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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Avoid changing CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and ‘Q’ for Question for clarification
2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	REL
	Host
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full 
	2014.09.05
to

2014.09.26
	R&A
	ARC, REL
	OMA-<type>-<desc>-<version>-2014mmdd-<state>


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-TS-REST_NetAPI_RCSProfile-V3_0-20140901-D

	ID
	OPEN Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2014.09.25
	T
	General
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: RCS API requirements v2.3.1 are used as a base for RCS Profile V3.0, however there are some requirements that have not been implemented in relevant APIs, and consequently not included in the profile.
Proposed Change: Check the RCS Profile Issue list, OMA-ARC-RCS-Profile3-2014-0002R04-INP_issue_list, and provide solutions for the requirements that have not been implemented yet.
	Status: OPEN 


	A002
	2014.09.24
	E
	1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

· Question: Are we still mandating all operation for a given API or did we include optional ones?

· GSMA RCE seems out dated. Check the rest of the document.

· How does an API help creating "content that is portable across mobile operators"?  
Proposed change:

· Use GSMA RCS.
	Status: OPEN

	A003
	2014.09.25
	Q
	1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: In the third paragraph there is a reference to GSMA RCE project. Is this reference still valid for RCS Profile V3.0? 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A004
	2014.09.25
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: Reference [REQ_RCS] points to an old version of the requirements (Version 2.1).   

Proposed Change: Update the version number (to 2.3.1).
	Status: OPEN


	A005
	2014.09.24
	T
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

REQ_RCS  reference is wrong.
Proposed change:

RCS API requirement v2.3.1.
	Status: OPEN

	A006
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[Autho4API_10]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.

	A007
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_3PC]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A008
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_ACR]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A009
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_AddressBook]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A010
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_CallNotif]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A011
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_ CapabilityDiscovery]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A012
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_Chat]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A013
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_FileTransfer]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A014
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[[REST_NetAPI_ImageShare]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A015
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_Location]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A016
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_Messaging]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A017
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_NMS]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A018
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_NotifChnl]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A019
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_Presence]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A020
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_VideoShare]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A021
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[REST_NetAPI_WRTCSig ]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A022
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[SCRRULES]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A023
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Add hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[OMADICT]”.
	Status: CLOSED
No change. Hyperlinks are not used in section 2.1 according to the TS template.


	A024
	2014.09.25
	Q
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: WebSocket method is not required by the RCS requirements V2.3.1. Shall it be mentioned in this version of the profile?  

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN


	A025
	2014.09.25
	T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: Wrong references for “Recieve notifications on updates in a chat session”.  

Proposed Change: Update references according to the latest version of the TS).
	Status: OPEN


	A026
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Group Chat UNI-CHT-002b 

Allow to signal additional services such as FT and Geolocation during group chat session creation
Proposed change:

To be added (major addition). May also have impact on FT (UNI-FLT-001) and Location APIs.
	Status: OPEN

	A027
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Group Chat UNI-CHT-004b

On invitation acceptance notification, also the supported services shall be signalled.
Proposed change:

Major change. Currently the API does not transmit acceptance notifications in a group chat, but uses ParticipantStatus notifications.
	Status: OPEN

	A028
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Group Chat UNI-CHT-007b

On invitation notification, also the supported services shall be signalled.
Proposed change:

To be added (minor addition, but part of a larger change and not to be done isolated).
	Status: OPEN

	A029
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Group Chat UNI-CHT-008b

On accepting an invitation, the API shall enable to signal the supported services (FT, Goelocation).
Proposed change:

Major change.
	Status: OPEN

	A030
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-030

Create long-lived group chat.
Proposed change:

Add under a new resource subtree.
	Status: OPEN

	A031
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-031
Add user(s).
Proposed change:

Add under a new resource subtree.
	Status: OPEN

	A032
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-032
Notify user when he/she was added to a long-lived group chat.
Proposed change:

Add under a new resource subtree.
	Status: OPEN

	A033
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-033
Allow user to leave a long-lived group chat.
Proposed change:

Add under a new resource subtree.
	Status: OPEN

	A034
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-034
Get list of long-lived group chats and their subjects.
Proposed change:

Add under a new resource subtree.
	Status: OPEN

	A035
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-035
Query info about a long-lived group chat.
Proposed change:

Add under a new resource subtree.
	Status: OPEN

	A036
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-036
Notify the application of changes in the participants list in a long-lived group chat.
Proposed change:

Add under a new resource subtree.
	Status: OPEN

	A037
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-037
Notify the application of changes in the list of supported services in a long-lived group chat.
Proposed change:

Add under a new resource subtree.
	Status: OPEN

	A038
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-038
Notify the application when a long-lived group chat is no longer available.
Proposed change:

Add under a new resource subtree.
	Status: OPEN

	A039
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-039
Extend a confirmed 1-1 chat to a long-lived group chat.
Proposed change:

Need to update the “extend” resource, or create a sibling “extendLongLived”.
	Status: OPEN

	A040
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Long-lived group chat UNI-CHT-040
Allow user to re-join a long lived group chat.
Proposed change:

Add under a new resource subtree.
	Status: OPEN

	A041
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Media  UNI-CHT-018
Added “failure” to the list of return states of sending a chat message.
Proposed change:

This will in some cases be synchronous, in others asynchronus.

Need to elaborate whether the existing notifications and return codes / exceptions cover this.
	Status: OPEN

	A042
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 FileTransfer  UNI-FLT-001
“File transfer within a group chat is supported only if notified by the RCS enabler.” ( need to expose querying that capability, and possibly setting it.
Proposed change:

To Be elaborated. Maybe this can just be done by allowing to read the “ft” parameter of the chat session.
	Status: OPEN

	A043
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 FileTransfer  UNI-FLT-004b
From RCS 5.0/5.1 API requirements (for originating side). Seems to be missing from the API. 

The File Transfer API SHALL support indication of file transfer progress status, including indication of resumption...

Use Case: Support of a progress bar in the Application UI.  In case of file transfer resumption, the application informs the user of the resumption (i.e., anticipating longer transferring time).

The gateway sends the application the progress status to the application at a specified interval. (i.e., every xx second or xx% of the file size).

As the API gateway supports the file transfer resume operation (initiated by either sending or receiving client), the API gateway will notify the application of the resumption using a unique status code . The final set of applicable notification codes/types will be determined by OMA in its technical API work.

Ref: [RCS5] ch 3.5 File Transfer, ch 3.5.3 High Level Requirements
Proposed change:

Source: Mail from Bipin Patel on June 6 2013.

To be evaluated..
	Status: OPEN

	A044
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 FileTransfer  UNI- FLT-011
From RCS 5.0/5.1 API requirements (for terminating side). Seems to be missing from the API.

The File Transfer API SHALL support indication of file transfer progress status, including indication of resumption.

…

Use Case: Support of a progress bar in the application UI.  In case of file transfer resumption, the application informs the user of the resumption (i.e., anticipating longer transferring time).

The gateway sends the application the progress status to the application at a specified interval (i.e., every xx second or xx% of the file size).

As the gateway supports the file transfer resume operation (initiated by either sending or receiving client), it will notify the application of the resumption with a unique status code.    The final set of applicable notification codes/types will be determined by OMA in its technical API work.

Ref: [RCS5] ch 3.5 File Transfer; ch 3.5.3 High Level Requirements
Proposed change:

Source: Mail from Bipin Patel on June 6 2013.

To be evaluated.
	Status: OPEN

	A045
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 FileTransfer  NRI-FLT-001
There are some inconsistencies (errors) in the examples for File Transfer specs. In particular examples for 6.7.5.1 and 6.9.5.1.1, there are incorrect values for {userId} used for “href” parameter. In 6.7.5.1 it is used Originator user Id rather than Receiver user Id, while in 6.9.5.1.1 there are inconsistent user Ids in 2 entries for “href”.
Proposed change:

Mail from Ericsson 13 June 2013.

Bugfix.
	Status: OPEN

	A046
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.5
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Notif API   NRI-NC-002
Clearly explain meaning and effect of maxNotifications parameter 

Proposed change:

OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2014-0060R01-CR_NC_TS_Issue_list_calrifications_for_maxNotifications
	Status: OPEN

	A047
	2014.09.25
	E
	5.6, 5.7, 5.8, 5.9
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: The style in the Comments part is not aligned with the Comments style for other APIs.
Proposed Change: If time allows, update the Comments part to match the style with other sections.
	Status: OPEN


	A048
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.8
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Messaging   UNI-MSG-003
Updated/Enhanced for RCS 5.1

The Messaging API SHALL support

receiving of the message disposition

(“sent”, “delivered”, “displayed”)

[…]

The “sent” disposition is received synchronously as

response to the request that sends the message.

The “delivered” and “displayed” dispositions are

returned asynchronously via the notification channel.

See “Common notification channel” for establishment of notification channel.

Ref: [RCSR5] ch 3.2 Standalone messaging.
Proposed change:

OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2014-0056-CR_MMS_TS_support_for_Displayed_message_status.
	Status: OPEN

	A049
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.8
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Messaging   UNI-MSG-004
Added for RCS 5.1

The Messaging API SHALL support sending “displayed” notifications of message received. 

[...]

This operation will be allowed only if the original message included a “displayed” notification request. Ref:[RCSR5] ch 3.2 Standalone messaging.
Proposed change:

Source: Mail from Bipin Patel on June 6 2013.

To be evaluated.

OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2014-0056-CR_MMS_TS_support_for_Displayed_message_status.
	Status: OPEN

	A050
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.10
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 ACR   NRI-ACR-001
Replace xsd:dateTime by xsd:dateTimeStamp 

Proposed change:


	Status: OPEN

	A051
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.11
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Cap Disc   UNI-CPD-003
Enhanced for RCS 5.1.

The API SHALL allow an application to query the service capabilities for a list of contacts also..
Proposed change:

Can be added to the existing Capability Discovery API. 

A description of possible resolutions is available in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2013-0041R01-INP_CapDis_analysis_of_new_requirements
	Status: OPEN

	A052
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.11
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Cap Disc   UNI-CPD-004
Enhanced for RCS 5.1.

The API SHALL allow an application to query if contacts specified in a list of contacts are RCS capable also.
Proposed change:

Can be added to the existing Capability Discovery API. 

A description of possible resolutions is available in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2013-0041R01-INP_CapDis_analysis_of_new_requirements
	Status: OPEN

	A053
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.13
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

Retrieve presence information for an ad-hoc created list of contacts
And related methods refering to 6.30.5

It should be checked whether it is possible that the URI list format (in the request) and in the response could be harmonized with section 5.2.1.2.2 of [Presence2.0_TS], which refers to RFC5367
Proposed change:

This is a change to the Presence API TS. ALU will provide a CR.
	Status: OPEN

	A054
	2014.09.24
	T
	5.13
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

From Issue List 2014-0006R05 Presence   UNI-PRS-015
Enhanced for RCS 5.1.

The API SHALL allow an application retrieval of service capabilities for a list of contacts also.
This is corrected in OMA-ARC-RCS-Profile3-2014-0008R01-CR_TS_Adding_missing_information_for_Presence
Does not solve all issues raised in mail from GROSS Pierre-Henri dated 29 juli 2014 12:04
Proposed change:
see CR OMA-ARC-RCS-Profile3-2014-0009-CR_CONR_Cap_Disc_Presence_List
	Status: OPEN

	A055
	2014.09.10
	E
	5.14
	Source:  Metaswitch
Form: INP0046
Comment: The text “Implementations of the RCS profile MUST support a single Root folder” appears inside a column heading. That is not the right place.
Proposed change: Pull text out into a separate row.
	Status: OPEN

	A056
	2014.09.10
	T
	5.14
	Source:  Metaswitch
Form: INP0046
Comment: “Retrieve the entire payload of an object (6.5.3)” is listed as mandatory, but it is not an RCS requirement to provide this function.

Proposed change: Add text saying “This operation is OPTIONAL”.
	Status: OPEN

	A057
	2014.09.24
	E
	5.14
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: INP0047
Comment: 

Implementations of the RCS profile MUST support a single Root folder where its name is an empty string. The Root folder MUST contain the following two system-defined subfolders: Default and RCSMessageStore
Proposed change:

This text must be moved before the table.
	Status: OPEN

	A058
	2014.09.10
	T
	5.14
	Source:   Metaswitch
Form: INP0046
Comment: Under “Subscribe to notifications (6.17.5, 6.17.3)”, the item “To check the list of active subscriptions…” is listed as mandatory, but it is not an RCS requirement to provide this function. Moreover, this is inconsistent: the corresponding function to check the list of channels in NC (5.1)  is not listed as mandatory.
Proposed change: Add text saying “This operation is OPTIONAL”.
	Status: OPEN

	A059
	2014.09.10
	E
	5.14
	Source:  Metaswitch
Form: INP0046
Comment: Under “Subscribe to notifications (6.17.5, 6.17.3)”, the item “Note that for client applications” refers to “section 5.1”, but it is unclear whether this refers to the present document or the NMS TS.
Proposed change: Add text saying “section 5.1 of this profile document”.
	Status: OPEN

	A060
	2014.09.10
	E
	5.14
	Source:  Metaswitch
Form: INP0046
Comment: Under “Lookup the resource URL (6.8.3, 6.8.5)”, there is a reference to “or 6,8.5”.

Proposed change: Change the first comma to a period, i.e., “6.8.5”.
	Status: OPEN

	A061
	2014.09.24
	
	5.15
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Typo, at the end of the sentence describing RCS operation “Provide an answer to an update offer” at the table in section 5.15.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RCS_REQ]” with “[REQ_RCS]”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	A062
	2014.09.24
	
	5.15
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Typo, at the end of the sentence describing RCS operation “Receive notification about an answer” at the table in section 5.15.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RCS_REQ]” with “[REQ_RCS]”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	A063
	2014.09.24
	
	5.15
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Typo, at the end of the sentence describing RCS operation “Update ICE status” at the table in section 5.15.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RCS_REQ]” with “[REQ_RCS]”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	A064
	2014.09.24
	
	5.15
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Typo, at the end of the sentence describing RCS operation “Receive notification about conflicts” at the table in section 5.15.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RCS_REQ]” with “[REQ_RCS]”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	A065
	2014.09.24
	
	5.15
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Typo, at the end of the sentence describing RCS operation “Receive notification about subscription cancellation” at the table in section 5.15.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RCS_REQ]” with “[REQ_RCS]”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	A066
	2014.09.10
	E
	B.1
	Source:  Metaswitch
Form: INP0046
Comment: Several SCR IDs are incorrect, e.g., there is a reference to “REST-NC-CHANNELS-S-003-M” but this is actually “REST-NC-CHANNELS-S-003-O”, and similarly for all the “REST-NC-LONGPOLL” SCR IDs.
Proposed change: Correct the SCR IDs.
	Status: OPEN

	A067
	2014.09.10
	T
	B.1, B.14, throughout
	Source:  Metaswitch
Form: INP0046
Comment: The SCR “REST-*-SUPPORT-S-002-M” is included, i.e., support for XML. In practice, many applications will use JSON exclusively, and it is not an RCS requirement to provide a particular format.

Proposed change: Delete “REST-*-SUPPORT-S-002-M” from  this profile document.
	Status: OPEN

	A068
	2014.09.24
	
	B.4
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Typo, “~ThirdParty~”.
Proposed Change: Replace “~ThirdParty~” with “~Third Party~”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	A069
	2014.09.24
	
	B.11
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Typo, “~CapabilityDiscovery~”.
Proposed Change: Replace “~CapabilityDiscovery~” with “~Capability Discovery~”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	A070
	2014.09.10
	T
	B.14
	Source:  Metaswitch
Form: INP0046
Comment: The RCS Profile requires subscription and notification support (see 5.14), but the corresponding SCRs are omitted from the SCR table.

Proposed change: Add the following SCRs to the list:

REST-NMS-SUBSCR-S-001-O

REST-NMS-SUBSCR-S-003-O

REST-NMS-SUBSCR-S-004-O

REST-NMS-SUBSCR-S-005-O

REST-NMS-INDSUBSCR-S-001-O

REST-NMS-INDSUBSCR-S-002-O

REST-NMS-INDSUBSCR-S-003-O

REST-NMS-INDSUBSCR-S-004-O

REST-NMS-NOTIF-S-001-O

REST-NMS-NOTIF-S-002-O
	Status: OPEN

	A071
	2014-09-23
	Q
	5.3
	Source: Orange
Form: REL/R&A Ref : CONR-14-015
Comment: Orange has a question regarding CR55 resolving UNI-FT-001 (The File Transfer API SHALL support initiating a file transfer to a single recipient or to a group of recipients within a group chat)

When the "associatedGroupChat" optional paramater is set in order to initiate a FT to a group of recipients within a group chat, what value should be used for "receiverAddress" parameter (as this parameter is mandatory)?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	A072
	2014-09-25
	T/Q
	5.2
	Source: Orange
Form: REL/R&A Ref : CONR-14-015
Comment: Orange has analysed requirements related to Long-lived Group chat (UNI-CHT-030 to UNI-CHT-040). We are not sure that it is required to add a new resource to what is already existing in Group chat.
Proposed Change: Orange will provide soon an Input Contribution to share its analysis.
	Status: OPEN


3.2 OMA-ETR-REST_NetAPI_RCSProfile-V3_0-20131028
	ID
	OPEN Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Propose reference name from consistency.
Proposed Change: Replace “[REST_TS_NetAPI_RCSProfile]” with “[REST_NetAPI_RCS]”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>


	B002
	2014.09.24
	
	3.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing abbreviation “IOP”.
Proposed Change: Add “IOP”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>


	B003
	2014.09.24
	
	3.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Typo, “Reach Communication Suite” for abbreviation “RCS”.
Proposed Change: Replace “Reach Communication Suite” with “Rich Communication Suite”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	B004
	2014.09.24
	
	5.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: (If C001 is OK) Typo, “[REST_TS_RCSProfile_V3]”.
Proposed Change: Replace “[REST_TS_RCSProfile_V3]” with “[REST_NetAPI_RCS]”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	B005
	2014.09.25
	E
	5.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: Used undefined  reference [REST_TS_RCSProfile_V3] .
Proposed Change: Change the reference to [REST_TS_NetAPI_RCSProfile]
	Status: OPEN 




3.3 OMA-ERELD-REST_NetAPI_RCSProfile-V3_0-20130316-D
	ID
	OPEN Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2014.09.25
	E
	2.1, 2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: References in hypertext. 

Proposed Change: The references should be in a plain text. Remove hypertext.
	Status: OPEN 



	C002
	2014.09.24
	
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Missing hyperlink.
Proposed Change: Remove hyperlink at the “http ~” in the “[RFC2119]”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	C003
	2014.09.24
	
	3.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2014-0048
Comment: Typo, “Reach Communication Suite” for abbreviation “RCS”.
Proposed Change: Replace “Reach Communication Suite” with “Rich Communication Suite”.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>

	C004
	2014.09.25
	E
	4.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: Duplicated entry for Capability Discovery API
Proposed Change: Remove duplicated entry
	Status: OPEN 



	C005
	2014.09.25
	E
	4.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: Incorrect API name for NMS
Proposed Change: Replace “Store” with “Storage”
	Status: OPEN 



	C006
	2014.09.25
	E
	4.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: Incorrect API name for WebRTC Signalling.
Proposed Change: Replace “VOIP and Video” with “WebRTC Signaling” in the last entry.
	Status: OPEN 



	C007
	2014.09.25
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: Date information part for the entry in the Permanent Document Reference column is outdated.
Proposed Change: Update the date information in the reference.
	Status: OPEN 



	C008
	2014.09.25
	T
	9
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0052
Comment: Missing items in Table 2.
Proposed Change: Add items for WebRTC Signalling and NMS.
	Status: OPEN 
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