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1 Reason for Contribution

OMA-RD-Service_User_Profile_Management-V1_0-20090604-D is in formal RD review.  
Summary of Contribution

This contribution presents reviews comments to OMA-RD-Service_User_Profile_Management-V1_0-20090604-D.
2 Detailed Proposal

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.06.16
	T
	1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sentence “These requirements will identify support for both OMA service enablers and other resources requiring this support.” Makes little sense… 

Proposed Change: Fix
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A002
	2009.06.16
	T
	1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: what is “common access data model” ?

Proposed Change: Refer to “OMA user profile data model” instead
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A003
	2009.06.16
	T
	2.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Why “CBCSF_RD_1”?

Proposed Change: Remove _1
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A004
	2009.06.16
	T
	2.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: It seems that there are many other activities and specifications to refer to like TMF SID, OMA GSSM, 3GPP GUP and TISPAN SuM, Liberty Alliance, etc?

Proposed Change: Add + add in main text discussion of these,
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A005
	2009.06.16
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Definition of “User’s Characteristic Description Information” is questionable…

1) Hobbies or interest can really only an example…

2) The text seems to imply that this is inferred instead of set by user / CMR… Is it the intent (analysis…) but the some of examples are data obtained or associated to the user by the subscription process! This is simply inconsistent or incorrect!

3) Why is the definition, describing what the ServUser Prof enabler may use to represent it? that should be moved to characterization of the schema requirement and how it is done should not be part of the RD…

Proposed Change: Clean up definition and notion of characteristics
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A006
	2009.06.16
	T
	3.2
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Definition of “Service User Profile” is questionable… 

1) What is a user profile?

2) Why doesn’t it cover / involve subscription information with service provider?

3) Is it used only for personalization or contextualization and not to exploit anything related to say subscription or user details.

4) User profile seems to entail by usually accepted terminology much more. If it does not here a) the scope / restriction must be specified b0 the terminology should be restricted a la “ServUserProf profile’ or so…

5) The definition is not crisply positioning versus a0 usre profile b) any other data about the user. What are the criteria for  data about the user to be a ServUserProf data or not?

Proposed Change: Clean up definition and notion of profile as recommended to address the above..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A007
	2009.06.16
	T
	3.3
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: How could “ServUserProf” refer to Services User Profile Management?

Nothing in WID, RD or elsewhere addresses specifically management aspects…

Proposed Change: Clarify or fix.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A008
	2009.06.16
	E
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo “heterogenous” Proposed Change: Correct
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A009
	2009.06.16
	E
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo “Coexist” Proposed Change: Correct
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A010
	2009.06.16
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: The sentence “the set of information related to the User may result in being spreaded over the service provider resources and not optimized” is not understandable… It seems this is trying to argue the fact that data about the subscriber/user is contained in many repositories like NE, OSS, BSS and service level databases. As a result, there is value to “aggregate” the data…

Change: Update the text along these lines…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A011
	2009.06.16
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Regarding A010, the aggregation and spread across databases still is unclear if ServUserProf is not able to aggregate any data about the user.

By definition of user for a service subscriber, (i.e. always a subscriber), that is any information about the subscriber.

Change: Clarify to allow any subscriber information with a service provider to be aggregated and managed / accessed by the ServUserProf.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A012
	2009.06.16
	E
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo  “the set of information related to the User may result in being spread over the service provider resources and not optimized”  

Change: Correct
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A013 
	2009.06.16
	E
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Typo  “Upon deploying OMA enablers and other resources”  

Change: Correct
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A014 
	2009.06.16
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sentence  “On deploying OMA enablers and other resources, the service providers would benefit in having an easy to access, unique reference for User’s information, not strictly tied to the technology used to access the User’s information, and that may be shared by several resources.” Is not understandable and meaningless! 

It probably wants to makes points about aggregation and technology neutrality of interface vs binding aspects…..  

Change: Decide what we want to say and update! If needed, split into discussion of aggregation and discussion about technology neutrality of interface and / or binding aspects.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A015 
	2009.06.16
	T
	4
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sentence “consistent with the Users’ preferences, these enablers/resources require access to User’s Profile information” seems to imply that the ServUserProf is nothing else but the user profile. Please clarify if it is not with a clear distinction.

BTW we do agree that it is and we do not believe that there is any way to tease out strictly a subset for ServUserProf. We therefore recommend that the doc be updated to refer  to user profile instead of anything else.  

Change: Update text and whole doc as recommended.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A016 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: What is “Profile Management release”?  The addition of “management” is not consistent with the WID scope or other discussion in RD. 

Change: Clarify or update section title.

Update rest of section and document accordingly.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A017 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: What is “one unique central management”?  The addition of “management” is not consistent with the WID scope or other discussion in RD. 

Central management does not seem to be the essence of the ServUserProf. One need to understand iuf it is about modeling that a data model (e.g. schema) and proving access or management. It should be understood that if data is owned by other systems than the profile operations of management many not be that straightforward (i.e. changes to data may have to be a) delegated to data owner b) may require additional process to update other systems as a result pf eth data change (e.g. change to subscription or preferences may imply change to billing plan!).

So is it really management? If it is, requirement to support such aspects must be considered.

Change: Clarify or update and address throughout doc and requirements the management and delegation / implication aspects across data owners.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A018 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “the duplication of User Profile functionality in different enablers.” Seems again to imply that the user profile and the ServUser profile are the same! Note however that the dictionary definition of the user profile does not match the definition provided in section 3.2 for say user characteristics description information… so one may want to clarify… here and across the document…. 

Change: Clarify or update throughout doc.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A019 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: why “data model will support”? 

Change: Clarify use of future tense or update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A020 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sentence “data model will support contextualization and personalization of the User’s mobile and/or fixed services, as well as the content handled by those services” is unclear / not understandable. What does it mean? 

Change: Define or explain.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A021 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sentence “exposure of  data” is not a data model aspect. As a result the explanation can’t be correct. Exposure is an interface or policy aspect!

Change: Correct or explain in ways that do not assume that exposure is related to data model!.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A022 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sentence “is that data accessed by ServUserProf Enabler is obtained from deployed physical repositories” would be better expressed as aggregation of repositories…

Change: Update as proposed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A023 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Why the restriction “physical repositories in the Service Provider domain”. Can’t it be useful beyond a SP domain? Why does it matter any way? Isn’t it an implementation or deployment aspect outside the scope of the enabler that only cares about data model or interface per the WID and scope section?

Change: Remove restriction. Add  requirements to same effect.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A024 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “, without the need for storage replication” seems a implementation or deployment consideration that has no place in OMA specifications. It should be rephrased at the minimum to state that it is without requiring …

Change: Update as requested. Add  requirements to same effect.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A025 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “user service-related data definitions” ISUNDEFINED. What is it?

Change: Define, explain or remove.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A026 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: why “will be re-used where applicable”? 

Change: Clarify use of future tense or update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A027 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “but not replaced by new ServUserProf Enabler data definitions and/or data models.” Seems unmotivated/ How will we deal with inconsistencies / overlap across existing specifications? Have we checked that they do not exist? The reference list does not even discuss all what are known as existing profile specifications! 

Change: State instead objective to reuse the best way possible when possible. Ensure requirements are consistent or are added to state the same.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A028 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: why “standard mechanisms to access data defined outside ServUserProf Enabler will be re-used where applicable”? 

Change: Clarify use of future tense or update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A029 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “standard mechanisms to access data defined outside ServUserProf Enabler will be re-used where applicable” is unclear. What do we want to say that is not a technology or implementation/deployment specific consideration?

Change: Clarify 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A030 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sentence “the way in which user service-related data has to be exposed by ServUserProf Enabler may however be different than the way the user service-related data is defined, in particular when definitions from other specifications are used” is unclear and makes little sense... It is not understandable by most knowledgeable of database or repository technologies and associated interfaces / adapters.

Change: Clarify the intent/meaning.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A031 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “In this case, ServUserProf Enabler will specify the necessary transformations,”??? Transformation to what?  

Change: Clarify the intent/meaning or remove.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A032 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “and the way the data is exposed to requesters” needs clarification… is it a data model, interface or policy statement.  

Change: Clarify the intent/meaning or remove.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A033 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5 / figure 1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Figure 1 is supposed to help but has no explanation whatsoever. It’s not trivial as it introduces aspects not discussed so far e.g. enabler provided data).  

Change: Explain figure 1 and or remove it and mention of it.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A034 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: what are “data access mechanisms”?

Are they interfaces? Then say so. Anything else seems rather implementation considerations out f scope of OMA enablers… 

Change: Clarify / update.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A035 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: why “will re-use previously”? 

Change: Clarify use of future tense or update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A036 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “will re-use previously defined” seems to have been stated before…  In addition, it is not consistent with the fact that all can not be reused and there is no certainty that more changes / adaptation/extensions etc are not to be introduced.

Change: Rephrase
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A037 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “common data model” is undefined… 

Change: Clarify or rephrase
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A038 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Why the restriction “residing in the Service Provider environment”? there is value to not restrict + does it matter? 

Change: Update + ensure requirements reflect this or are added as needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A039 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: The restriction “residing in the Service Provider environment” is a deployment consideration. It is not in scope of what OMA enablers should specify.

Change: Update + ensure requirements reflect this or are added as needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A040 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Stating “, regarding applications/services/services content” is strange… It’s about the user profile or the ServUserProfile. What the it mena to be about applications. services or services content?.

Change: Clarify or remove.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A041 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Stating “, regarding applications/services/services content” is strange… What is the distinction made between applications and services?

Change: Clarify or remove.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A042 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The bullet “definition of the different views supported by the common data model” Is certainly confusing to many used to database and data modeling…: a data model does not supports views…  It provides a view. Interfaces may allow to tune / select views. So what is being menat here?

Change: Clarify 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A043 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The bullet “o
definition on how to extend the common data model for future data inclusion” might benefit from instead stating that interface and data model / schema are extensible…  

Also do we really state that we define “how to extend” or that we ensure that it is extensible because of the technology used to express the data model (e.g. XM schema).

Change: Clarify 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A044 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: what are “data management mechanism”?

Are they interfaces? Then say so. Anything else seems rather implementation considerations out f scope of OMA enablers… Refer instead to interface operations…

Change: Clarify / update.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A045 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Is “definition of conditions for usage and access to ensure controlled, secure access by authenticated or authorised entities” really an intrinsic function of ServUserProf or is it out of scope (delegate to things like PEEM)?

Change: Clarify / update and ensure that the requirements reflect delegation…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A046 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Is “definition of charging information triggers” really an intrinsic function of ServUserProf or is it out of scope?

Note also that there are no charging requirements… 

Change: Clarify / update and ensure that the requirements reflect delegation…

Consider also removing…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A047 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: In “definition of charging information triggers” it is impossible to understand what triggers we are talking about. Are we charging for calls to the profile or ?

Change: Clarify / update …
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A048 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Explain “consistent, unified and efficient access” while avoiding implementation, deployment or policy/non intrinsic considerations

Change: Clarify / update or remove.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A049 
	2009.06.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Explain “User service-related data”

Change: Explain or define.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A050 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2 - ServUserProf -HLF-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Define “preferences”

Change: Define.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A051 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2 – ServUser Prof -HLF-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Why the restriction to preferences. It should be any data related to the service user (i.e. the subscriber).

Change: Update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A052 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2 – ServUser Prof -HLF-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Why the restriction to preferences. It should be any data related to the service user (i.e. the subscriber). In this case it also includes the subscription details

Change: Update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A053 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.1. – ServUserProf -ACC-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Note that the examples like (e.g. name, age, address) are subscriber profile data or subscription data with the service provider… So if this is maintained make sure that the document is consistent with the fact that ServUserProfile includes data

Change: Update throughout doc appropriately
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A054 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.1. – ServUserProf -ACC-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “). If needed, exceptions to this requirement may be captured in separate requirements.” is not appropriate in the RD.

Change: Remove
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A055 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.1. – ServUserProf -ACC-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “a common entry point” refers to interface or??? Or does it have implementation / deployment considerations (e.g. with respect to what is the data owner/source).

Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A056 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.1. – ServUserProf -ACC-003
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “Exposure” is a problem as it also involved policies and deployment. We recommend focusing on interface operations instead. refers to interface or??? Or does it have implementation / deployment considerations (e.g. with respect to what is the data owner/source).

Change: Update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A057 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.1. – ServUserProf -ACC-003
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Mechanism is unclear and may imply implementation, deployment or other I2 aspects

Change: Update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A058 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.1. – ServUserProf -ACC-004
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Should qualify “whenever possible”

Change: Update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A059 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.2. – ServUserProf -MAN-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Is this really an intrinsic function of the enabler or should / can it be done outside the enabler…

Change: Consider removing the requirement or stating compatibility with external transformation instead.

A particular implementation can of course bundle both ServUserProf and transformation in a product but that is outside the scope of OMA enabler specifications and requirements.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A060 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.2. – ServUserProf -MAN-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Is it the term “consolidation” or aggregation or federation?

Change: Update to aggregation/federation.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A061 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.2. – ServUserProf -MAN-003
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Requirement is unclear. What is the meaning of “data contained in the specified data model”

Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A062 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.3. – ServUserProf-CRT-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “Specific user data”… what is that?

Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A063 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.3. – ServUserProf-CRT-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: “user identification”… what is that? Refer to user identity instead

Change: Update
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A064 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.3. – ServUserProf-CRT-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Is the logical view function of the requester?

Change: Clarify the requirement or add a requirement.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A065 
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.3. – ServUserProf-CRT-003
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Allow for cases where not possible

Change: Add qualifier when/as possible or something of the same type.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A066
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.3. – ServUserProf-CRT-005
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: As already explained exposure and data schemas are different aspects. Asking that data schemas support exposure is meaningless

Change: Update or remove.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A066
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.3. – ServUserProf-CRT-008
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: The notion of “user profile data” is not defined for OMA enablers in general.

Change: Explain better or define.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A067
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.4.1 – ServUserProf-GDT-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: What is “User context information about the user”?

Change: Explain better or define.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A068
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.4.1 – ServUserProf-GDT-005
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Seems too particular. Find a generic no SP or use case specific requirement

Change: Fix or remove. Consider for all other requirements what is to be kept and what is not….
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A069
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.4.1 – ServUserProf-GDT-018
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: What is “User’s characteristic relevance information”?

Change: Define or explain
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A070
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.4.2 
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: None of the ServUserProf –CBCS are clear in terms of what they refer to / want to see expressed.

Change: Explain
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A071
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.2.5 - ServUserProf –SEC-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: Is this intrinsic. State instead as a compatibility with…

Change: Update 

Apply same to subsections 6.2.5.1 and 6.5.2.2
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A072
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.3 - ServUserProf -SYS-001
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: How are protocols involved.

Change: Update 


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A073
	2009.06.16
	T
	6.3 - ServUserProf -SYS-002
	Source: Oracle

Form: INP doc

Comment: State compatibility instead. It should not be a deployment or implementation requirement...

Change: Update 


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


3 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.

4 Recommendation
We request that these comments be added to the ServUserProf RDRR and addressed.









NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES (WHETHER EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) ARE MADE BY THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE OR ANY OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE MEMBER OR ITS AFFILIATES REGARDING ANY OF THE IPR’S REPRESENTED ON THE “OMA IPR DECLARATIONS” LIST, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE ACCURACY, COMPLETENESS, VALIDITY OR RELEVANCE OF THE INFORMATION OR WHETHER OR NOT SUCH RIGHTS ARE ESSENTIAL OR NON-ESSENTIAL.

THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE IS NOT LIABLE FOR AND HEREBY DISCLAIMS ANY DIRECT, INDIRECT, PUNITIVE, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THE USE OF DOCUMENTS AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENTS.

USE OF THIS DOCUMENT BY NON-OMA MEMBERS IS SUBJECT TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE USE AGREEMENT (located at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/UseAgreement.html) AND IF YOU HAVE NOT AGREED TO THE TERMS OF THE USE AGREEMENT, YOU DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE, COPY OR DISTRIBUTE THIS DOCUMENT.

THIS DOCUMENT IS PROVIDED ON AN "AS IS" "AS AVAILABLE" AND "WITH ALL FAULTS" BASIS.

© 2009 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 16)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-InputContribution-20080101-I]

© 2009 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 16 (of 16)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-InputContribution-20080101-I]

