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	Comment
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	1
	One of the arguments in support for tuple-based systems presented in the document is that the Web services is not complient with Web. Why Web services needs to be fully complient with the core paradigm of the Web?
	H

	2
	Document starts with the statement as the Web services are not Web complient, Web specific security measures can not be applied. However, what are those Web specific security measures and how it is addressed in “unified semantic space” proposed by this document?
	H

	3
	The information in section 2 is repetative. Some of the sub-sections (e.g. 2.3, 2.4) are far too long.
	H

	4
	Why some API descriptions are in tables and others are not (e.g page 18, 19)? 
	O

	5
	It not clear how mediation is performed in the proposed unified model 
	H

	6 
	Section 4 gives too much information on already known technology
	H

	7
	It is not clear what information is provided through related sections. It seems missleading.  
	O
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