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 1: Major Change
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 3: Editorial

	Source:
	Xhafer Krasniqi, Xhafer.krasniqi@emea.nec.com

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Change

To address the DynNav 1.1 consistency review comments from NEC.
To reflect the agreed changes during the face to face meeting in Hawaii
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

n/a
3 Impact on Other Specifications

n/a
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

Agree to this CR and apply the proposed change to MLS 1.4 RD.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Changes to the DynNav 1.1 ER
	A014
	2014.05.29
	E
	All
	Source: NEC
Form: #0020
Comment: Editorial corrections required throughout the document. The editor could run through the document quickly to just spot the spelling and other mistakes.
Proposed Change: Corrections captured in a new change request.
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted as proposed. Agreed changes captured in the attached revised ER. Editor to reflect the changes in the ER.

	A015
	2014.05.29
	T
	5.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #0020
Comment: smartND in requirement ‘DynNav-HLF-016’ is not defined. It is not clear what the difference between smartND and just ND as defined in the list of definitions is. If by smartND is meant smart phones with navigation capabilities, this capability should be applicable to other NDs (Portable Navigation Devices) as well.
Proposed Change: 

Delete “of the smart ND”
	Status: CLOSED

Comment is not accepted. No action is needed

	A016
	2014.05.29
	T
	5.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #0020
Comment: Informational Note in requirement ‘DynNav-HLF-016’ does not add any value. Requirements ‘DynNav-HLF-014’ and ‘DynNav-HLF-016’ don’t seem to be related.
Proposed Change: 

Delete Informational Note as part of this requirement and we can add to ‘DynNav-HLF-014’ if we think it would be needed.
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted as proposed. Information note removed from requirement HLF-016 and added to requirement HLF-013.

	A017
	2014.05.29
	T
	5.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #0020
Comment: ‘information’ should be added after ‘route’ in requirement DynNav-HLF-016.
Proposed Change: 

Change as follows: 

“The DynNav enabler SHALL allow a user to request the route information to a 3rd Party”.
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted as proposed, but slightly modified by not changing from ‘the’ to ‘a’ in front of the ‘3rd party’. 


	A018
	2014.05.29
	T
	5.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #0020
Comment: Requirement ‘DynNav-HLF-018’ should be split in two parts
Proposed Change: 

Change as follows: 

Requirement 018: 

“The DynNav enabler SHALL allow a user to request the route for visiting a list of points”. 

Requirement 019: 

“The DynNav server SHALL provide an optimized route based on real time and forecast traffic information according to time and priority constraints on points sequence provided by the user”


	Status: CLOSED

Accepted as proposed to split into two separate requirements. Number of newly separated requirement is HLF-018a.

	A020
	2014.05.29
	T
	5.1
	Source: NEC
Form: #0020
Comment:  Requirement ‘DynNav-HLF-019’ is not needed. It is covered by the second part of requirement ‘DynNav-HLF-018’ or newly proposed to be 019 requirement.

Proposed Change: 


	Status: CLOSED

Comment not accepted. No action is needed


Change 2:  Changes to the DynNav 1.1 TS
	B076
	2014.05.29
	E
	All
	Source: NEC
Form: #0020
Comment: Expression HTTP verbs is used across the TS. Use of HTTP methods is more appropriate and is more aligned with IETF and W3C language.  
Proposed Change: Change from HTTP verbs to HTTP methods where applicable
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted as proposed.

	B077
	2014.05.29
	Q
	All
	Source: NEC
Form: #0020
Comment: Throughout this spec fastest and shortest parameters are taken into consideration when calculating routes by the DynNav server, but I could not see anywhere mention of ‘cheapest’ parameter.  

We may have cases when we need to avoid tolls, such as motorways, that are fastest, but not necessarily are the shortest.  
Proposed Change: 
Please clarify
	Status: CLOSED

Comment not accpted. No action is needed

	B078
	2014.05.29
	E
	All
	Source: NEC
Form: #0020
Comment: Expressions ‘lightweight’ as in the case of ‘lightweight ND’ and ‘light-weight’ as in the case of ‘light-weight resources’ are used in this spec. What is the reason they are spelled differently? 
Proposed Change: 
Please clarify
	Status: CLOSED

Accepted as proposed to improve consistency. ‘Light-weight’ will be replaced with ‘Lightweight’ where appropriate.
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