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Reason for Change
The objective of this CR is to provide the required information in Appendix B (Static Conformance Requirements).
R01: implements the following comments received from Comverse as part of the R&A.
- Why REST-NMS-AOBJECT-S-001-M mentions two operations, including Delete which is mandated in REST-NMS-AOBJECT-S-003-M?
Reply: Referring support for the overall operations supported in section 6.2 of the TS which includes both GET and Delete (no issue as per our practice). However, it is reworded in R01 for better read.
- REST-NMS-AOBJECT-FLAGS-S-001-M should require the subsequent flags entries
Reply: as mentioned above, it states support for whatever operations allowed by section 6.3 Flags management which is GET and PUT. No issue and hence no change in R01 is suggested.
- Why is REST-NMS-AOBJECT-FLAGS-S-003-M mandatory and REST-NMS-AOBJECT-FLAGS-S-004-M optional and not e.g. vice versa?
Reply: REST-NMS-AOBJECT-FLAGS-S-004-O is an additional PUT operation within which multiple flags are updated at once vs. REST-NMS-AOBJECT-FLAGS-S-003-M which just adds a new flag to the flag list (using PUT). So, really, FLAGS-S-004-O is a variation of FLAGS-S-003-M and hence considered optional for testing. No change in R01 is suggested.
- B.1.12 can be optional. A storage server without search operation is still useful.
Reply: A client needs to discover the folderId for the “Root folder (and its subfolders) in order for it to discover/traverse the NMS hierarchical structure. Updated the table to state only root discovery is Mandetory and the rest of folder searches as Optional.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Also made an FFS as follows: “FFS: revisit table B.1.12 to ensure mandatory sreach (e.g. root folder search) in order to allow root discovery and NMS hierarchy traversal is covered appropriately and the rest of the requirement for folder search is marked as Optional
- B.1.16, B.1.17, B.1.18 can be optional. Not all use cases require subscriptions (e.g. single-client scenario).
Reply: How can a client be informed of changes in the NMS if there is no subscription and notification? 
For RCS use case this is needed but there may other use cases where these may not be necessary. Hence, they are made Optional as commented by Comverse.


Impact on Backward Compatibility
None	
Impact on Other Specifications
None
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.
Recommendation
The ARC group is recommended to accept the proposed changes to NMS TS.
Detailed Change Proposal	
For details about the proposed changes, see attached OMA-TS-REST_NetAPI_NMS-V1_0-20140103-D_CR06R01.
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