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1 Reason for Contribution

This contribution tries to address issue #20 from the issue list which reads as follows:
	20
	All API TSs
	OPEN
	The normative status of the clientCorrelator used to be sometimes “MAY”, sometimes “SHOULD” in the baselines inherited from ParlayREST. At that time, this was assigned based on considerations regarding the severity of the issues caused by double resource creation in case of communication breakdown.

Recently, in some TSs this has been made generally “SHOULD”, in others it is generally “MAY”. All editors are advised to do a re-evaluation. It is suggested to define a general approach (and possibly document it in the WP) before the editors do this check.
	


2 Summary of Contribution

None given.
3 Detailed Proposal
A survey of ParlayREST and REST NetAPI TSs delivers the following results:
	API
	Data structure
	NetAPI
	REST20

	AB
	AbChangesSubscription
	SHOULD
	-

	AB
	Rule
	SHOULD
	-

	ALM
	ListChangesSubscription
	-
	MAY

	ALM
	Rule
	-
	MAY

	Audio call
	TextMessage
	MAY
	MAY

	Audio call
	MediaMessage
	MAY
	MAY

	Audio call
	DigitCapture
	MAY
	MAY

	Audio call
	RecordingCapture
	MAY
	MAY

	Audio call
	RecognitionCapture
	MAY
	MAY

	CallNotif
	All subscriptions
	MAY
	MAY

	CallNotif
	CallEvent Monitor
	MAY
	MAY

	Chat
	ChatNotificationSubscription
	MAY
	-

	Chat
	GroupChatSessionInformation
	MAY
	-

	Chat
	ChatSessionInformation
	Missing (MAY)
	-

	Chat
	ParticipantInformation
	MAY
	-

	DevCap
	DeviceCapabilitiesChangeSubscription
	SHOULD
	SHOULD

	FileTransfer
	FileTransferSessionInformation
	SHOULD
	-

	FileTransfer
	FileTransferSubscription
	SHOULD
	-

	ImageShare
	ImageShareSessionInformation
	SHOULD
	-

	ImageShare
	ImageShareNotificationSubscription
	SHOULD
	-

	Messaging/MMS
	Subscription
	SHOULD
	MAY

	Messaging/MMS
	OutboundMessageRequest
	SHOULD
	SHOULD

	Messaging/MMS
	DeliveryReceiptSubscription
	SHOULD
	MAY

	NotificationChannel
	NotificationChannel
	SHOULD
	-

	Payment
	AmountTransaction
	SHOULD
	SHOULD

	Payment
	AmountSplitTransaction
	SHOULD
	SHOULD

	Payment
	VolumeTransaction
	SHOULD
	SHOULD

	Payment
	VolumeSplitTransaction
	SHOULD
	SHOULD

	Payment
	AmountReservationTransaction
	SHOULD
	SHOULD

	Payment
	VolumeReservationTransaction
	SHOULD
	SHOULD

	Presence
	PresenceSource
	MAY
	MAY

	Presence
	WatchersSubscription
	MAY
	MAY

	Presence
	PresenceSubscription
	MAY
	MAY

	Presence
	PresenceListSubscription
	MAY
	MAY

	SMS
	Subscription
	SHOULD
	MAY

	SMS
	OutboundSMSMessageRequest
	SHOULD
	SHOULD

	SMS
	DeliveryReceiptSubscription
	SHOULD
	MAY

	TermLocation
	CircleNotificationSubscription
	MAY (still old text)
	MAY

	TermLocation
	PeriodicNotificationSubscription
	MAY (still old text)
	MAY

	TermLocation
	DistanceNotificationSubscription
	MAY (still old text)
	MAY

	TermStatus
	StatusCollectionChangeSubscription
	MAY (still old text)
	MAY

	TermStatus
	AccessibilityChangeSubscription
	MAY (still old text)
	MAY

	TermStatus
	RoamingChangeSubscription
	MAY (still old text)
	MAY

	TermStatus
	ConnectionChangeSubscription
	MAY (still old text)
	MAY

	3PC
	CallSessionInformation
	MAY
	MAY

	3PC
	CallParticipantInformation
	MAY
	MAY

	VideoShare
	VideoShareSessionInformation
	SHOULD 
	-

	VideoShare
	VideoShareNotificationSubscription
	SHOULD
	-


These results give the following picture: In most ParlayREST TSs, there’s a mix between SHOULD and MAY (depending on how critical the effects of a “lost resource creation” are. The decision at that time has been based on the principle that operations where a failure has big effects “SHOULD” be protected by a clientCorrelator whereas all others “MAY” be protected.
This argumentation is backed by the original document that lays down the agreement regarding the so-called “correlator issue” dating back to ParlayREST 1.0 (OMA-ARC-REST-2010-0064R01-INP_Closing_proposal_for_correlator_issue). From this document:
· The client MAY (and in some cases SHOULD) include in the resource representation of the resource creation request the "clientCorrelator" field which uniquely maps to the resource to be created. Note that this allows the client to retry a resource-creating request for which it did not receive an answer due to communication failure, and prevents the duplicate creation of resources on the server side in case of such retry.
· For the client, it will be OPTIONAL to supply this field in requests that lead to creation of a resource. However, in some cases, it is RECOMMENDED for the client to supply that field (e.g. to avoid double charging in Payment, re-sending of the same outbound message in SMS or MMS, etc) as a result of retries in case of communication failures.

From that proposal, the following text is part of TS Common section 5.2.2:

· The client MAY (and in some cases SHOULD) include in the parameter set of the resource creation request the "clientCorrelator" field which uniquely maps to the resource to be created. 

Proposed conclusion: 
· In the spirit of the original proposal, ARC is requested to agree that the normative status of the clientCorrelator is sometimes SHOULD, sometimes MAY, depending on the severity of the issue cause by double resource creation in case of communication failure. 
· Furthermore, it is suggested to restore the original ParlayREST 2.0 status of this field in those TSs where it was modified (text marked red in the above table). 
· Finally, each feature champion of a TS that has no ParlayREST counterpart is requested to re-evaluate the use of SHOULD and MAY in his/her TS.
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

ARC is requested to agree this document, thereby agreeing “proposed resolution”, and to assign actions to implement the resolution.
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