Proposed Feedback to DMTF on Specifications DSP0225 & DSP0230
Feedback Forms; *=required field
*Name:  Ellen Stokes (on behalf of OGF OGSA workgroup)

*Email:  stokese@us.ibm.com

Phone number:

Company:

Alliance partner affiliation:  Open Grid Forum

*Document submitting feedback against (use DSP number):  DSP0225 (URI Format for DMTF Published XML Schema)
*Feedback:  We have no problem with the URI format used to identify the namespace of an XML schema published by the DMTF.
Any other identifiers to help us locate specific concerns in the document? (page number, section, line number, etc.):

*Name:  Ellen Stokes (on behalf of OGF OGSA workgroup)

*Email:  stokese@us.ibm.com

Phone number:

Company:

Alliance partner affiliation:  Open Grid Forum

*Document submitting feedback against (use DSP number):  DSP0230 (WS-CIM Mapping Specification)
*Feedback:  
· The XML schema set forth in this document appears to be very CIM specific.  For example, all data types are renamed / redefined to be CIM specific when some of the native XSD data types could be used as-is (starting at line 299 in the specification).  Perhaps this is for formatting consistency or ease of programmatic mapping?
· Although there are fragment examples to show how the CIM schema can be rendered via the mapping (both for attributes and use of WSDL for operations), we cannot determine whether this mapping actually works until the entire CIM schema (e.g. CIM 2.14) is rendered and made available using this mapping.  We recommend that this spec not be made a final specification until the supported CIM schema versions are rendered using this mapping.

Any other identifiers to help us locate specific concerns in the document? (page number, section, line number, etc.):
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