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Change Request

	Title:
	CONRR fix editorials
	|X| Public      |_| OMA Confidential

	To:
	ARC

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-TS-REST_NetAPI_ACR-V1_0-20121113-D

	Submission Date:
	11 Jan 2013

	Classification:
	|_| 0: New Functionality
|_| 1: Major Change
|_| 2: Bug Fix
|X| 3: Editorial

	Source:
	Dieter Gludovacz, Deutsche Telekom AG, dieter.gludovacz@t-mobile.at

	Replaces:
	 n/a


Reason for Change
This CR fixes several editorial comments of the CONRR.

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2012.11.29
	T
	General
	Source: Telenor 
Form: R&A tool
Comment: The specification does not show any examples with error messages, especially those that have input parameters.
Proposed Change: One or more examples should be included.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>
Since the ACR management is an ideal candidate for providing anonymous identity in a mobile network, one example where the ACR obtained from "header injection" would be informative.

	B002
	2012.11.29
	T
	General
	Source: Telenor 
Form: R&A tool
Comment: Since the ACR management is an ideal candidate for providing anonymous identity in a mobile network, one example where the ACR obtained from "header injection" would be informative.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>


	B003
	2012.12.12
	E
	General
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment: Inconsistent fonts used for table headers. Some of the headers are in bold and some not.
Proposed Change: Align the font usage with the TS template (all table headers in bold). 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B004
	2012.12.12
	E
	General
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment: There are occurrences of abbreviations such as  “App”, “app-specific” etc, which are not defined in the document.
Proposed Change: Use complete words, or add these strings to the definitions.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed to application and application-specificOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B005
	2012.12.10

	T
	2.1
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: References to Autho4API and SIP Initiation Protocol are missing. Possibly other (the RESTful Network API template was likely used, but the Template is incomplete).
Proposed Change: Add references for [Autho4API] and [RFC3261].
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B006
	2012.12.12
	Q
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154 
Comment: Should RD documents be listed under Normative References? This type of document serves as an input for creation of the specification and has no value for the user of the specifications.
Proposed Change: Discuss within the group and decide whether to keep the reference or remove it.  The decision generally should apply to all APIs.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B007
	2012.12.12
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154 
Comment: There is a missing reference for RFC3261.
Proposed Change: Add missing reference.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B008
	2012.12.19
	E
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Missing reference “[Autho4API_10]”.
Proposed Change: Add “[Autho4API_10]”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B009
	2012.12.19
	E
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Missing reference “[RFC3261]”.
Proposed Change: Add “[RFC3261]”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B010
	2012.12.10
	T
	3.2
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment:  Missing abbreviations (e.g. MIME, SIP, WP, possibly other – due to use of incomplete template).
Proposed Change: Add missing abbreviations.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B011
	2012.12.19
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Missing abbreviation “MIME”.
Proposed Change: Add “MIME”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B012
	2012.12.19
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Missing abbreviation “MSISDN”.
Proposed Change: Add “MSISDN”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B013
	2012.12.19
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Missing abbreviation “SIP”.
Proposed Change: Add “SIP”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B014
	2012.12.19
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Missing abbreviation “WP”.
Proposed Change: Add “WP” and “White Paper”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B015
	2012.12.12
	T/Q
	4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  The text in the first paragraph does not follow strictly the TS template for the specifications that do not have baseline specification such as Customer Profile. It appears that RD document is listed as baseline specification.
Proposed Change: As this is not the only API that does this (there are some in Candidate status) the group shall discuss this and decide on further action.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B016
	2012.12.10
	E/T
	5.1
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment:  There is an Editor’s Note 1.
Proposed Change: Resolve the issue and remove the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B017
	2012.12.10
	E/T
	5.1
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment:  There is an Editor’s Note 2.
Proposed Change: Resolve the issue and remove the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B018
	2012.12.10
	E/T
	5.1
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment:  There is an Editor’s Note 3.
Proposed Change: Resolve the issue and remove the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B019
	2012.12.10
	E/T
	5.1
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment:  There is an Editor’s Note 4.
Proposed Change: Resolve the issue and remove the editor’s note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B020
	2012.12.12
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  All words in resource names start with a capital letter. 
Proposed Change: Align the format for the resource names with other TSs. The first word in the resource name starts with a capital while the rest of the words are in lower case. The exceptions from this convention are definitions only. This needs to be aligned with the resource names in the rest of the document.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B021
	2012.12.12
	E
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment: In the resource table for the resource “End User’s Application”, the description for GET method needs rewording to make it consistent with the descriptions for other GET methods. 
Proposed Change: Replace “Returns” with “Retrieves” to be consistent with the rest of the descriptions. 
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B022
	2012.12.12
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment: Unresolved Editor’s notes.  
Proposed Change: Editor’s note 1 and 2 for POST shall be removed. Note 2 belongs to section 7. Editor’s note 3 for GET should be completely removed.
Editor’s note 4 needs to be resolved.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B023
	2012.12.19
	E
	5.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Page header missing at page 12.
Proposed Change: Add header.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B024
	2012.12.19
	E
	5.2.2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “acr” and “resourceURL” at the table in section 5.2.2.1.
Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B025
	2012.12.10
	Q/E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment:  Should we use “meta data” or “metadata”?
Proposed Change: Propose to use “metadata”. 
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B026
	2012.12.10
	Q/T
	5.2.2.2
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: Should the description of acrStatus include “It MUST be included in responses, if the ACR exists.”? Is it OK in all cases if the server never returns it?
Proposed Change: 
If answer is YES, no change is needed. If answer is NO, then amend text as appropriate.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B027
	2012.12.10

	T
	5.2.2.2
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment:  The description of “expiry” could be improved. It is not clear enough what the intent is – e.g. whether an expiry time provided by the user would OVERRIDE the expiry time provided in the API (in all cases? Only when smaller?).
Proposed Change: Clarify the relationship/priority between expiry time provided via API, vs. expiry time provided by user, vs. expiry time provided by SP policy.If profile names and attributes will be defined, use such defined names.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B028
	2012.12.10
	T
	5.2.2.2
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: The description introduces undefined terms qualifying the ACR (temporary/dynamic and static – probably define in the ACR IETF draft). Since the expiry time is provided by the Application – does this imply that the Application decides whether an ACR will be temporary/dynamic or static? If such qualifications are needed or desirable, should we rather define have a separate attribute, rather than conveying it via the expiry attribute?
Proposed Change: 
Requires discussion on the need of a “type” for ACR, and definition of static/dynamic, or at least provide an explanation in the description (e.g. a reference to the draft if these notions are fully explained there).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B029
	2012.12.10
	Q/T
	5.2.2.2
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: If the expiry time is OVERRIDEN by the time provided by the user or by the SP policy, should the updated value be returned in the response?
 Proposed Change: 
If answer is YES, the description needs to reflect it.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B030
	2012.12.10
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: The sentence after he table indicates a type ACR, instead of Acr.
Proposed Change: 
In “A root element named acr of type ACR is allowed in request and/or response bodies.” replace ACR with Acr.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B031
	2012.12.19
	E
	5.2.2.2 and 5.2.2.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “acrStatus” and “resourceURL” at the table in section 5.2.2.2 and 5.2.2.3.
Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B032
	2012.12.12
	E
	5.2.2.2, 5.2.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Descriptions for “acrStatus” and “expiry” can be improved.
Proposed Change:  Replace word “Validity” with “Status” which is more common. In addition, in the description for element “expiry” when talking about policies use the term “server” rather than “service provider”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>
· changed “Validity” to “Status”
· changed sentence to: The expiry date can be overwritten by server (based on service provider’s policies). The actual duration of the time until an expired ACR is removed is at the discretion of the service provider.


	B033
	2012.12.10
	Q/T
	5.2.2.3
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: Should the description of acrStatus include “It MUST be included in responses, if the ACR exists.”? Is it OK in all cases if the server never returns it?
Proposed Change: 
If answer is YES, no change is needed. If answer is NO, then amend text as appropriate.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B034
	2012.12.12
	Q
	5.2.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  As “Status” data type is used in responses and PUT request only, should the resourceURL be defined as mandatory?
Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B035
	2012.12.10
	Q/T
	5.2.4
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: “rel” values for ink are defined, but Link ype is not used anywhere. Do we need to define such values?
Proposed Change: 
If answer is YES, do we need to add Link type to some data types, or what is the point otherwise? If answer is NO, then we should remove he “rel” values and define there are no applicable specified values.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B036
	2012.12.10
	E
	5.3.1, check for similar in the rest of the document (e.g. “app-specific”)
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: The abbreviation “App” is used but not defined – see “To retrieve the issued ACR for the given end user identified by the {userId} in the context of a given App, read resource under …”
Proposed Change: 
The simple solution is to use the whole word “application”. The alternative is to add abbreviation “App”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed to applicationOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B037
	2012.12.19
	E
	6
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Typo, unnecessary blank “[RFC 2616]”.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RFC 2616]” with “[RFC2616]”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B038
	2012.12.10
	E
	6. 1.3
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: The sentence below could be improved:
“It is assumed, through methods (e.g. OAuth token) which is beyond the scope of this document, the server knows how to determine which ACRs belong to a given application and appropriately list them in the response.”
Proposed Change: 
It is assumed that the server knows how to determine which ACRs belong to a given application and appropriately list them in the response, through methods which are beyond the scope of this document (e.g. using the access token provided in the HTTP request header – see [Auho4API]). 
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B039
	2012.12.10
	T
	6. 1.3.1.2, and most examples
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: The example response seem to use an incorrect format for the resourceURLs (missing http://example.com):
       <resourceURL>exampleAPI/acrmanagement/v1/tel%3A%2B 4479901234567/application/acr%3Aabc123;ncc=23415;type=Stat</resourceURL>
   </acr>
   <resourceURL>exampleAPI/acrmanagement/v1/acr%3Aauth/application</resourceURL>

Proposed Change: 
Correct as appropriate.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B040
	2012.12.10
	T
	6. in several places.
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: The term OAuth is being used in:
“When the {userId} is set to “acr:auth” keyword, it implies user’s identity is known either through the OAuth access token available in the HTTP Authorization header of the API request or if the  user’s device is connected to the mobile network then  MSISDN is known by the network and it is not necessary to be passed explicitly by the application in the API request.”
Proposed Change: 
Either defined OAuth as an abbreviation, or provide a reference or rephrase as appropriate. For example: “…through an access token (see [Autho4API] …”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B041
	2012.12.12
	T
	6.1.5
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Missing example for creation of resource where the response is a location of created resource (common:resourceReference used as a root element).
Proposed Change: Add missing example.. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B042
	2012.12.12
	T
	6.1.5.2,
6.1.5.3,
6.2.3.1,
6.3.3.1,
6.3.5.1,

	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Incorrect/undefined element names used in XML examples (see also XML validation report from DSO).
Proposed Change: Replace element name “acrstatus” with “acrStatus” asc well as “expires” with “expiry” where applicable. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B043
	2012.12.19
	T
	6.3.3 and 6.3.5
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Typo, unnecessary data type “<cr:acr ~>” and “</cr:acr>”.
Proposed Change: Replace “<cr:acr ~>”, “</cr:acr>”, and related elements with “<cr:status ~>”, “</cr:status>”, and related elements.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B044
	2012.12.12
	T
	6.3.3.1.26.3.5.1.1 6.3.5.1.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Inappropriate root element used. According to the resource table in 5.1, the root element should be “Status”.
Proposed Change: Use “Status” as a root element for these XML examples.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B045
	2012.12.19
	T
	6.3.5
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Missing letter “/status” at the PUT resource in the table.
Proposed Change: Replace “/application/acr%3Aabc123;ncc=23415%3Btype=Dyna” with “/application/acr%3Aabc123;ncc=23415%3Btype=Dyna/status”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B046
	2012.12.12
	T
	6.x
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Missing XML examples with error responses?
Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B047
	2012.12.12
	T
	7
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Section not completed. According to Editor’s note 2 in section 5.1 there should be some new Service/Policy exceptions defined.
Proposed Change: Complete the section. If necessary, add Service/Policy exceptions specific for ACR. Otherwise, if not, state that no additional Service/Policy exceptions are defined for the ACR API.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B048
	2012.12.10
	E/T
	7.
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: 2 Editor notes still present.
Proposed Change: 
Address as appropriate and/or remove editor’s notes.

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B049
	2012.12.19
	E
	7.2
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Typo, “ate”.
Proposed Change: Replace “ate” with “are”.
	Status: CLOSED
Fixed by B048OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B050
	2012.12.10
	Q/T
	Appendix B
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: Are ALL SCRs mandatory? (similar question for the ETR).
Proposed Change: 
Address as appropriate.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B051
	2012.12.10
	T
	Appendix D
	Source: ALU
Form: doc #0145
Comment: JSON example are missing.
Proposed Change: 
Add JSON examples after completing XML examples.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B052
	2012.12.12
	T
	Appendix D
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Missing JSON examples. 
Proposed Change: Add JSON examples. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B053
	2012.12.12
	E
	Appendix F
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Outdated header format. The header should read “Light-weight Resources” only.
Proposed Change: Update the header as suggested. 
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B054
	2012.12.19
	E
	D
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Typo, unnecessary blank “[RFC 4627]”.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RFC 4627]” with “[RFC4627]”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B055
	2012.12.19
	E
	F
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Typo, uppercase letter “~ Appendix ~”.
Proposed Change: Replace “this Appendix ~” with “this appendix ~”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B056
	2012.12.12
	T/Q
	G.1.1.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Unclear (not completed) definition of the second scope value, “oma_rest_acrm” Was there intention to create a new scope value? In addition, how these definitions relate to the requirement OAU-002?   
Proposed Change:  Complete definition of the scope value if it is needed, otherwise remove it.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B057
	2012.12.19
	E
	G.1.1.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “oma_rest_acrm” at the table in section G.1.1.1.
Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B058
	2012.12.12
	T
	G.1.1.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Scope value “oma_rest_acrm” not mentioned in the Table 2.
Proposed Change:  If the scope value is valid, include it where applicable. In addition, this table should be in landscape format according to the TS template.
Reference “6.3” seems to be hard coded and perhaps needs to be updated to cross-reference format.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B059
	2012.12.12
	T
	G.1.1.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: doc #0154
Comment:  Incorrect Base URL in the header of Table 2. In addition, reference to section 6.3 appears to be hard coded.
Proposed Change:  In the Base URL replace “acrm” with “acrmanagement”, and add “/{userId}  after “{apiVersion}”
Use cross-reference format for the reference to section 6.3.
In addition, this table should be in landscape format according to the TS template.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B060
	2012.12.19
	E
	G.1.2
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Page header missing at page 35.
Proposed Change: Add header.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>

	B061
	2012.12.19
	E
	G.1.2
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0149
Comment: Typo,  “[REST_Common_TS]”.
Proposed Change: Replace “[REST_Common_TS]” with “[REST_NetAPI_Common]”.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposedOPEN / CLOSED
<provide response>



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
ARC to review and agree the proposed changes and close related CONRR comments.
Detailed Change Proposal
See attachment.
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