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1 Reason for Change

This revision R01 just adds a modification in the Definitions section (§3.2):
	Device Property/Capabilities

	A hardware, software, or network characteristic that represents a capability of a device at a given point in time.  Throughout the document, the words "property" and "capability" can be used indistinctly. A device property can be either static or dynamic.


This CR is a proposal to address the ADRR comments from IBM. 

It addresses comments A26, A27, A34, A35, A36, A37, A38, A39, A40, A41 and A43.
The other IBM comments are still OPEN or don't require any modification of the AD.
	A26. 
	2007.07.01
	T
	4 para 2
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “This information, in the form of property names and values, will be communicated from the device to an Application Service Provider (ASP), allowing an enhancement of the quality of the services provided to the device.:

Proposed Change: any SP (or enabler) can use DPE function so remove “Application” and “(ASP)”.  Remove “ASP” from acronym section.
	Status: CLOSED

An ASP being a subset of a SP, the change is agreed.

	A27. 
	2007.07.01
	T
	4 para 4 and throughout doc
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “Any ASP willing to get information on the device capabilities of a given user…”

Proposed Change: change “ASP” to SP” everywhere in the doc
	Status: CLOSED

Same than for comment A26.



	A34. 
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

  “applying one or several policies (using Interface DPE-2)”

Proposed Change: Is “applying” the correct word (I think it implies “executing” to me).  Does the server actually just transmit the policies down to the client, where they are actually “applied”?  Delete the bullet.
	Status: CLOSED

It has been agreed that the word "transmit" will replace the word "apply" throughout the document (for policies).

	A35. 
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “processing any request concerning the retrieval of the value(s) of a single (or a group of) dynamic device property”

Proposed Change: Does DPE deal only with “dynamic” properties, or can they actually be static?  If any property, then delete “dynamic” throughout the doc (like in the next sentences about the Cache mgr).
	Status: CLOSED

It should be explicitly specified that DPE permits to retrieve dynamic information, contrary to other standards such as UAProf that are limited to static information. But as static information may also be retrieved thanks to DPE, it shouldn't be limited to dynamic.

The agreed proposition is to stress the advantage of DPE (retrieval of static and dynamic information) somewhere in the document (introduction?) but to remove further references to dynamic device properties. Just refer to device properties (which include dynamic and static aspects).

	A36. 
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.1.3 and 5.3.1.4
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  move these sections out of the “component” section into a new “Other elements” section – “components” is only for components of this enabler

Proposed Change: move these sections to different “higher level” section
	Status: CLOSED

Change agreed. These two components will be moved to another section (for external components).

	A37. 
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “This unique identifier will be used afterwards for all the subsidiaries DPE communications.”  What does “subsidiaries” refer to?  DPE client?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

The correct word is "subsequent".

	A38. 
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “The DPE-1 interface allows the communication between the DPE Client and the DPE Server, in order for the DPE Client to retrieve a unique identifier assigned by the DPE Server.”

Proposed Change: The interface does not force the sender to be a DPE client so reword to “The DPE-1 interface allows the DPE Server to assign a unique identifier to each registering requestor.”
	Status: CLOSED

Change agreed. When defining an interface, it shouldn't be mentioned who is using it. This would allow any other entity to reuse those interfaces, provided that the message semantic is properly respected

	A39. 
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.2.2
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “The DPE-2 interface allows the communication between a DPE Server and a DPE client, in order to request the value(s) of a single (or a group of) dynamic device property (ies), to apply policies to a DPE Client and to respond to those requests and policies.” --- define in terms only of exposing component.  

Proposed Change: “The DPE-2 interface allows the DPE client to deliver a single (or a group of) device property (ies) and to send policies to a DPE Client.”
	Status: CLOSED

Same than for comment A38

	A40. 
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “The ASP also uses the DPE-3 interface to apply policies to the dynamic device properties it is asking for.” – the policies are not applied (ie executed) but rather sent so that they can be sent to client and applied there.

Proposed Change: change “apply policies to” to “send policies for”
	Status: CLOSED

Same than for comment A34

	A41. 
	2007.07.01
	T
	5.3.2.3
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “The DPE-3 interface is used by an ASP to ask a DPE Server for the value(s) of a single (or a group of) dynamic device property (ies) of a given DPE Client, in order to provide the end-user with the best suited content or service to its current device capabilities.” – your enabler does not know what the requestor does with the information

Proposed Change: terminate the sentence after “DPE client”.
	Status: CLOSED

Change agreed. An interface definition shouldn't mention why it is used, but just how to use it.

	A43. 
	2007.07.24
	T
	5
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  It should explicitly mention that the section 5 is normative.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed.


2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

No impact.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

No impact.
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

To be discussed and agreed by the group for integration in the AD.
6 Detailed Change Proposal
Please see the attachment: OMA-AD-DPE-V1_0-20070612-D_CR79R01.doc
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