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1 Reason for Contribution

To accurately capture the ongoing 178 discussions and the resolution on each issue discussed.
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution tracks Current progress on 178 ISSUE LIST and details each issue.
ISSUE 9 (informative section) OPEN 
Agreed: IBM, Alcatel-Lucent
Objections: NSN, Ericsson
The “no objection” (and higher number of “agreed”) modifications stated in “ISSUE 9” would be incorporated in 178 R03 on August 7, 2007 at 10 pm GMT. 
  
ISSUE 10 (partial re-use) Revised text OPEN 

The REVISED TEXT extends and therefore replaces previous resolution text proposed by Alcatel-Lucent.

Agreed:  NSN, IBM, Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, Vodafone
Objections: None 

The “no objection” (and higher number of “agreed”) modifications stated in “ISSUE 10 Revised text” here would be incorporated in 178 R03 on August 7, 2007 at 10 pm GMT.

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
 

HISTORY STATUS

 

ISSUE 2 CLOSED link to ISSUE 5 (agreed) resolution reflected in 178R02.
Agreed: Ericsson, NSN, Alcatel-Lucent, IBM, Sprint, Vodafone,  
Objections: none
The “no objection” (and higher number of “agreed”) modifications stated in “ISSUE 2” would be incorporated in 178 R02 on August 6, 2007 at 4 pm GMT.
  
ISSUE 5 CLOSED link with ISSUE 2 (noted) resolution reflected in 178R02.

Agreed:  none
Objections: Ericsson 
            Note: After reading the new 178R01, it may sound like repeating information

The “no objection” (and higher number of “agreed”) modifications stated in “ISSUE 5” would be incorporated in 178 R02 on August 6, 2007 at 4 pm GMT.

 
ISSUE 5 Revised text by Vodafone CLOSED link with ISSUE 2 (noted) resolution reflected in 178R02.

Agreed: none 
Objections: Ericsson 
                Note: After reading the new 178R01, it may sound like repeating information, even if reworded.

The “no objection” (and higher number of “agreed”) modifications stated in “ISSUE 5 Revised text by Vodafone” would be incorporated in 178 R02 on August 6, 2007 at 4 pm GMT.
ISSUE 10 (partial re-use) original resolution WITHDRAWN 
Note: REPLACED BY ISSUE 10 REVISED TEXT 

ISSUE 1 OPTION A  CLOSED (noted) resolution reflected in 178R01.

Agreed: Ericsson, NSN, 
Objections: Alcatel-Lucent, IBM, Vodafone 
 
 
ISSUE 1 OPTION B CLOSED (agreed) resolution reflected in 178R01.

Agreed: Alcatel-Lucent, IBM, Vodafone, Sprint (previously on OMA list, when the first proposal sent out),   
Objections: None 
  

ISSUE 3 WITHDRAWN-CLOSED (as ISSUE 7 solved it) resolution reflected in 178R01.

Ongoing discussions, revised text proposed by Alcatel-Lucent, pending on ISSUE 7 agreement MIGHT BE WITHDRAWN. 
Agreed: None 
Objections: None 
 
 
ISSUE 4 Revised text from IBM  CLOSED (agreed) resolution reflected in 178R01.

Agreed: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, IBM, NSN 
Objections: None 
 
  

ISSUE 6 amended by Ericsson  CLOSED (agreed) resolution reflected in 178R01.

Agreed: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, NSN 
Objections: None 
 
 
ISSUE 7 Amended by Ericsson  CLOSED (agreed) resolution reflected in 178R01.

Agreed: Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent 
Objections: None 
 
ISSUE 8 (, new and purely editorial) CLOSED (agreed) resolution reflected in 178R01.

Agreed: NSN, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, IBM
Objections: None 
  
  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  
ISSUE DESCRIPTION 
 

ISSUE 10 (partial re-use) REVISED TEXT 
removing any reference to partial re-use of reference points from the AD Template, and adding a reference to ARC BP, for recommendations on RP re-use.
 

 

Propose to change:

 

All of the interfaces and/or the reference points should be described in this section.  When reference points are used, it is important to recognize that only a part of the reference point may be re-used. Therefore, the separate interfaces comprising the reference point SHOULD also be defined. For definitions on interfaces and reference points, please consult the [AD BPD].  
 

To:

 

All of the interfaces and/or the reference points should be described in this section. For definitions on interfaces and reference points, please consult the [AD BPD].    
 

 

AND

 

Change the paragraph:

 

In case a reference point from another enabler is fully re-used (i.e. all of its interfaces, and the two entities, as originally defined, linked through the reference point) then, the reference point name is that of the other enabler.  That is, the reference point name does not change, since the reference point does not fundamentally change.  The reference point structure and placement of parameters and/or AVPs are already defined as part of the other enabler.

If multiple interfaces are part of the reference point, it is not mandatory that all of them be re-used (permitting partial re-use of the reference point).  
Recommendations on naming reference points and their interfaces, in the case of partial re-use may be found in the [AD BPD].   
 

 

TO

In case a reference point from another enabler is fully re-used (i.e. all of its interfaces, and the two entities, as originally defined, linked through the reference point) then, the reference point name is that of the other enabler.  That is, the reference point name does not change, since the reference point does not fundamentally change.  The reference point structure and placement of parameters and/or AVPs are already defined as part of the other enabler.

Recommendations on how to re-use reference points and how to name their interfaces, may be found in the [AD BPD].   

  
ISSUE 10 (partial re-use) WITHDRAWN (Replaced and extended by ISSUE 10 REVISED TEXT above)
ISSUE 10: removing any reference to partial re-use of reference points from the AD Template, and adding a reference to ARC BP, for recommendations on RP re-use. 
  
Proposal for resolution: 
In the paragraph: 
  
In case a reference point from another enabler is fully re-used (i.e. all of its interfaces, and the two entities, as originally defined, linked through the reference point) then, the reference point name is that of the other enabler.  That is, the reference point name does not change, since the reference point does not fundamentally change.  The reference point structure and placement of parameters and/or AVPs are already defined as part of the other enabler. 
  
If multiple interfaces are part of the reference point, it is not mandatory that all of them be re-used (permitting partial re-use of the reference point).  Recommendations on naming reference points and their interfaces, in the case of partial re-use may be found in the [AD BPD].   
a) remove "fully" in the 1st sentence (since there is nothing else but re-use ... no more notion of partial re-use) 
b) ensure the 4th sentence is removed (remove it, if it was not yet addressed by resolution on ISSUES 5 and 2) 
c) Change slightly the sentence starting with "Recommendations" to include recommendations for re-use, not just for naming. 
  
The new text would then read: 
In case a reference point from another enabler is re-used (i.e. all of its interfaces, and the two entities, as originally defined, linked through the reference point) then, the reference point name is that of the other enabler.  That is, the reference point name does not change, since the reference point does not fundamentally change.  The reference point structure and placement of parameters and/or AVPs are already defined as part of the other enabler. 
  
Recommendations on how to re-use reference points and how to name their interfaces, may be found in the [AD BPD].   

ISSUE 9 (informative section) 
  
Appendix B become: 
========================================================================================================= 
       - If needed, add one or more annexes to provide additional information to support the document.  This information should be informative, as normative material is contained in the primary body of the document. 
       
       - One such annex can be used to show informative examples of deployments or implementations built using this enabler, or examples of informative message flows involving this enabler.   When showing reference points that are not standardized in OMA in a figure, use a dotted line.  When showing  interfaces that are not standardized in OMA in a figure, use a dotted arrow.  When showing message flows that are not standardized in OMA in a figure, use a dotted arrow. 

       - Note that the styles for the headers in the appendix (App1, App2, App3) are different than the main body.  The use below is intended to validate the styles to be used.  Remove if not needed. 


ISSUE 1 OPTION A Closed (noted) 
<< This section describes all of the architecture’s functional components and the specified interfaces and/or reference points. 
Note for general guidance: In order to facilitate re-use, the Architecture Document SHOULD define interfaces, wherever possible.  When reference points are used, it is important to recognize that only a part of the reference point may be re-used. Therefore, the separate interfaces comprising the reference point SHOULD also be defined. For definitions on interfaces and reference points, please consult the [AD BPD].

Each of the components should be described in a separate subsection and MUST contain at least the following information: 
o        Name 
o        Description 
o        Responsibility (e.g. what does the component do/perform) 

Each component SHOULD have at least one interface or at least one reference point that can be used by some other functional component, enabler, application, etc.

All of the interfaces and/or the reference points should be described in this section. As a general guidance, the Architecture Document SHOULD define interfaces, wherever possible.  When reference points are used, it is important to recognize that only a part of the reference point may be re-used. Therefore, the separate interfaces comprising the reference point SHOULD also be defined. For definitions on interfaces and reference points, please consult the [AD BPD].   
 
They Interfaces and reference points MUST be described in a language-independent way. 

Each interface description MUST include ………..
..... 


ISSUE 1 OPTION B CLOSED Agreed 
This section describes all of the architecture’s functional components and the specified interfaces and/or reference points. As a general guidance, the Architecture Document SHOULD define interfaces, wherever possible. 
Each of the components should be described in a separate subsection and MUST contain at least the following information: 
o        Name 
o        Description 
o        Responsibility (e.g. what does the component do/perform) 

Each component SHOULD have at least one interface or at least one reference point that can be used by some other functional component, enabler, application, etc.

All of the interfaces and/or the reference points should be described in this section.  When reference points are used, it is important to recognize that only a part of the reference point may be re-used. Therefore, the separate interfaces comprising the reference point SHOULD also be defined. For definitions on interfaces and reference points, please consult the [AD BPD].   
 
They Interfaces and reference points MUST be described in a language-independent way. 

Each interface description MUST include ………..
..... 
  
ISSUE 2 RE-OPEN link to ISSUE 5 
Proposal to delete the text: 
If multiple interfaces are part of the reference point, it is not mandatory that all of them be re-used (permitting partial re-use of the reference point). 
  
  
ISSUE 3 WITHDRAW since ISSUE 7 solved the problem 
  
ADD (better said include back the following text) in 5.3 (immediately after The reference point structure and placement of parameters and/or AVPs are already defined as part of the other enabler.) 
If multiple interfaces are part of the reference point, and not all of them would have to be re-used, to facilitate the partial reuse, the interfaces shown MAY be named using the reference point name, followed by a “.“ and a unique number within this reference point (starting at “1” and counting upwards in steps of 1 for each new interface in the set represented). For example, if the name of the reference point is abc-2, the names of the interfaces will be ABC-2.1, ABC-2.2, etc.   
  
  
ISSUE 4 Closed noted 
5.2 text to fix a simple editorial problem 
CHANGE: 
o        The example diagrams in figures 1 and 2, along with the legend, describe all the drawing conventions to be followed. In some cases (an example figure is not shown here) the resulting architecture diagram may contain combinations of interfaces and reference points, in particular as a result of re-use. 
  
to 
o        The examples in figures 1 and 2, along with the legend, describe the drawing conventions to be followed. In some cases (an example figure is not shown here) the resulting architecture diagram may contain combinations of interfaces and reference points, in particular as a result of re-use. 
  
ISSUE 4 Revised text CLOSED agreed 
5.2 text to fix a simple editorial problem 
CHANGE: 
o        The example diagrams in figures 1 and 2, along with the legend, describe all the drawing conventions to be followed. In some cases (an example figure is not shown here) the resulting architecture diagram may contain combinations of interfaces and reference points, in particular as a result of re-use. 
  
to 
o        The examples in figures 1 and 2, along with the legend, describe the drawing conventions to be followed. In some cases (an example figure is not shown here) the resulting architecture diagram may contain combinations of interfaces and reference points. 
  
ISSUE 5 OPEN link to ISSUE 2 
Change 
If multiple interfaces are part of the reference point, it is not mandatory that all of them be re-used (permitting partial re-use of the reference point). 
TO 
When reference points are used, it is important to recognize that it is possible that only a part of the reference point may be re-used. 
  
ISSUE 5 Revised text by Vodafone OPEN link with ISSUE 2 
Change: 
If multiple interfaces are part of the reference point, it is not mandatory that all of them be re-used (permitting partial re-use of the reference point). 
TO 
  
"It is possible to reuse either all of or only a part of a reference point" 
  
 ISSUE 6 CLOSED noted 
Change 
If the reference point contains no interface, or none of the interfaces of a reference point is standardized, the reference point line MUST be drawn with a dotted line. 
If an interface is not standardized, the interface arrow line MUST be drawn with a dotted arrow line. 
TO 
If none of the interfaces of a reference point is standardized, the reference point line MUST be drawn with a dotted line. 
If an interface is not standardized, the interface arrow line MUST be drawn with a dotted arrow line. 
  
  
ISSUE 6 amended by Ericsson  CLOSED (agreed)
CHANGE: 
Just delete both sentences below. 
If the reference point contains no interface, or none of the interfaces of a reference point is standardized, the reference point line MUST be drawn with a dotted line. 
If an interface is not standardized, the interface arrow line MUST be drawn with a dotted arrow line. 
  
ISSUE 7 CLOSED noted 
Change 
"In case a reference point from another enabler is fully re-used (I.e. all of its interfaces, and the two entities, as originally defined, linked through the reference point) then, the reference point name is that of the other enabler. That is, the reference point name does not change, since the reference point does not fundamentally change. The reference point structure and placement of parameters and/or AVPs are already defined as part of the other enabler." 
TO 
"In case a reference point from another enabler is re-used then, the reference point name is that of the other enabler. That is, the reference point name does not change, since the reference point does not fundamentally change. The reference point structure and placement of parameters and/or AVPs are already defined as part of the other enabler." 
ISSUE 7 AMEND CLOSED agreed 
Change: 
  
 immediately  after the paragraph: 
"In case a reference point from another enabler is fully re-used (I.e. all of its interfaces, and the two entities, as originally defined, linked through the reference point) then, the reference point name is that of the other enabler. That is, the reference point name does not change, since the reference point does not fundamentally change. The reference point structure and placement of parameters and/or AVPs are already defined as part of the other enabler." 
ADD: 
Recommendations on naming reference points and their interfaces, in the case of partial re-use may be found in the [AD BPD].   
ISSUE 8 CLOSED agreed 
Propose to change: 
  
Some examples are: 
o             b-1              B stands for “Browsing” 
o             poc-5           POC stands for “Push to Talk over Cellular” 
o             mms-7          MMS stands for “Multimedia Messaging” 
  
To 
  
Some examples are: 
o             b-1              b stands for “Browsing” 
o             poc-5           poc stands for “Push to Talk over Cellular” 
o             mms-7          mms stands for “Multimedia Messaging” 
  
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 recommend for ARC review.
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