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1 Reason for Contribution

This contribution highlights some concerns regarding the process for developing the current draft RME architectural (AD) document and proposes some ways forward.
2 Summary of Contribution

 The following topics needs to be discussed before developing the RME AD:
1. Normative part of the AD

2. Dependencies on the work-split with DIMS SA4

3. Relation to other enablers
3 Detailed Proposal

Two initial documents were proposed as the baseline for the RME AD. Revisions of these two documents have been requested before doing a merge.
1. Normative parts of the AD

We have discussed the fact that some part of the AD can be normative and that this is the usual process in OMA. We need to be careful when defining which part intends to be normative in this document as it will certainly have some consequences on the technical specification which is not started.

We also agreed in Osaka that the selection process when developing the RME TS shall be a “fair selection”.

Our concerns are as follows:

· What could be proposed in the normative part of the AD, will have consequence on the TS without having been through a fair selection process;
· We may omit some parts of the TS during the AD phase;
· The AD shall reflect a group agreement and not anticipate a selection to be done in the TS.
2. Dependencies on the work-split with DIMS SA4

We have proposed, as a group, various options on possible work splits with the DIMS SA4 working group.

Part of the specification is assumed to be developed in DIMS and referenced later in the RME TS.

Our concerns on the actual AD are as follows:

· The AD shall reflect the complete RME enabler including the layers developed in OMA and those taken as references from DIMS;
· The AD shall provide sufficient information on functional blocks and an API to the DIMS layers
· E.g. we can not anticipate the data format between client and server by selecting one of the potential solutions on the table without any relevant discussion on that topic.
As a conclusion of the above we would like to propose:

· To discuss which sections of the AD are intended to be normative;
· Leave sections filled with generic enough data so that:

· We do not anticipate on technology choices that should be deferred to the TS;
· We reflect a complete RME enabler independent of the work split;
· We define a “fair selection process”;
· We don’t omit part of the needed elements in the TS.

3. Relation to other enablers:
During our initial discussion on the AD and on the related topic: improvement of the WAE spec, it appears that we would need to clarify the relation with other enablers which are proposed in the RME RD or in WP.

· Browser:

There are no requirements in the RME to provide a complete DOM interface to the browser. There is only a requirement for the uDOM. We want to reinforce that the RME enabler has to be an enabler that will be technically relevant as per the requirement as:

i. A standalone component (potentially used with BCAST, DCD or vertical RME application ….)
ii. A plug-in to the browser

iii. Interface with the browser via the uDOM

iv. Other means, such as DOM, shall be considered in RME version 2 specification and not in RME 1st release.

· DRM

During the requirement phase we discuss the need for RME to be interfaced with DRM. We have not solved the following question:

Will DRM enablers protect only AV content/streams accessible from an RME application or will DRM also protect RME data ?

These two possibilities should be discussed and reflected in the AD as well.

· Relation with enablers currently being defined.

The PSTOR and DCD enablers have been removed from the list of RME related enablers in one of the proposed baseline AD documents because of time line issues.

As PSTOR is owned by the BAC-MAE sub-working group, I assume we can take such decision.

Regarding DCD should this be discussed with the BAC-CD sub-working group?

Regarding enablers that are not proposed either in the RME RD or in the RME WP, it might make sense in OMA to work on the integration at the application layer with other OMA enablers and not restrict the work to the media type level only. In particular we should have a discussion regarding:
· The MCC enabler (charging)

· DM : do we need a Management Object (MO) for RME ?

· LFC enabler

· Gaming
 enabler ?

· Other ?

We may also wish to socialise the RME work in the working group related to the enabler above before developing a complete AD.
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 the MAE working group to discuss the various possibilities proposed into this contribution before working on the AD.
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