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Under Delegate in Section 3.1.1 Specifying the use of delegate and partiipant means we have to scrub the document for consistency. Suggest moving concept of delegate?
Under Service Provider in Section 3.1.1.1, not sure what an “enabler” who exposes a service is? A network router/switch provider? An ISP? Could be. But was thinking of hosted services.
Under Section 3.1.2 second paragraph s/he? Or repeat “the actor” accepted
Under Section 3.1.2: Add “Permissions” to Role definition. Reject. Permission is not at same level
Under Section 3.1.3 Why change “communicative actions” to “interactions” in Shared State definition? Informal use of interaction
Under Section 3.1.3.1 Note sure “rules of the game' is a good phrase to use in relation to social structure since we don't otherwise engage in “Game theory” terminology, and referring to an anonymous social argot can be dangerous if the implication is that it is trivial or superfluous. “Rules of the road” might be a more apt metaphor. Accept. 
Under Section 3.1.3.1 Should we also have a “Policy Topic”? Policy Subject identifies an Actor, so it cannot also identify an item or interest area to which a policy applies. How is this different to Policy Object?
Under Section 3.1.3.2 Facts I preferred the older version with Proposition not Fact. For instance the definition of Assertion, which is an expression about something that may or may not be a fact, is now simply untrue. Also a simpler definition of Fact is “A Fact is a provable Proposition that can be known by an Actor. Accept
Continuing on 08-04-2010:

Why do we need Section 3.1.5 Life-cycle of Social Structures when all we say is tht there is one. We should either drop it or expand it and state why it is important and how it effects SOA activities authorized by the Social Structure. It was meant as a placeholder. We can delete it too.
Under Section 3.2 Acting in a SOA Ecosystem the first word in the second sentence of the first paragraph needs to be Capitalized. Critically?
Under Section 3.2 following the definition of Action, the sentence needs to be grammatically altered to be consistent in tense. Combining present and past tense is confusing. Accept
Under Section 3.2 in the definition of Intent, intent can apply to either a goal or an objective. Proximity to action doesn't matter. Disagree. This is part of the definition of action.
Under Section 3.2 the definition of Implied Intent should include other actors as well as observers since it is another actor who acts on an implied intent. Doesn’t a witnessing actor count as an obserber?
Suggest changing title of Section 3.2.2 to Goals, Needs and Capabilities because Needs and Capabilities maintains a connection to the RM. Perhaps, but I was proposing dropping need as an explicit concept
Under Section 3.2.2 the last word in the sentence/paragraph following the definition of Goal should be past tense “satisfied.” Accept
