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-------------------- From Paolo Dini, on 18/08/09
From Neil Rathbone, who contributes to the dissemination task force:

· Importance of public awareness on the research process

· FInES observatory

· Add a Section on public perception
"My only comment on this (as you might expect ;) is whether consideration should be given to public awareness and debate as part of the research process.
To me public perception is vital to research as the public will not want their taxes used to support research that they don't see the need for, and may even reject technologies that they see as threatening, as exemplified by the widespread rejection of GM crops used in food.

So, my suggestion would be to include a chapter on public perceptions of FInES and perhaps propose a FInES observatory that gathers opinion and articulates the research imperatives in order to have public, and therefore political support."
-------------------- From Paolo Dini, on behalf of OPAALS Cambridge partner Dr Jo Stanley.

· Mainly content issues

"Barriers erected by, and ontological discussion of, 'ownership', 'rights', 'property' in IP of transferred and resident web objects."
---------------------- Mail: 11 Aug from Man-Sze

· Review Sect.4

· Explanation on SB required

· Check duplication of work done elsewhere
…

Whilst writing, I do have one major comment on the present draft ToC, namely

that the structure of Section 4 Solution Space requires reasoning and

justification. In addition, the presentation of the subsection gives the

impression that "Future Internet and new technological infrastructures" runs

the risk of duplicating work done elsewhere in other domains. How the

modelling and SB dimensions would "fit" in the overall scheme of the

Solution Space needs explaining (e.g. why these two "dimensions", are there

others, etc). In general, the contents of the solution space beg the

question of "jumping the gun" before the research problems in Section 3 are

themselves defined.

…

------------------------- Mail: 11 Aug from Guy Doumeingts on behalf of Interop-VLab

· Many comments of the content

· Provide clear definition of scope and the domain of investigation
Under SB:
· Service Engineering & Methodology 
· Value network theory 
· Metrics methods on value, functions, performance and quality 
New ToC proposed
1. domain of the Roadmap

2. State of the art

3. Industrial requirements

4. Vision on the domain in 15 years,

5. Elaboration of the Gap between the vision and the StoA and Industrial requirements in the frame of future economy of services.
6. Elaboration of the roadmap.

See attached file.
---------------------- Mail: 10 Aug from Samia (synthesized by Michele)

· Maintain the ToC more general, to allow more free contributions
· Reconsider Sect. 2&3

· Add a Section dedicated to SMEs contributions

· Organize Sect. 5 with subsections: research, adoption, acceptance or research solutions
· Many interesting comments about the content that will be addressed the next phase
Introduction

· brief review for the strategy and the objectives of the cluster up to now
new vision of the cluster

· by means of global values rather than technical approaches,
· e.g. the aim that future internet would help somehow to overcome a crisis as the current one, or 
· to overcome the gap between the research and the real business, in terms of end products which once resulting from funded projects remain mostly just on prototyping level not adopted by the end-users….
· Based on that we could then derive another category of values, by means of sustainability…
Report on achieved results and critical outcomes
· involving the running and the past projects, 
· addressing both the research level and 
· the product-adoption and acceptance level, 
while keeping track of the objectives of the cluster.
Stakeholders comments

·  a section for SME’s and industrials being member of the cluster or consortia partners as end-users, who comment from their point of view on that, 
· describing the challenges they are still facing, how they estimate the role of future internet, 
· why end-products of research projects usually will not be adopted.
Analysis [Ch. 2 & 3]

· Based on the results of the previous sections, including the vision of the cluster, the contributions of the projects and the statements of the SME’s, we could then make a kind of analysis, 
Solution space
· including probably the socio-economical development model, cloud-computing, bio-computing…

· derived from above sections

Essential points:

· a strong focus on social-economic values and impacts may restrict contribution from people and also projects of the cluster
· suggest maintaining the TOC a bit more general, in order to enable people to feel somehow free to contribute more
Specific suggested points:
· brief review on the strategy and the objectives of the cluster up to now
· new vision of the Cluster
· focus on global values rather than technical approaches
· how future internet will help to overcome a (this) crisis
· how to overcome the gap between the research and the real business
· derive another category of values, by means of sustainability…
· allow projects (past & running) to report on achieved results and criticalities, at [Sect. 5 &1]
· research level
· adoption level
· acceptance level
· add a dedicated section for SMEs, industrial partners, and end-users, where they report:
· challenges still open
· the role of future internet
· why end-products of research projects usually will not be adopted
· solution space has to include: socio-economical development model, cloud-computing, bio-computing…
---------------------- Mail: 7/08/09 from Enrico Morten

· technology for new socio-economic development model

· avoid too many acronyms

· Suggestion to restructure Sect. 3, may be importing part of current Sect.4
Comments extracted from the commented ToC:
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 I agree. Considering that the focus is on IT – which is technology and, as someone may argue, technology is a different matter form the socio economical model - I think we need somehow to state, as a value or a vision, that the FInES technology should have the objective to support and foster a new socio-economical development model...

3. Research Problems

Shall we add a new section: Enterprise problems? Or perhaps better: section 3. Problems to be addressed, Section 3.1 The future enterprise, Section 3.2 Research issues?

Put in “the future enterprise” section?

[The everlasting problem of Business/IT alignment will it be finally solved?]
This topic seems a bit to “general” to me
[IOT, IOS, IOK, ISU, ...]
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 I would avoid too many acronyms... (I am not familiar with some of these)
----------------  Mail: 29/7/09, from Kimmo Ahola
· hindering / blocking factors in achieving interop or innovative architectural solutions
· missed issues in previous roadmaps

ToC 
takes well into account the service aspect and FI, IoT etc. as necessary components, but are there major interoperability or architectural (open platform) bottlenecks that can be addressed at this level?

 

My other remark is to the last analysis chapter 5. and its analysis of the past Roadmaps, papers. When analysing, you could also at least list what has not emerged as visioned, tried but suspended for reason or other. The point is mainly to find open issues that may be legislative or cultural issues that need to be solved.

 

With best regards, Kimmo Ahola
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