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	Replaces:
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1 Reason for Change

Addresses a majority of  CONR TS comments (highlighted in green; 12 comments for TS remaining OPEN). See attachment for implemented resolution as proposed.
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2012.12.07


	T
	Many
	Source: ALU

Form: doc #0144

Comment: CR was agreed but no applied before CONR start: OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2012-0032-CR_Blueprint_for_auth_and_apply_template. This CR:

· aligns the TS with the most recent template

· implements Blueprint for “Authorization” change to “auth”

· adds normative references for Autho4API and RFC3261

· adds abbreviations for MIME, SIP, WP

Proposed Change: Apply the agreed CR.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed (applied missed CR 0032).

	B002
	2012.12.19
	E
	All
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Missing abbreviation “acr:Authorization”.

Proposed Change: Add “acr:Authorization” and “acr:auth”.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. Dup of B001.

	B003
	2012.12.12
	Q
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153 

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: CLOSED

No change. Requirements ARE normative documents, when applicable. And they DO have value to the user of the specification, should those questions why/how certain resources or operations are defined.

	B004
	2012.12.12
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment: Not all characters in bold for the reference number 2. 

Proposed Change: Make all characters in bold. 
	Status: CLOSED

No change, could not identify issue (or possibly resolved by B001 resolution).

	B005
	2012.12.19
	E
	2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Missing reference “[Autho4API_10]”.

Proposed Change: Add “[Autho4API_10]”.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. Dup of B001.

	B006
	2012.12.07
	E
	2.2
	Source: ALU

Form: doc #0144

Comment:  OMADICT reference points to V2.8, when there is a V2.9.

Proposed Change: Update OMADICT reference
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B007
	2012.12.12
	E
	2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Outdated version of OMADICT referenced. 

Proposed Change: Change the version number to reflect the latest OMADICT document. 
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. Dup of B006.

	B008
	2012.12.07
	T
	3.2
	Source: ALU

Form: doc #0144

Comment:  both heavy-weight and lightweight resources are used, but the definitions are not included.

Proposed Change: Include definitions.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed.See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B009
	2012.12.12
	T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Missing definitions for Light-weight and Heavy-weight Resources 

Proposed Change: Add definitions. In addition, all references to Light-weight Resources in the document shall be capitalized. 
	Status:CLOSED

As proposed. Dup of B008.

	B010
	2012.12.19
	E
	D.5
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Typo, “~/xml”.
Proposed Change: Replace “Content-Type:application/xml” with “Content-Type:application/json”.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B011
	2012.12.19
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Missing abbreviation “MIME”.

Proposed Change: Add “MIME”.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. Dup of B001.

	B012
	2012.12.19
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Missing abbreviation “MSISDN”.

Proposed Change: Add “MSISDN”.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B013
	2012.12.19
	E
	3.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Missing abbreviation “WP”.

Proposed Change: Add “WP” and “White Paper”.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. Dup of B001.

	B014
	2012.12.12
	T/Q
	4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
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 the Candidate status) the group shall discuss this and decide on further action.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B015
	2012.12.12
	T
	4.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  In the second bullet a term “customer” is used while in the rest of document another term “user” is used when referring to profiles/attributes.

Proposed Change: Use the same term or state that terms “customer” and “user” can be used interchangeably throughout the document.
	Status: CLOSED

No change. “Customer” in “Customer Profile” refers to the “Customer” type of attributes in the profile (as in “what could be use in services for a customer”. The term “user” or “end user” is used in the specifications to identify the OWNER of the “Customer Profile”. In this sense the termas are not interchangeable IMO. But indeed we need to pay attention to use the right term in the right context.

	B016
	2012.12.12
	T
	4.1, G1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  “Authorization” is not any more reserved keyword for authorization.

Proposed Change: Apply the latest blueprint changes for authorization. 
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. Dup of B001.

	B017
	2012.12.12
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Outdated text for paragraph starting with ”Section 5…” 

Proposed Change: Rephrase the paragraph to reflect that the Section 5 starts with a diagram, according to the TS template. 
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed. Dup of B001.

	B018
	2012.12.12
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Paragraph describing Appendix F should end with “,where applicable” according to the TS template.

Proposed Change: Align the paragraph with the TS template.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B019
	2012.12.12
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Missing legend for the shapes used in the resource tree. This applies for diagrams that make use of Light-weight Resources.

Proposed Change: Add the legend.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B020
	2012.12.12
	T
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  In the resource table for the resource “Attribute name list”, description for GET method is not correct. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase the text to reflect retrieval of a list of supported attribute names. 
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B021
	2012.12.19
	E
	5.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Page header missing at page 12.

Proposed Change: Add header.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B022
	2012.12.19
	E
	5.2
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Page header missing at page 14.

Proposed Change: Add header.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B023
	2012.12.07
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: ALU

Form: doc #0144

Comment:  the first 2 sentences are duplicates (and outdated).

Proposed Change: Remove the first 2 sentences, to align with the new template.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B024
	2012.12.07
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: ALU

Form: doc #0144

Comment:  There is an Editor’s Note that needs to be resolved, regarding specification of “profile names”

Proposed Change: Define at least 1 profile name and remove the editor note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B025
	2012.12.17
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: DTAG

Form: doc #0159

Comment: editor’s note: FFS to specify profile names

Proposed Change: resolve editor’s by defining profile names
	Status: CLOSED

Dup of B024.

	B026
	2012.12.19
	E
	5.2.2.1
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “profileName” and “resourceURL” at the table in section 5.2.2.1.

Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: CLOSED

No change. Following agreed conventions (use period only if sentence includes verb, or as separator if followed by another sentence).

	B027
	2012.12.17
	T
	5.2.2.2
	Source: DTAG

Form: doc #0159

Comment: editor’s note: FFS to specify attribute names

Proposed Change: resolve editor’s by defining attribute names
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B028
	2012.12.17
	Q/T
	5.2.2.3
	Source: DTAG

Form: doc #0159

Comment: within the profile type the element “category” is defined as “contains a descriptive category of the profile”.

Proposed Change: It was expected that the profile name is chosen in a way that it is self-descriptive. Discuss this and resolve, if necessary.

Should we not avoid creating any hierarchy as much as possible? Profile names and mapping to attributes may introduce unnecessary complication and hierarchy. We should discuss how to find a way of introducing different “sub-domains” (identified by profile name?) inside the customer profile, e.g. demographics ( age, gender, address) without introducing a hierarchy.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B029
	2012.12.17
	T
	5.2.2.5
	Source: DTAG

Form: doc #0159

Comment: editor’s note: FFS which attribute we will specify

Proposed Change: resolve editor’s by defining attribute names
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B030
	2012.12.12
	E
	5.2.2.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  The Attribute data type is defined as a root element and according to the agreed convention it would require resourceURL element also. However since it is only used in response bodies with Light-weight Resources the resourceURL is not required. To align with other API it would be better to remove the root element statement.

Proposed Change:  Remove the root element statement.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B031
	2012.12.12
	Q
	5.2.2.1, 5.2.2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Elements “profileName” and “attributeName” are defined as mandatory. The question is whether it is possible that a user has none of these specified.

Proposed Change:  
	Status: CLOSED

No change. If a user has NO profile name and/or no attribute name defined, the requests should result in Service Exceptions.

	B032
	2012.12.12
	T
	5.2.2.1, 5.2.2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  There is an Editor’s Note to be resolved.

Proposed Change:  Propose resolution for the note.
	Status: CLOSED

Dup of B024, respectively B027.

	B033
	2012.12.07
	T
	5.2.2.2, 5.2.2.5
	Source: ALU

Form: doc #0144

Comment:  There is an Editor’s Note that needs to be resolved, regarding specification of “attribute names”

Proposed Change: Define at least 1 attribute name and remove the editor notes.
	Status: CLOSED

Dup of B027, respectively B029.

	B034
	2012.12.19
	E
	5.2.2.2, 5.2.2.3, and 5.2.2.4
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Missing period at the end of the sentence describing “resourceURL” at the table in section 5.2.2.2, 5.2.2.3, and 5.2.2.4.

Proposed Change: Add periods.
	Status: CLOSED

No change. Following agreed conventions (use period only if sentence includes verb, or as separator if followed by another sentence).

	B035
	2012.12.12
	E
	5.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Resource URLs listed under “The resources:” should be in bold according to the template.

Proposed Change: Change the font to bold. 
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B036
	2012.12.12
	E
	5.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Missing “/” between “{apiVersion} “ and “{userId} in resource URLs.

Proposed Change: Add missing “/”. 
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B037
	2012.12.19
	E
	5.3
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Unnecessary “-“.

Proposed Change: Replace “sub-sections” with “subsections”.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B038
	2012.12.07
	T
	6.
	Source: ALU

Form: doc #0144

Comment: Age verification requirement is not addressed (or at least not explicitly identifiable how it is addressed).

Proposed Change: 

Address in line with the discussion we had in Los Angeles (see contribution OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2012-0029-INP_Proposal_for_age_verification).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B039
	2012.12.17
	T
	6
	Source: DTAG

Form: doc #0159

Comment: throughout the section 6 the profile names “basic” and “extended” are used, but are not specified

Proposed Change: use specified profile names (assumption is that there will be specified profiles)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B040
	2012.12.17
	T
	6
	Source: DTAG

Form: doc #0159

Comment: throughout the section 6 unspecified attribute names are used

Proposed Change: use specified attribute names (assumption is that there will be specified profiles)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B041
	2012.12.17
	T
	6
	Source: DTAG

Form: doc #0159

Comment: Examples should reflect uses cases required by OneAPI

Proposed Change: add missing examples based on these use cases:

Adult services

Bob wishes to access adult.example.com. The 3rd party queries the operator to determine if Bob is of the legal age to access their services, and that he has opted-in (if appropriate).

Premium services

News.example.com offer a premium service to post-pay subscribers only . On receiving a request from Charlie, they query his operator to determine whether he is a pre-pay or post-pay subscriber.

Preferences

Alice does not want to receive any images when browsing the mobile Web. The operator makes this preference available to 3rd parties so that they can reformat their content appropriately.

Customer status

An operator provides a notification as to whether the service user is a customer of theirs.

Targeted advertising

Facilitated by knowledge of user demographic and activity.

Rich presence

Bob is able to update his current emotion/activity on the network, which is reflected in his friends ‘buddy’ lists and messaging applications

Proposed Change: Shouldn’t we add these to the RD?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B042
	2012.12.12
	E
	6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Reference to “x-www-form-urlencoded” in the first paragraph shall be removed according to the agreed convention. 

Proposed Change: Remove the reference.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. Dup of B001.

	B043
	2012.12.12
	E
	6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  The text at the beginning of section 6 not according to the latest TS template. Some bullets and references are missing (e.g. for authorization keyword, RFC3261) 

Proposed Change: Add missing bullets/references. 
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. Dup of B001.

	B044
	2012.12.12
	Q/T
	6.x.y
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  As there is a specific requirement for user age verification (HLF-015) should there be an example on how this API is to be used for that?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

Dup of B041.

	B045
	2012.12.19
	E
	6
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Typo, unnecessary blank “[RFC 2616]”.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RFC 2616]” with “[RFC2616]”.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B046
	2012.12.12
	T
	6.1, 6.2, 6.3, 6.4, 6.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  The text describing the use of resource talks about management of user’s profiles/attributes data. This is a bit misleading. In the current release, the resources SHALL only be used to retrieve the data (according to RD HLF-014).

Proposed Change: Rephrase the text to reflect retrieval of the data only.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B047
	2012.12.12
	E
	6.1.1, 6.2.1, 6.3.1, 6.4.1, 6.5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  An example for serverRoot should not contain “http://”. In addition, all sentences in the Description column should start with an uppercase. 

Proposed Change: Update the table according to the TS template. 
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

	B048
	2012.12.12
	E
	6.1.3.1.26.1.3.2.2 6.2.3.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Highlighted text in XML examples

Proposed Change: Remove highlight
	Status: CLOSED

Dup of B049 (keep B049, more detail).

	B049
	2012.12.07


	T
	6.1.3.1.2 and other response examples
	Source: ALU

Form: doc #0144

Comment:  In examples there are profile names and attributes used, but they are not defined. In some cases there are also editor notes.

Proposed Change: If profile names and attributes will be defined, use such defined names. If not, one could still use the current examples, but there should be text explaining that NO profile names/attributes definition is included in the spec. Also, remove the editor notes once the resolution is agreed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B050
	2012.12.07
	T
	6.2.1 and other request URL tables
	Source: ALU

Form: doc #0144

Comment: Editor’s notes regarding “profile names” need to be addressed. Proposed Change: 

Make sure examples of profile names are in line with the resolution to-be-agreed for A007, and remove editor notes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B050
	2012.12.12
	E
	6.3.3,

6.4.3, 6.6.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  The paragraphs in the table column “Description” not in a logical order. 

Proposed Change: To improve readability, consider moving the paragraph describing the absence of filter at the end of the column.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.

Note that the numbering sequence for B050 is duplicate in the CONRR( there is a remaining B050).


	B051
	2012.12.12
	T
	6.5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Missing description for [ResourceRelPath].

Proposed Change: Add [ResourceRelPath] to the table and if necessary additional section describing possible values to be used for [ResourceRelPath].  
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.



	B052
	2012.12.12
	Q
	7
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Should the API define its own Service/Policy exceptions for non-existent profiles/attributes (and/or application tries to retrieve profile data for another user the application is not authorized to do), rather than using generic exceptions?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B053
	2012.12.12
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  The font for table headers not aligned with the other tables in the API. 

Proposed Change: Use bold font for table headers. 
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.



	B054
	2012.12.19
	E
	D
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Typo, unnecessary blank “[RFC 4627]”.
Proposed Change: Replace “[RFC 4627]” with “[RFC4627]”.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.



	B055
	2012.12.12
	E
	Appendix F
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  Outdated header format. The header should read “Light-weight Resources” only.

Proposed Change: Update the header as suggested. 
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.



	B056
	2012.12.12
	Q
	G.1.1.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: doc #0153
Comment:  A term “Service Provider” used, which is not commonly used in other APIs when talking about policies. The term “server”, could it be used instead?

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	B057
	2012.12.19
	E
	G.1.2
	Source: ETRI
Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0150
Comment: Typo,  “[REST_Common_TS]”.
Proposed Change: Replace “[REST_Common_TS]” with “[REST_NetAPI_Common]”.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed. See OMA-ARC-REST-CusProf-2013-0004.




2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None
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 requested to agree the CR.
6 Detailed Change Proposal
See attachment
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