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1 Reason for Change

This CR implements comment F0011, adding a revised version of content negotiation to the TS Common.
It also fixes the section on case conventions, to reflect agreement during CONRR resultuion.

2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

There is no impact on backward compatibility.
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

ARC is kindly requested to review and agree the changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  It appears that the naming rules did not get fixed. Fix this now.
5.4 Authoring Style

5.4.1 Names

Names will be meaningful, and not abbreviated in a way that makes the name hard to understand for users of the REST interfaces that are not literate in computer programming. This does not preclude the use of commonly understood acronyms within names (e.g. ID) or commonly used abbreviations (e.g. max). However, the resulting name must still be meaningful.

5.4.2 Case usage for names

Two general cases are provided for, both using mixed case names; one with a leading capital letter, the other with a leading lowercase letter.

Names will start with a letter and be mixed case, with the leading letter of each word capitalized. Words will not be separated by white space, underscore, hyphen or other non-letter character.

The following data types will have a leading uppercase letter –Type names and element names in an enumeration.

The following data types will have a leading lowercase letter – all other names.

For names consisting of concatenated words, all subsequent words start with a capital. For example, “concatenatedWord” or “BothCapitals”. If a lowercase name starts with an abbreviation, all characters of the abbreviation are de-capitalized, e.g. “smsService”.
Resource names are all lowercase.

Change 2:  Add this as a new section after 5.4. 
Note that the complete section is new and that the change marks reflect updates to the original text taken from the cookbook.
5.5 Content type negotiation
The Content type of a response SHALL be established using the following methodology:
As a general rule, content type used in response message body must match content type used in request body. XML and JSON content types MUST be supported. 
Support for other content types will be specified on a case-by-case basis (e.g. simple name-value pair parameters may be accepted in the URL when using GET and www-form-urlencoding may be supported for the request message body when using POST or PUT).
Content type of the request message body SHALL always be determined by Content-Type header of the HTTP message.

Content type of the response body SHALL be determined using the following methodology. When invoking the API, the requesting application SHOULD include the ‘Accept’ request header, and provide the primary content type choice, and OPTIONALLY any supported substitute content types, in this request Accept header.
a. If the server does not support the content type choice listed as priority in the Accept header, it SHALL attempt to return the next preferred choice if one was provided.
b. If the requesting application does not provide an Accept header or any other indication of desired content type of the response (see further below), and the request message body content type is XML or JSON, then the server SHALL provide a response message body with the content type matching that of the request message body. For example, a request with an XML body and no Accept header will trigger an XML response.
c. If the requesting application requires the response message body to be of a different content type than the request message body or the format resulting from Accept header negotiations (for which requesting application may not have sufficient control), it MUST request that by inserting in the URL path “?resFormat={content type}” where content type SHALL be either xml or json). This option overrides the Accept header provided by the application, if both are present. 
d. If the server cannot return any of the content types based on the negotiation steps described, it SHALL return a 406 response code as per [RFC2616].
Change 3:  Add following Normative reference in 2.1 as needed by the text above
	[RFC2616]
	“Hypertext Transfer Protocol -- HTTP/1.1”, R. Fielding et. al, June 1999, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2616.txt 














NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES (WHETHER EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) ARE MADE BY THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE OR ANY OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE MEMBER OR ITS AFFILIATES REGARDING ANY OF THE IPR’S REPRESENTED ON THE “OMA IPR DECLARATIONS” LIST, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE ACCURACY, COMPLETENESS, VALIDITY OR RELEVANCE OF THE INFORMATION OR WHETHER OR NOT SUCH RIGHTS ARE ESSENTIAL OR NON-ESSENTIAL.

THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE IS NOT LIABLE FOR AND HEREBY DISCLAIMS ANY DIRECT, INDIRECT, PUNITIVE, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THE USE OF DOCUMENTS AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENTS.

USE OF THIS DOCUMENT BY NON-OMA MEMBERS IS SUBJECT TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE USE AGREEMENT (located at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/UseAgreement.html) AND IF YOU HAVE NOT AGREED TO THE TERMS OF THE USE AGREEMENT, YOU DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE, COPY OR DISTRIBUTE THIS DOCUMENT.

THIS DOCUMENT IS PROVIDED ON AN "AS IS" "AS AVAILABLE" AND "WITH ALL FAULTS" BASIS.

© 2009 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 3)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20080101-I]

© 2009 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 3 (of 4)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ChangeRequest-20080101-I]

