Doc# OMA-ARC-2006-0201-IssueList.doc [image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Input Contribution

Doc# OMA-ARC-2006-201-IssueList
Input Contribution



Input Contribution

	Title:
	List of issues on discussion in the ARCH WG
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	ARCH

	Submission Date:
	12 June 2006

	Source:
	Aude Pichelin, Orange SA
+33 6 74 35 65 54
Aude.pichelin@orangefrance.com


	Attachments:
	n/a
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Replaces:
	


1 Reason for Contribution

This living document tracks a list of open issues of the ARC WG.

2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution lists the open issues at the moment of the document submission.

3 Detailed Proposal

Architecture Group Issues List

Date of last modification: 9 january 2006
OPEN ISSUES

	Ref.
	Date
	Description
	Requested by
	Source Doc (if any)
	Actions

(Reference to Action Item)
	Status
	Comments
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CLOSED/RESOLVED ISSUES

	Ref.
	Date
	Description
	Requested by
	Source Doc (if any)
	Actions

(Reference to Action Item)
	Status
	Comments / Resolution

	ISSUE_1
	04/04/05
	What are the difference and the relationship between PE and PEEM?
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_2
	04/04/05
	Is applying rules is a function included in the OSE architecture?
	Michael B
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_3
	04/04/05
	Does PE need any special mention/treatment in the Architecture?
	Juan C
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_4
	04/04/05
	Does PEEM need any special mention/treatment in the Architecture?
	Juan C
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_5
	04/04/05
	What is a layer? (A precise definition of layer and clear criteria about why a {function, abstract concept, module, etc.} has its "own" layer).
	Art B
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_6
	04/04/05
	What does Policy Enforcement mean?
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_7
	04/04/05
	Is "applying rules" the same thing as Policy Enforcement?
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_8
	04/04/05
	If not, what is the distinction between the two? (is it a deployment model difference - such as how it is invoked or applied, or is there a fundamental difference)?
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_9
	04/04/05
	If there is a distinction, should both (or all types of functions that cover this topic) be represented and why?
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_10
	04/04/05
	Is Policy Enforcement (or Applying rules, if the answer to above is "yes") a layer or a function?
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_11
	04/04/05
	Does the Policy Enforcement (or Applying rules, if it's the same) mandate a specific deployment model?
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_12
	04/04/05
	How is the Policy Enforcement (or Applying rules, if it's the same) to be represented (text and figures)  - so that it does NOT convey a particular deployment model?
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in May 24 confcall

	ISSUE_13
	04/04/05
	Does Policy Enforcement (or Applying rules, if it's the same) function (or layer) have to always be represented, in all pictures, and why?
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	In the context of the OSE document, yes for architecture pics, not necessarily for non architecture pics

Closed in May 24 confcall.

	ISSUE_14
	04/04/05
	In any deployment, is the Policy Enforcement (or Applying rules, if it’s the same) function (or layer, depending on the answers before) optional or mandatory? (Note: this question is regardless of the deployment model - it is about the optional vs. mandatory presence of such a function in a deployed system).
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_15
	04/04/05
	Should the OSE document make any statement(s) about the parts of its architecture (i.e. architectural elements, etc.) that are mandatory/optional (i.e. in graphical representations of the architecture)? [Hint - neither the OSE document or any other ADs contain Static Conformance Requirements]
	Unidentified
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in Singapore

	ISSUE_16
	04/04/05
	Figure 1 uses different levels of abstractions and that causes confusion and multiple interpretations.
	Art B
	Initial version Issue List
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in May 24 confcall.

	ISSUE_17
	04/11/05
	“Does figure 1 imply deployment and flow which are not documented in the text?”
	Art B
	Singapore, OMA-ARC-2005-0150R02
	
	CLOSED
	Closed in May 24 confcall.

	ISSUE_18
	04/11/05
	“How today’s enablers fit in OSE?”
	Art B
	Singapore, OMA-ARC-2005-0142
	
	CLOSED
	At the May 24 conference call it was proposed to further qualify this issue as pertaining to Browsing. In subsequent discussions on the exploder, there was a commitment to address this issue in the next major release of Browsing, followed by agreement by the issue originator to close the issue.

	ISSUE_19
	04/11/05
	“Architecture element vs concept. There is a need to check the OSE document to identify all instances of it”
	Art B, Mark P
	Singapore, OMA-ARC-2005-0151
	ARC-2005-A050
	CLOSED
	Resolved in #0154R01

	ISSUE 20
	09/01/2006
	OSPE: some issues. Need for those issues to identify the proper stage (AD, TS, or next version) and if it requires solution at the Ad stage, high level description of the solution should be found.
	Zhu
	Athens, OMA-ARC-2005-0400R01
	
	COSED
	Resolved in #21

	ISSUE 21
	09/01/2006
	Naming conventions on Interface labels: need to identify whether it has to be included in the AD templates
	Christian H.
	Athens
	
	OPEN
	

	ISSUE 22
	14/02/2006
	OSPE: Need to study what to do when you are not authorized to mark one element, and particularly when different domains are involved
	ARC
	Paris
	
	OPEN
	

	ISSUE 23
	14/02/2006
	OSPE: need to agree on the subscriber and subscription definitions
	Zhu
	Paris
	
	OPEN
	


4 Intellectual Property Rights
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5 Recommendation

This contribution is submitted for information, and to be used as living document to track and manage open issues in the ARC WG. 
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