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1 Reason for Change
This CR provides changes for Presence TS, based on the CONRR comments that are highlighted in green colour in the following table:
3.1 OMA-TS-REST_NetAPI_Presence-V1_0-20111123-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2011.12.15
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Missing references for [RFC3261] and [ISO_3166]. In addition reference for [W3C_URLENC] needs to be updated.

Proposed change: Add/Update reference
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A002
	2011.12.07
	T
	2.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Reference W3C_URLENC needs to be updated.

Proposed change:
See INP 424.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A001

	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

NO CHANGE.
 Already implemented in TS document for CONR

	A004
	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

NO CHANGE. 
Already implemented in TS document for CONR

	A005
	2011.12.15
	E
	3.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Missing SIP abbreviation

Proposed change: Add  abbreviation
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A006
	2011.12.15
	T
	4.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Missing support for “acr:Authorization” and support for Autho4API framework 

Proposed change: Add support
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A007
	2011.12.07
	E
	4.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

New text has been agreed for inherited functionality.

Proposed change:
Replace “supports’ with “keeps supporting” in the sentence describing pre-existing functionality.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A008
	2011.12.07
	E
	4.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Add 2 bullet items for new functionality regarding oAuth and ‘acr:Authorization’.

Proposed change:
See 434R01.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A006

	A009
	2011.12.07
	E
	4.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Style of the description for “new resource for portrait icon” is quite different than previous style.

Proposed change:
Presentity manages portrait icon using a dedicated resource
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A010
	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

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A011
	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

Duplicate of A010

	A012
	2011.12.15
	Q
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Should we add official definitions for “heavy-weight” and “light-weight” resources rather then just to explain it in the paragraph.

Proposed change: If decided to add definition then it will affect all TSs that have light-weight resources.
	Status: CLOSED

Moved on the Issue List as issue 009.

	A013
	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

NO CHANGE. 

Already implemented in TS document for CONR

	A014
	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

NO CHANGE. 

Comment not applicable for Presence TS.

	A015
	2011.12.15
	E/T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Consider rephrasing resource names for “Presence subscriptions” and “Presence list subscriptions” to reflect multiple subscriptions towards the same entity.

Proposed change: Rephrase the resource names.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A016
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Description text  for operations has inconsistent style. Some sentences start with “This operation ….” Others directly with the verb e.g.  “Retrieves…”. Also some use period at the end, others not.

Proposed change:
Use a consistent style.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0058-CR…


	A017
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

 First row in first resource summary table, in POST – the description reads incomplete, or extra “o” at the end:

“This operation creates presence source o “

Proposed change:
Correct as appropriate.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A018
	2011.12.07
	Q/E
	5.1

Several occurrences
	<ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: E.g. in “Individual presence source”, use of “shall” in “NOTE: This operation just retrieves the data for this particular presenceSourceId and is not the operation a Watcher shall use”

Should shall be SHALL? Or may be rather changed to “… and the Watcher SHALL NOT use this operation”?

Proposed change:
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0058-CR…


	A019
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Resource summaries titles are inconsistent in style. Some e.g. start with “To allow …” others directly with the verb e.g “Create …”

Proposed change:
Use a consistent style in resource summary table titles.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0058-CR…


	A020
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

In “Presence information by Watcher” the description including “…which means that it might include …” can be improved.

Proposed change:
Break the description in 2 sentences, the 1st describing the operation, the 2nd could be a clarification NOTE. Use normative language (MAY instead of might for example).
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as suggested, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0058-CR…


	A021
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

In “Individual presence attribute by Watcher” the description “Same as “Presence information by Watcher” but for retrieval of a single presence attribute” can be improved.

Proposed change:
Use a description that reflects better the operation without referring to another operation.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0058-CR…


	A022
	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

Solution provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0058-CR…


	A023
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.1 multiple occurrences
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

In “Individual Watchers subscription” do we need the “usage example”? That is why we have informative examples in section 6.

Similar in other resources.

Proposed change:
Remove text in ()
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0058-CR…


	A024
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.1 several occurrences.
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

In “Individual Watchers subscription” this description does not read correctly:

“Updates and/or to extend the duration of the subscription”

Similar in other resources.

Proposed change:
Fix the text. 
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0058-CR…


	A025
	2011.12.15
	E
	5.2.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Check whether prefix “sip:” is required in front of “anonymous@anonymous” for element “watcherUserId” description

Proposed change: Check and rephrase if necessary
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0048

	A026
	2011.12.15
	E
	5.2.2.14
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Misleading reference to “PresenceList” resource in the description for element “resourceStatus”

Proposed change: Rephrase the paragraph to refer to “PresenceList” data type instead.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A027
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.2.2.16, possibly other ocurrences
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Description says “May contain …”.

May it contain anything else? If that is the only possible, then text needs improvement.

Proposed change:
e.g “Contains …”
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A028
	2011.12.07
	T
	5.2.2.17, possibly other places
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

clientCorrelator description is outdated. 

Proposed change:
Use latest agreed, see Common TS.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A029
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.2.2.17, possibly other places
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

duration description uses lower case “shall”.

Proposed change:
capitalize
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A030
	2011.12.07
	Q/E
	5.2.2.18, possibly other places
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Text under the Type, should “watcher” be capitalized (defined term)?

Proposed change:
capitalize
	Status: CLOSED 

NO CHANGE. 

Refered text has been already capitalized. Another occurrence of “watcher” is below the table but it is apart of a phrase “watcher notification request” and in that case it should not be capitalized.

	A031
	2011.12.15
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Incorrect description for element “duration”

Proposed change: Replace phrase “subscription wil expire” with phrase “presence source will expire”
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A032
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.2.2.20, possibly other places
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

presenceFilter description uses lower case “…is interested of”.

Proposed change:
Change to:

“…is interested in”.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A033
	2011.12.15
	E
	5.2.2.27, 28 and 29
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Misleading reference to “URI” in the description of “privacyValue”, “moodValue” and “sphereValue”

Proposed change: Rephrase the paragraph to refer to the correct enumerations.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A034
	2011.12.15
	E
	5.2.2.32
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Not clear in which units is expressed value for “fSize” and “resolution”

Proposed change: Add clarifications for units used for these elements.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0048

	A035
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.2.2.33, possibly other places
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

eTag description “The Presentity can specify…”

Proposed change:
The Presentity MAY specify…
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A036
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.2.2.335 
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Descriptions for 1st 2 choices in this Type do not read like true descriptions of the elements, not too useful.

Proposed change:
Revise descriptions.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0062

	A037
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.2.2.337 
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Description of overridingWillingnessValue does not read like true description of the element, not too useful.

Proposed change:
Revise description.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A038
	2011.12.07
	Q/T
	5.2.2.338 
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Link element in this Type. It is confusing to use the same name as ‘link’ defined in Common, then say “not to be confused”. Why not use ‘href’ instead, or ‘linkHref’?

By now we all are accustomed to think of ‘link’ as the Type defined in Common.

If changed, will affect multiple places and xsd.

Proposed change:
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0048

	A039
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.2.2.338 
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

eTag description uses “eTag” when referring to the element itself.

Proposed change:
Change to eTag (no quotation marks) in description.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0048

	A040
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.2.2.9 and other Types.
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Description says “Can contain …”.

Can it contain anything else? If that is the only possible, then text needs improvement.

Proposed change:
e.g “Contains …”
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A041
	2011.12.15
	E
	5.2.2.x
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Description for “clientCorrelator” and “applicationTag” needs to be aligned with other TSs (e.g. replace “MAY” with “can”) 

Proposed change: Align descriptions.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A042
	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

NO CHANGE.

 Already implemented in TS document for CONR

	A043
	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

NO CHANGE. Mentioned inconsistency not found in document that was sent for CONR.

	A044
	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

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0048.
The agreed solution was to introduce the abbreviations in section 3.3. When used, these abbreviations are always in lower case when used in XML/JSON examples to describe content type (e.g. MIME type) or when used as file extensions. The only case when these abbreviations are capitalized is in a general description of formats used for data types 
(e.g. “All images are in JPEG format”). 

	A045
	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

Duplicate of A041!

	A046
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.2.2.x several occurrences.
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Although most global comments have been addressed, it appears that some descriptions still have ending period  at the end of non-sentences. In other places, real sentence are missing an ending period.

Proposed change:
Period to be used o terminate a real sentence (must include a verb), exceptions only if used as separator before another piece of text.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A047
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.2.2.x several occurrences.
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Different quotation marks used, in particular when referring to the same element.

e.g. “serviced” or <serviceId> or ‘serviceId’.

Proposed change:
Use the convention agreed:

· Use serviceId when referring to the element described.

· Use  ‘serviceId’ when referring to another element thn the one described.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0048

	A048
	2011.12.15
	T
	5.2.3.3 and 5.2.3.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0124-NetAPI_Presence_1.0_comments_Ericsson

Comment: Consider removing “Privacy” and “Sphere” prefixes from enumeration values  for these two enumerations.

Proposed change: Remove prefixes as proposed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A049
	2011.12.07
	T
	5.2.3.9 to 5.2.3.13
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

These descriptions are not very useful.

e.g. “open indicates an ‘open’ state” . Also seems that ‘state’ and ‘mode’ and ‘connection ode’  and ‘status’ are used interchangeably (all descriptions use ‘state’ rather than the other terms), probably not right. 

Proposed change:
Revise. At least replace state with mode or connection mode or status where applicable.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A050
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.3.1 and other seq flow diagrams
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

The text in the sequence flow diagram appears to be cut off. It could be what I see on my screen only.

Proposed change:
Verify and correct if needed.
	Status: CLOSED


NO CHANGE. 

The problem described does not appear in Words for Windows 2003 version which is used to create the original document.

	A051
	2011.12.07
	E
	5.3.1 and other seq flow sections
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

The paragraph starting with “The notification URL …” seems to have the wrong indentation.

Proposed change:
Correct as appropriate
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0048

	A052
	2011.12.07
	Q/T
	5.3.1 and other sequence flow sections
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

The text describing the sequence uses informative examples in the resource URL path. It seems to be the only TS that does that (or at least we have 2 approaches across TSs). Shouldn’t the sequence flows descriptions be generic, since this is a Normative section? Plus this approach is inconsistent in this TS (some generic, some using examples).

Proposed change:
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	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

· 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

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0062

	A054
	2011.12.07
	T
	6.1 and other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

“The userId must be percent-encoded according to [RFC3986].” This is old text, no longer complete since now we support also ‘sip’ URI, ‘acr’ URI. We now have the ref. to section 6 which covers this

Proposed change:
Remove.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0062

	A055
	2011.12.07
	E
	6.1.1 and other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Hard coded reference 5.1 in description of apiVersion.

Proposed change:
Replace with cross-reference.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A056
	2011.12.07
	E
	6.1.3 and other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Text above GET request URL parameters is not the currently agreed text.

Proposed change:
Replace with: 

Supported parameters in the query string of the request URL are:
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…

	A057 
	2011.12.07
	E
	6.1.3.2 and other similar, including Appendix D
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

In title of example, use of “Meta” which is not a defined term.

Proposed change:
Either use the specific element name, or use the common noun: metadata (1 word).
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0048

	A058 
	2011.12.07
	Q/E
	6.1.5 and other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

In the sentence “The server might modify …” can be improved. Consider  if should, may (lower case) ought to be capitalized. Currently it is a little inconsistent between different sections.

 If the intent was not to specify this, but rather o provide a possible implementation, use “can’ instead of “might”.

Proposed change:
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0062

	A059 
	2011.12.07
	Q/E
	6.1.x.y.z  and other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Titles of examples are mostly using the continuous present (e.g. “Retrieving”, ‘Creating”). Preferable to use the direct verb, e.g. “Retrieve”, “Create”…

Proposed change:
	Status: CLOSED

NO CHANGE. Proposed changes would be inconsistent since there are documents in Candidate state with the same wording style.
There are many TSs that use the same construction. Should it be a general comment?

	A060 
	2011.12.07
	E
	6.11.4.1, other similar, and possibly other TSs (global comment)
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

There is both use of “authorisation” (British) and “authorization” (US). Notice we use the latter in ‘acr:Authorization” (so does OeAPI, so does WAC).

Proposed change:
Replace “authorisation” with “authorization”.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…
This is a general comment to all TSs!

	A061 
	2011.12.07
	T
	6.2.6, check for other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

“The Presentity includes the entire presence document. “ does not make sense in this context. Probably an effect of copy/paste.

Proposed change:
Remove.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…



	A062 
	2011.12.07
	T
	6.26
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

The description of this resource (possibly also the title name) should be re-considered It is too similar to the 6.25 (All presence list subscriptions).

Proposed change:
Consider at least adding some text (see in red text added):

“This resource is used by a Watcher to manage Presence list subscriptions towards a given Presence list.”

	Status: CLOSED

In some way it is a duplicate of A015! Proposed solution will be considered when solving A015.

	A063 
	2011.12.07
	E
	6.28, possibly other
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Check the font style/size in “The resource URL …

Proposed change:
Fix to Times New Roman/10


	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…



	A064 
	2011.12.07
	E
	6.28, possibly other
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Check the font style/size in “The resource URL …

Proposed change:
Fix to Times New Roman/10


	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A063!

	A065 
	2011.12.07
	E
	6.4.4.1.2, possibly other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Hard coded reference in text below the example.

Proposed change:
Replace with cross-reference.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…



	A066 
	2011.12.07
	E
	6.5
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Text “…will never expires” has an extra “s” at the end.

Proposed change:
Replace “expires” with “expire”.
	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…


	A067 
	2011.12.07
	T
	6.6.2 check for possibly other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Text in Response Codes sections in some cases points directly to Common and 3GPP, in other cases it points to section Common and section 7, while section 7 already refers to some 3GPP spec.

Proposed change:
If a section 7 is part of the TS, all 6.x.2 subsections should refer to section 7, unless we can be absolutely sure that we will never use SVC or POL in a particular case (hard to predict).
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>
This is a general comment to all TSs and it will be addressed with a blue print when it becomes available.

	A068 
	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

NO CHAGE. 

Not applicable for Presence TS.

	A069 
	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

NO CHAGE. 

Text “Port and base are OPTIONAL” should appear in the request URL parameter tables according to the latest agreement, and it is present in the Presence TS.

	A070 
	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

A kind of duplicate of A067. 

This is a general comment to all TSs and it will be addressed with a blue print when it becomes available.

	A071 
	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

NO CHAGE. 

Not applicable for Presence TS.


	A072 
	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: OPEN 

<provide response>
This is a general comment for all TSs!


	A073 
	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 

Validation has been performed.

	A074 
	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

NO CHANGE.

 Already implemented in TS document for CONR

	A075 
	2011.12.07
	T
	B.1.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

The 3rd SCR in this table has a slightly different format than the others.

Check if this change also affects also OneAPI Profile, RCS Profile

Proposed change:
Change  from:

REST-PRESENCE-PS-S-003-to:

REST-PRESENCE-PRES-PS-S-003-M
	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0062

	A076 
	2011.12.07
	E
	C.5, possible other
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Different font style/size in table.

Proposed change:
Correct.


	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…



	A077 
	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

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…



	A078 
	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

NO CHANGE.

 Already implemented in TS document for CONR

	A079 
	2011.10.31
	T
	G
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: OAuth 2.0 informative annex must be added

Proposed change:

	Status: CLOSED

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0062

	A080 
	2011.12.07
	E
	G.1.1.1, table 3, also other tables in other sections
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Hard-coded reference to section 5.1.

Proposed change:
Change to cross-reference.


	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…



	A081 
	2011.12.07
	E
	G.1.1.3
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 119

Comment: 

Reference not found: "Error! Reference source not found"
Proposed change:
Fix the cross-reference.


	Status: CLOSED

Solution, as proposed, provided in OMA-ARC-REST-2012-0040-CR…



	A082 
	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

NO CHANGE.

Not applicable to Presence TS.

	A083 
	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 

NO CHANGE
For the seconfd proposal, this is a general comment for all TSs! The group needs to agree on how to solve this!
During ARC CC on Feb 14, 2012 it was agreed NOT TO USE cross-reference style for references pointing to Reference section (references in square brackets “[   ]”)


	A084 
	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: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A085 
	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

NO CHANGE.

Not applicable to Presence TS.

	A086 
	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

NO CHANGE. Proposed changes already included in the document version for CONR.

	A087 
	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
Duplicate of A046!

	A088 
	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

Solution provided with OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2012-0048
This is a general comment for all TSs! The group needs to agree on how to solve this!

	A089 
	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

NO CHANGE. Proposed changes already included in the document version for CONR.

	A090 
	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: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A091 
	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.
	us: CLOSED

NO CHANGE.

Not applicable to Presence TS.

	A092 
	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.
	us: CLOSED

NO CHANGE.

Not applicable to Presence TS.

	A093 
	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: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

none
3 Impact on Other Specifications

none
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

The recommendation to the group is to agree with the proposed changes for Presence TS. 

6 Detailed Change Proposal

For details about proposed changes see attached document, OMA-TS-REST_NetAPI_Presence-V1_0-20120215-D_changes_CR0062.
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