification. 

…

CHANGE #3 – Section 5.5 (from document OMA-ARC-2005-0218)

…

4. The Architecture WG Chair or his or her delegate will respond to the review request by sending mail to the review list starting the review and setting a time period in which to gather comments on the email list and specifying the time for a teleconference or face to face.   This announcement will repeat the information about where to find the document to review.  The Architecture WG Chair or delegate will send notification mail to the OMA-REVIEWS list to encourage widespread participation in the review.

…

CHANGE #4 – Section 5.5 (from document OMA-ARC-2005-0219)

…

3. The WG requesting the review SHOULD also be aware that any terms to be defined in their Specifications SHOULD come from the OMA Dictionary that is maintained by the Architecture WG.  Requests to add or change terms in the dictionary should be sent in an email to the OMA-PLENARY mail list with subject line beginning with [DICTIONARY
].  That request can contain suggested definitions or just the terms that need to be defined.  
…










�Note to the editor: please fix this reference; apply the reference style. Please remove this comment.


�Note to the editor: please do NOT fix this reference; REMOVE the reference style.  Please remove this comment.
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