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1 Reason for Contribution

Update to REQ on the OSPE Breakout since 17th March.

2 Summary of Contribution

See below.

3 Detailed Proposal

The OSPE Breakout has had 2 conference calls (and one postponed conference call) since the previous REQ conference call dated 17th March 2005.

The main issues discussed:

The group agreed a cut-off date for new contributions to the RD (3rd April). There are two key issues that are preventing the RD from being submitted to formal review:

· The group have re-opened discussions related to Trace Period and Trace Recording Session. This has been discussed since Frankfurt and there are concerns that these concepts are not aligned with the use-cases as included in the RD. IBM and Ericsson are working off-line to revise a submitted input contribution.

· Further discussion on the notion of refreshing catalogues following a state change in components or applications. There is a difference of opinion on what can be standardised to achieve this. One point of view is that only a message/request can be standardised, which received would cause e.g. a refresh of say a component catalogue to accurately reflect the status (which resources are being used and which are not) of OSPE. There are other views that imply the need to define the processes involved that cause the initiated of a message/request.

In addition, the group have continued to tidy-up to existing requirements before the formal review

The next period will cover the following:

Singapore meeting.

Two half days allocated: Tuesday morning and Wednesday morning.

The agenda can be found in:

OMA-REQ-2005-0209-LATE-OSPE-Breakout-Agenda-Singapore

Meeting agenda: 

· Complete all outstanding issues and contributions and realign the RD to reflect the agreements.

· Socialise with REQ and then arrange time to submit to Formal review

The Breakout has disposed of the following documents:

	Document Name
	Discussion
	Proposed Status in Req

	OMA-REQ-2005-0154-OSPE-CC-Minutes-2005-03-14
	Meeting minutes
	AGREED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0132-OSPE-RD-LCM-AC-2
	This contribution proposes the deletion of the requirement. However, this requirement may address the need to  - This requirement may cover the instance where a remote service (e.g. from a 3rd party) is deployed. 

A component may also need to authorise and authenticate an application wishing to use the services of that component.

This contribution was revised to reflect the notion that OSPE must ensure that components and applications are authorise/authenticated to use life-cycle interfaces.
	NOTED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0132R02-OSPE-RD-LCM-AC-2
	This contribution was revised to include agreed changes.
	AGREED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0134-OSPE-RD-LCM-HL-1
	The word deployed has been removed from the requirement. Further discussion is required.

Agreed to include deployed. The requirements then becomes focused on the automated notion of deployment and removal/withdrawal of components/applications.
	NOTED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0134R01-OSPE-RD-LCM-HL-1
	This contribution was revised to include agreed changes.
	AGREED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0141-OSPE-RD-change-to-LCM-COM-45
	There is a view that instead of deleting the requirement it would be better to rephrase such that each logical instance of the component is uniquely identifiable.

It was noted that the requirement needs to identify a reason why a component needs to be identifiable. The reason is that there is a need to perform life-cycle functions on specific instances of the same component, hence the reason for being uniquely identifiable.
	NOTED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0141R01-OSPE-RD-change-to-LCM-COM-45
	This contribution was revised to “…MUST be possible to perform life cycle functions on execution instances of components…”
	AGREED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0157-OSPE-CC-Agenda-2005-03-21
	Conference call agenda
	NOTED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0157R01-OSPE-CC-Agenda-2005-03-21
	Conference call agenda
	AGREED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0161-OSPE-CC-Minutes-2005-03-21
	Minutes
	AGREED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0167-OSPE-CC-Agenda-2005-03-28
	Conference call agenda

Conference call was cancelled
	WITHDRAWN

	OMA-REQ-2005-0196-OSPE-CC-Agenda-2005-04-04
	Conference call agenda.

Revised to include late contribution
	NOTED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0196R01-OSPE-CC-Agenda-2005-04-04
	Revised to include correct document number
	NOTED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0196R02-OSPE-CC-Agenda-2005-04-04
	Includes all contributions
	AGREED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0160-OSPE-SLT-Info
	Contribution to clarify the notion of trace period and Trace recording period. 

Contribution revised following offline discussion – This version was not presented
	NOTED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0160R01-OSPE-SLT-Info
	Revision 1 was presented but long discussion on whether this contribution introduces concepts that are aligned with the ideas and intentions of the use-cases.

This contribution will be revised again before a decision is made.
	NOTED

	OMA-REQ-2005-0160R02-OSPE-SLT-Info
	To be submitted
	To be submitted

	OMA-REQ-2005-0174-OSPE-Clean-up
	Contribution was presented and several proposals for changes have been agreed but decisions on agreeing other changes depend on the agreements of OMA-REQ-2005-0160R02-OSPE-SLT-Info.

Document to be revised to include agreements to date.
	NOTED


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

REQ to agree this document.
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