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Reason for Change
Address the comments highlighted in green:
 
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2011.12.15
	E
	2

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment:  Hyperlink references to OMA shall be in a blue color, the same as in the TS template. 

Proposed Change:  Make hyperlinks in blue color.

	Status:  CLOSED
No change.

Note: we had agreed earlier to not have any hyperlinks in BLUE or UNDERLINED.

	A002
	2011.11.09
	T
	2.1
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Reference to Autho4API is missing. 
Proposed Change:
should be added once authorization aspects are defined. 
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A003
	2011.10.31
	E
	2.1 and Appendix C
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01 
Comment: Typo or inconsistent use in  W3C-URLENC 
Proposed Change:
All TSs to use the same convention: W3C_URLENC.
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A004
	2011.11.09
	T
	2.1 and others
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Reference to vCard format specification is missing since this format is mentioned in chapter 4.1. It should at least appear in 2.2 
Proposed Change:
Add reference in chapter 2.1 or 2.2. 
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A005
	2011.11.09
	E
	2.1 and others
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Reference REST_TS_Common  may be replaced by REST_NetAPI_Common as in other specs. The second seems to be used in the document. Consistency should be checked throughout the document. 
Proposed Change:
See comment. 
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A006
	2011.11.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: Typo in last sentence of Long Polling definition. 
Proposed Change:
It should read: This allows the emulation of an information push from a server to an application.   
(note that other specs use client instead of application)
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A007
	2011.10.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: Notification Channel definition – the 2nd sentence starts with “It…” where this could refer to several items in the previous sentence.
Proposed Change:
Replace the 2nd sentence in that definition with:
“The channel is represented as a resource and provides means for the server to post notifications and for the client to receive them via specified delivery mechanisms.” 
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A008
	2011.11.01
	E
	4.1
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: 
Text changes recently agreed for TSs that havWe introduced support for ACR. Should this be reflected as “new functionality” in all applicable TSs?

Proposed Change:
Example:
Version 1.0 of the RESTful Network API for FunctionalArea keeps supporting the operations introduced in [ParlayREST_PFunctionalArea], as follows:
· …
The following new functionality has been introduced:
· …
· support for Anonymous Customer Reference (ACR) as an end user identifier
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A009
	2011.10.31
	Q/T
	4.1
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: 
We introduced support for ACR. Should this be reflected as “new functionality” in all applicable TSs?

Proposed Change:
Example:
Version 1.0 of the RESTful Network API for FunctionalArea keeps supporting the operations introduced in [ParlayREST_PFunctionalArea], as follows:
· …
The following new functionality has been introduced:
· …
· support for Anonymous Customer Reference (ACR) as an end user identifier
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

Note: also duplicate of A008.

	A010
	2011.11.09
	E
	4.1 and others
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
 “re-naming from Address List Management  to Address Book”  includes a duplicate blank space before the “to”. Duplicate spaces appear in other sections of  the document. 
Proposed Change:
At least the textual descriptions should be checked to remove any duplicate space characters.
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A011
	2011.12.15
	T
	4.1, 6, Appendix G

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Missing information for “acr:Authorization”

Proposed Change:  Add missing information that was agreed for “acr:Authorization”.

	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A012
	2011.11.09
	E
	5
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 67
Comment: This comment applies to all TSs. The text describing section 5 does not mention the resources hierarchy diagram.
Proposed Change: Amend the text in Section 5 as follows (changes in red): “Section 5 starts with a diagram representing the resources hierarchy, followed by a table listing all the resources (and their URL) used by this API, along with the data structure and the supported HTTP verbs (section 5.1).”

	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A013
	2011.10.06
	E
	5
	Source: ETRI/NSN
Form: 328
Comment: Adding the reference to the actual Parlay X part in section 5 in most specs is blank. 
Proposed Change:

Suggest to delete such reference.

Note: Not sure if the place in the document is identified properly – hard to find.
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A014
	2011.10.31
	Q/E
	5.1
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: Consider a better description of the Purpose in the titles of the resource summary tables

Proposed Change: e.g.:
“To allow client to …”
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A015
	2011.11.09
	T
	5.1 , and all document.
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
 Memberlist in ParlayREST has been renamed lists in this specification. However “memberlist” still appears in some examples and in the table of content . 
Proposed Change:
Replace memberlist with lists in thedocument and update the TOC.
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A016
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.1 , figure 1
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
 Figure 1 is cropped, lower part is not displayed. It is also too small to read correctly. 
Proposed Change:
Expand figure 1 on the whole page and make lower part visible.
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A017
	2011.12.15
	E
	5.1
Figure 1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Part of the resource tree is not shown in the printed version of the document.
Proposed Change: Update figure 1 to contain the full resource tree.
	Status: CLOSED 
Not applicable, addressed already.
Note: also duplicate of A016

	A018
	2011.12.15
	E
	5.1
Tables
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: If every table is put on its one page, it will be easier to read them.
Proposed Change: Insert “new page” between every resource table.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.
Note however that this is now inconsistent across TSs (we have not applied such a convention before).

	A019
	2011.12.15
	T/Q
	5.1, 5.3.4,
6.20,6.21, 6.22, D.32, D.33, D.34.

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: The resource structure for the /userId/shared/otherIdentity/lists… resource is not consistent with how the useridId//lists/listId/.. resource is implemented as the “members/ “resource only exists in the later one. This means that in the second case it is possible to retrieve only the list of member by address the “members” resource but this possibility does not exists for the first case. In the examples in section 6.20 to 6.22 “members/” is shown in the resourceURL for e.g a member URL in the “shared” resource. Shall the “shared” resource include the “members” resource or not?
Proposed Change:  Select a solution and update section 5.1 or change the examples in 6.20 to 6.22. D32-D.33 dependent on the outcome of the selected solution.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	A020
	2011.12.15
	E
	5.1/Resource tables
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Replace “No” with “no” for non applicable HTTP methods.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A021
	2011.12.15
	Q/E
	5.1/Resource tables
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Header of the tables include a row called “HTTP verbs” including “GET, PUT, POST and DELETE”. Since these verbs are called “methods” later in the document, should it be more appropriate to name this row as “HTTP methods” instead.
Proposed Change: Discuss this and if any changes it should be applied to all TSs and TS template as well.
	Status: CLOSED
No .

Note:  neither is incorrect, so why go back and change everywhere?.

	A022
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.1/Resource tables
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: For may resources there are listed methods that are not allowed (e.g. PUT)
Proposed Change: Remove methods that are not applicable to resources
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A023
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.1/Resource tables
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Some of the resource names do not match its resource name in section 6 (e.g. Individual list reference)
Proposed Change: Align resource names between resource tables and section 6.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A024
	2011.12.15
	E
	5.1/Resource tables
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Data structure “Link” used for resource “Individual list reference” shall have prefix “common” since it is defined in Common TS.
Proposed Change: Add prefix “common:” to the “Link”
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A025
	2011.11.09
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
The following note does not really make sense. The change of naming from memberlist to lists (in url and several datatypes) breaks compatibility for the main function of this API. In addition the URL versioning scheme has also changed. 
 “Note: Server implementations can choose to also support the legacy namespace urn:oma:xml:rest:addresslistmgmt:1 for the Address Book data types, in order to allow backwards-compatibility with [ParlayREST_AddressListMgmt] applications. Etc…”
Proposed Change:
Drop this sentence .
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, already addressed.

	A026
	2011.11.09
	T/Q
	5.2.2
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
The use of ACR is possible for user identifiers and examples show that. 
It can be used for memberId. 
Can it be used also for sharedIdentity or sharedListIdentity?

Note that there is a more generic issue applicable to many other TSs: some do not have ANY form of {userId} in the resource URL path (e.g. Terminal Location, Terminal Status, etc). Should we have clear criteria for when/why we would need such a variable in the path (a topic for Common? WP?)
Proposed Change:
It would help to list acr as example in the data type definition section and in chapter 6.
Note that acr appears in SharedIdentity Type description. This may be sufficient to cover part of this comment.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already via the “sharedId” description.

Note: a NetAPI issue should exist to handle the generic aspect of the comment/question.

	A027
	2011.12.15
	Q/T
	5.2.2.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: For element “anyContacts”, would it be more appropriate to use singular and call it “anyContact” instead?
Proposed Change: Note if decided to change the name for element that will also affect XSD schema file.
	Status: CLOSED
No change is necessary. anyContacts is correct (because it could be more than one.

	A028
	2011.11.09
	T
	5.2.2.13
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
The meaning of the duration parameter in the notification is unclear. Is it the initial value (which would not give much information)? Is it the remaining duration before expiry? Is it the time since the duration has been set? 
Proposed Change:
This comment needs to be solved in line with other TS where notification is used. 
	Status: CLOSED
Replaced the description with:
Represents the time in seconds that the subscription is active, starting from the time the subscription is created by the server.

Note: the generic aspect of aligning subscription data type across TS is tracked as a separate generic issue.

	A029
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.2.2.13
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Text above the table describing generation of notifications shall be moved and placed in a form of a table in section 6.x where notifications are described
Proposed Change: Move the text where the resource is described in details (e.g see Presence TS)
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A030
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.2.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Missing text under the table describing “root element” properties.
Proposed Change: Add the text under the table to reflect that it is a root element.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A031
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.2.2.16
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Clarify: “The rule applies to the specified contact identity in the ‘ContactCollection’”
Proposed Change:
“The rule applies to the specified list of contact identities in the ‘ContactCollection’
	Status: CLOSED
Replaced the description with:

The rule applies to the specified list of ‘contactId’ that are part of the ‘ContactCollection’.

	A032
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.2.2.16
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Clarify: “The rule applies to the specified list”
Proposed Change:
“The rule applies to the specified list of listIdentities”.
	Status: CLOSED

Replaced description with:

The rule applies to the specified list of ‘listId’.

	A033
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.2.2.16,17, 18, and 19
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Missing text under the table describing modeling of “Choice” (optional, mandatory etc).
Proposed Change: Add the text under the table to describe how “Choice” is modeled.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A034
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.2.2.19
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: The description of “otherUser” element is not correct. “OtherUser” is a default rule to be used when no other rule is applicable for the requesting user. The description can be read as if the rule is applicable always for any use.
Proposed Change: Change to description to “Users not authorized by any other rule is authorized to access a resource for which the rule is applicable to”
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A035
	
	T/Q
	5.2.2.2, 5.2.2.5, 5.2.2.9
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
contactId, listId, memberId in these Types are declared as optional, but SHALL be included when used in a “collection’. Should they rather be MANDATORY? In all these cases, this creates the possibility of an empty data structure (since all the elements are declared optional). See related comment for SUP file.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 
<provide response>

	A036
	2011.11.09
	T
	5.2.2.3
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
The description for SharedIdentity could be enhanced since it applies to list of contact identities and to list of list identities.  
Proposed Change:
. “Contains a list of absolute URIs (e.g. 'sip'  URI, 'tel'  URI, 'acr'  URI) representing contact identities or list identities known to other users, used when retrieving a contact, respectively a  list).
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A037
	2011.11.09
	T
	5.2.2.5
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
“Contains … of the list” sounds strange. Also examples about sharedListIdentity: “(e.g. mailto:alice@example.com; tel:+19585550100;list=friends etc)” may have some issues:
· first 2 examples do not look like list ids.  
· Is list=friends a valid syntax for an absolute URI?
· Remove “etc” at the end.
Proposed Change:
(e.g. mailto: friends.of.alice@example.com)
	Status: CLOSED
Replaced the example with:
e.g.mailto:friendslist@example.com)

	A038
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.2.2.6, 5.2.2.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Text under tables should reflect that the type is used only in response.
Proposed Change: Update as suggested.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A039
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.2.2.7
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Table comment is incomplete: “XSD modelling uses an optional “choice” to select either a value or <any element>, or none of them” 
Proposed Change:
“XSD modelling uses an optional “choice” to select either a value, an objectValue or <any element>, or none of them”
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A040
	2011.10.31
	E
	5.2.2.x
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: Make sure that the description under each data type matches the use of the Type (e.g. can be used in response or both request/response).
 Proposed Change:
Check and fix as needed
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A041
	2011.10.31
	E
	5.2.2.x
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: Description of callbackData is inconsistent across TSs. In some caseswe refer to “callbackData”, others “callback data” (generic) in such descriptions.

Proposed Change: 
	Status:  CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A042
	2011.10.31
	Q/E
	5.2.2.x
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: 
Abbreviations such as gif, jpeg, png, etc are used (e.g. ShortMessaging, Messaging in text, and in examples). They are not used capitalized, not are they included in the abbreviations. Should they?

Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable.

	A043
	2011.10.31
	T
	5.2.2.x
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: 
Description of clientCorrelator is inconsistent across Types in same TS, and across TSs.
Especially for the case of resource creation using POST.
Proposed Change:
Description  for Types that are used in resource creation using POST:

A correlator that the client can use to tag this particular resource representation during a request to create a resource on the server. 
This field SHOULD be present. Note: this allows the client to recover from communication failures during resource creation and therefore avoids re-sending the message in such situations.
In case the field is present, the server SHALL not alter its value, and SHALL provide it as part of the representation of this resource. In case the field is not present, the server SHALL NOT generate it.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable.

	A044
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.2.3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Should there be more resource status values, e.g. “Pending”, “TerminatedBlocked”, similar to the values used for Presence?
Proposed Change: Check and if necessary add more values. Note this will affect XSD schema file also.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed, added the 2 additional values.

Note: should we consider moving the ResourceStatus to Common TS?

	A045
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.3.1, figure 2
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Figure caption not on the same page
Proposed Change:
Fix
	Status: CLOSED
No longer applicable.

	A046
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.3.1, figure 2
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Figure caption not on the same page
Proposed Change:
Fix
	Status: CLOSED
Duplicate of A046

	A047
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.3.2 
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Step 6 : {/aliceUserId} includes an additional / 
Proposed Change:
{aliceUserId}
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A048
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: “To fetch a single attribute of a specific member the following resource is used: http://{serverRoot}/addressbook/{apiVersion}/{userId}/lists/{listId}/members/{memberId}/attributes/[ResourceRelPath].”  The resource is also used to update and to delete a single attribute.
Proposed Change:  Include “udate or delete” as described below.
“To fetch, update or delete a single attribute of a specific member the following resource is used: http://{serverRoot}/addressbook/{apiVersion}/{userId}/lists/{listId}/members/{memberId}/attributes/[ResourceRelPath].”
	Status: CLOSED
No change. In the context of this scenario, only GET is illustrated, so the description is correct as it stands currently.

	A049
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.3.3

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: The resource http://{serverRoot}/addressbook/{apiVersion}/{userId}/subscriptions/abChanges/{subscriptionId} can also be used to update a subscription.
Proposed Change:  Add “update” to the text above the resource path. 
	Status: CLOSED
No change. In the context of this scenario only creation of a new subscription is illustrated the description is correct as it stands currently.

	A050
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.3.3 figure 4
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Figure 4 is wrong. It is a copy/paste from figure 3. 
Proposed Change:
Create the new figure
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A051
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.3.3
Fig 4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Figure 4 does not contains a subscribe sequence
Proposed Change:  Insert a Subscribe sequence in the figure.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.
Duplicate of A050

	A052
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.3.4

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment:  Figure 5 “1. GET to retrieve contact lists shared by other users.“ The operation is to get contact lists shared with another user and not all contacts list that are shared with all other users.

Proposed Change:  Change to “1. GET to retrieve contact lists shared by another user.”

	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A053
	2011.10.11
	T
	6
	Source: NSN
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074
Comment: SIP is missing from the bullet list.

Proposed Change: Add it as follows:
Section 2.1
[RFC3261] “SIP: Session Initiation Protocol”, J. Rosenberg et al., June 2002, URL: http://www.rfc-editor.org/rfc/rfc3261.txt 
 
Section 3.3
SIP          Session Initiation Protocol

Section 5.2.2:
For structures that contain elements which describe a user identifier, the statements in section 6 regarding 'tel', 'sip' and 'acr' URI schemes apply.

Section 6: Add after tel: URI
1. If a user identifier (e.g. address, userId, etc) of type anyURI is in the form of a SIP URI, it MUST be defined according to [RFC3261].
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A054
	2011.11.09
	E
	6.2.4.2.4 and several other example in chapter 6.
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
The example box is larger than the page.
Proposed Change:
	
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A055
	2011.11.09
	T/Q
	6.x
Decision may affect all TS that can use ACR
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
 Do we need an example with ‘acr:Authorization’? 
Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED
No change.

We decided to put it on the issue list, to deal with it consistently in al TSs.

	A056
	2011.09.23
	T
	6.x
	Source: Ericsson
Form:OMA-CONR-2011-0058-REST_NetAPI_TerminalStatus_1.0_CONR_Comments_Ericsson

Comment:  Text under tables for request URL variables in some cases points to section 5 for escaping of reserved characters.
Proposed Change: Change the text to point to section 6 instead.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A057 
	2011.10.31
	Q/E
	6.x.1
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: “Port and base path are OPTIONAL.” Appears in the request URL parameter table in some TSs (ShortMessaging) but not in other TSs.
Proposed Change:
Remove everywhere, or add everywhere (it appears it used to be in ParlayREST and may have been dropped at some point).
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A058 
	2011.10.31
	E
	6.x.2
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: In some TS we have a section 7 to which we refer for Exceptions (usually when we added some). In others we refer directly to the 3GPP document (e.g. “For Policy Exception and Service Exception fault codes applicable to RESTful XYZ API, see [3GPP 29.199-w].”

Proposed Change: 
Add a section 7 in all TS, and if no new exceptions are added, only refer in that section to the 3GPP document, using the sentence above (see Payment TS, AddressBook TS for format of section 7, and text referring to it in sections 6.x.2).
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable this section 7 exists already.

	A059 
	2011.10.13
	T
	6.x.y
	Source: Neustar
Form: INP doc #0082
Comment:  “http://” under Description for “serverRoot” name is incorrect in “Request URL Parameters” tables.  The Base URL begins with “http://” that is not part of “serverRoot” variable.
Proposed Change:
Remove “http://”.
The text should only read: “Example: example.com/exampleAPI”
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A060 
	2011.10.31
	Q/E
	6.x.y.z
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: Indication of returning full representation vs. reference is inconsistent throughout TSs. In some cases we add a note (e.g. ShortMessaging) after the example:
“Note that alternatively to returning a copy of the created resource, the location of created resource could be returned using the common:resourceReference root element …”

In other cases we may capture it in the title of the example.
Same comment may apply to other situation (e.g. use or not of clientCorrelator, etc). It is a general question on whether we should use “Notes” for this or use the Title of the example.
Proposed Change:
Decide to use title, or note, or both consistently in all TSs.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A061 
	2011.12.15
	T
	6/ Many

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment:  For many resources that allow specifying query parameters, normative resource URL (in bold letters) should not include those query parameters since they are not generally applicable to all methods.

Proposed Change:  Remove query parameters from the normative resource URL (in bold letters).

	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A062 
	2011.12.15
	E
	6/ many

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment:  Text in many of the XML examples is truncated (e.g. 6.5.3.3.2)

Proposed Change:  Make sure that the full elements are shown in all examples.

	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A063 
	2011.10.06
	T
	All
	Source: Ericsson
Form: REL R&A
Comment: XML Validation must performed and findings must be solved if any error reported
Proposed Change:
see DSO email and write CRs to address issues
	Status: CLOSED 
Was done before CONR start.

	A064 
	2011.12.15
	Q/T
	Appendix B/B1.2.26

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Since transfer of a member from one to another list is a part of RCS requirements, should it be mandatory for SCR?

Proposed Change: 

	Status: 
OPEN 
<provide response>

	A065 
	2011.12.15
	E
	Appendix C/C.1

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Description of element “notifyURL” referring to Client-side is not necessary since the explanation already exist above the table. 

Proposed Change: Remove text referring to notification URs from the table.

	Status: CLOSED
No change. This was based on the agreed blueprint.

	A066 
	2011.12.15
	E/T
	Appendix C/C.2

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Description of element “ruleName” indicates that it is defined as an attribute in XML, which is not correct. 

Proposed Change: Remove the text describing definition of “ruleName” in XML.

	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A067 
	2011.12.15
	E
	Appendix C/C1

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: It would be good to add some clarification for “Choice” used in the table.

Proposed Change:  Add clarification for “Choice”

	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A068 
	2011.12.15
	E
	Appendix C/C2

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: It would be good to add some clarification for “Choice” used in the table.

Proposed Change:  Add clarification for “Choice”

	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A069 
	2011.12.15
	T
	Appendix G

	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Missing information for authorization (scope values).

Proposed Change:  Add missing information that was agreed for Appendix G.

	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A070 
	2011.10.31
	T
	B.1
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: The third SCR entry (JSON) points to section 5 occasionally, but in fact there is nothing about JSON in section 5. Similar for XML. However, the 1st entry needs to refer to common info in both sections 5 and 6.

Proposed Change: First row in the SCR needs to point to section 5 & 6. Second and third rows need to point to section 6, and 4th row needs to point to Appendix C. See agreed CR299R02 as an example.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.	

	A071 
	2011.11.09
	T
	B.1.15

	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
form_urlencoded is optional and should not be on the same line as the mandatory POST operation .
See also B1.23
Proposed Change:
Align with B.1.26
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A072 
	2011.11.09
	E
	B.1.23
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
JSON and  form_urlencoded version of this operation should be on two different lines. .
Proposed Change:
Align with B.1.26
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A073 
	2011.11.09
	E
	B.1.3
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
Requirement column is referring to non existing Items.
Proposed Change:

	Status: CLOSED
As proposed.

	A074 
	2011.10.06
	E
	E
	Source: ETRI/NSN
Form: 328
Comment: Text describing the equivalency table refers in general to 3GPP specs.
Proposed Change:
Refer to the specific 3GPP Parlay X spec instead, e.g.:
“The table below illustrates the mapping between REST resources/methods and Parlay X  [3GPP 29.199-0n] equivalent operations.”
See CR 299R02 as an example.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable.

	A075 
	2011.10.09
	E
	F
	Source: ALU
Form: <DOC 69>
Comment: Appendix F title is somewhat redundant. Should we reduce it to “Light-weight resources”?
 Proposed Change:  
Agreed to be everywhere as “Light-weight resources”.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A076 
	2011.10.31
	T
	G
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: OAuth 2.0 informative annex must be added
Proposed Change:

	Status: Not applicable. Addressed already.

	A077 
	2011.12.15
	E
	General
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0125-NetAPI_AddressBook_1_0_comments_Ericsson
Comment: Many references to internal sections are underscored.
Proposed Change: Update to plain cross references
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A078 
	2011.11.09
	T
	H
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 127
Comment: 
A link seems to be missing between the second member in the first list and the 3rd contact in the contactCollection. This seems not to be in line with line 4 of 5.2.2.9.
Proposed Change:
Add the arrow or revise the description/functionality of the reverse links.
	Status: CLOSED
Removed some arrows to make the figure consistent with the features.

	A079 
	2011.10.31
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: 
Use of hyperlinks in references, and across the document. Should external references be hyperlinked?
Proposed Change: 
Remove hyperlink to any reference external to the document.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A080 
	2011.10.31
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: 
Use of cross-references is inconsistent across the document. Should internal references be hard coded or cross-referenced?
Proposed Change:
Automatic cross-reference all references to sections internal to the document.

TBD if this applies also to references pointing to the Reference section? (hence to documents that are external to this document).
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A081 
	2011.11.09
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 67
Comment: Defined terms must be capitalized throughout the document (see also comment on introducing definitions).
Proposed Change: 
Capitalize defined terms throughout the document.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable.

	A082 
	2011.10.09
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU
Form: DOC 69
Comment: use of x-www-form-urlencoded, www-form-urlencoded, form-urlencoded, application/x-www-formurlencoded (correct), application/x-www-formurlencoded (missing “-“), form-urlencoding, etc is inconsistent throughout documents.
Proposed Change: 
Use everywhere :
application/x-www-form-urlencoded

Exception is in the W3C_URLENC reference, but “The” should be added in front of “form-urlencoded”.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A083 
	2011.10.11
	T
	many
	Source: NSN
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074

Comment: To check in all TSs whether the change in CR NetAPI-0246R01 was implemented in all TSs (from AI REST-NetAPI-2011-A122 )

Proposed Change: See issue CR 0246R01.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A084 
	2011.10.31
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: Inconsistent termination (or lack of) of sentences - issue apparent in descriptions of methods, elements, etc in tables.
Proposed Change: 
Use period to complete a sentence where appropriate. Start “true” sentences (active verb present) with upper case letter.
Do not use period to terminate a description that is NOT a sentence, unless the period is needed to separate the description from another sentence, or follow-up on the description. 
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A085 
	2011.10.31
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: quoting in double vs single quotes (e.g. “+” vs ‘acr’).
Proposed Change: 
Decide on convention(s) and apply everywhere.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A086 
	2011.10.31
	T
	Many
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: Use of resourceURL and text describing resourceURL is inconsistent in some places.
 Proposed Change:  
ResourceURL must be mandatory in resources that were created by the server (e.g. Lists). Text to describe resourceURL (that will affect how to use resourceURL in examples) should follow decision in (to be) agreed OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0325-INP_Blueprint_for_changes_in_resourceURL_description
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A087 
	2011.10.11
	T
	many
	Source: NSN
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074

Comment: Remember to fix the issues from the NetAPI and ParlayREST issue lists before going Candidate.

Proposed Change: See issue lists.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A088 
	2011.10.06
	E
	Page 1
	Source: ETRI/NSN
Form: 328
Comment: The pager header of page 1 in most specs is blank. In case of Terminal Status API, it has the pager header. From the viewpoint of consistency.
Proposed Change:
Delete Page 1 header.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A089 
	2011.10.31
	T
	x.y
	Source: ALU
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: The versioning issue needs to be addressed
Proposed Change: as agreed in INP 326.
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.

	A090 
	2011.10.11
	Q
	x.y
	Source: NSN
Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074

Comment: Discuss whether it is legal to use shortcuts that point to oAuth as a means of user identifications in the resourceURL (such as “me” and “acr:authorization”. If the answer is yes, define the mechanism. 

Proposed Change: 
INP to address issue: OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0315-INP_Handling_reserved_identifiers_in_resource_URL
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable, addressed already.



Impact on Backward Compatibility
None	
Impact on Other Specifications
None.
Intellectual Property Rights
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Recommendation
The recommendation to the group is to agree with the proposed changes.
Detailed Change Proposal
See attachment
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