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	Source:
	Michael Brenner, Alcatel-Lucent, Michael.Brenner@alcatel-lucent.com
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	 n/a


1 Reason for Change

Addressing many DeviceCapabilities TS CONR comments. Also includes additional editorials not captured in comments. The comments highlighted in green have been addressed as described in the status column in the table below.
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2011.10.06
	T
	Special annex and applicable to all TSs
	Source: Ericsson

Form: REL R&A

Comment: OAuth 2.0 informative annex must be added

Proposed Change: Discuss with SEC SWG and decide on a blue print
	Status: OPEN

	A002
	2011.10.06
	T
	Many and applicable to all TSs
	Source: Ericsson

Form: REL R&A

Comment: Versioning resolution must be included

Proposed Change: see various already assigned AIs
	Status: OPEN

	A003
	2011.10.06
	T
	Many and applicable to all TSs
	Source: Ericsson

Form: REL R&A

Comment: XML Validation findings must be solved if any error reported

Proposed Change: see DSO email and write CRs as proposed
	Status: CLOSED
Not applicable. There were no validation errors reported by OMA, as per message from John  Mudge to OMA Architecture reflector, Fri 10/7/2011 5:54 AM EST

	A004
	2011.01.23
	E
	Many
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0059-REST_NETAPI_DEVICECAPABILITIES_1.0_CONR_COMMENTS_ERICSSON

Comment: References used in the document are hard coded.

Proposed Change: Suggested to convert reference to cross-references.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions

	A005
	2011.10.09
	Q
	All; also applicable across all TSs.
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: 
Use of hyperlinks in references, and across the document. Should external references be hyperlinked?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	A006
	2011.10.09
	E
	2.1 and Appendix C
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Typo in  W3C-URLENC 

Proposed Change: should be changed to W3C_URLENC.

Note: reviewing other TSs it was noticed that some have this (may be other) references using “-“ instead of “_”. It would be better for all TSs to use the same convention – e.g. W3C_URLENC.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A007
	2011.10.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: OMA-DICT instead of OMADICT

Proposed Change:
Change to OMADICT.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions OPEN 



	A008
	2011.10.09
	E
	3.2 and affects definition in all TSs
	<ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Notification Channel definition – the 2nd sentence starts with “It…” where this could refer to several items in the previous sentence.

Proposed Change:

Replace the 2nd sentence in that definition with:

“The channel is represented as a resource and provides means for the server to post notifications and for the client to receive them via specified delivery mechanisms.” 
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A009
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.1 (possible other places depending on agreed resolution).
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: This is a general comment for ALL TSs: need to change the text referring to “apiVersion”.

Proposed Change:
OMA ARC to agree on a solution for versioning, then apply the solution here (and all other TSs).
	Status: CLOSED duplicate of A002
Note: until the full resolution is implemented, “1” was changed to “v1” by CR 313.


	A010
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Resource summary table title: Purpose: device capabilities
Proposed Change:
Replace with:

Purpose: to allow client to retrieve device capabilities
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A011
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Resource summary table title: Purpose: subscription management for device capabilities changes notifications
Proposed Change:
Replace with:

Purpose: to allow client to manage subscriptions for device capabilities changes notifications
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A012
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Resource summary table title: Purpose: client resources for device capabilities configuration changes notifications
Proposed Change:
Replace with:

Purpose: to allow client to receive notifications about changes in device capabilities
	Status: CLOSED 

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions

	A013
	2011.11.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Resource summary table title: Purpose: configure a device, retrieve available configurations for a device and history of configurations.
Proposed Change:
Replace with:

Purpose: to allow client to configure a device and retrieve available configurations and history of configurations 
	Status: CLOSED

Changed to “Purpose: configure a device, retrieve available configurations for a device and retrieve history of configurations”, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A014
	2011.10.09
	E
	5.1 and other sections
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Inconsistent termination (or lack of) of sentences - issue apparent in descriptions of methods, elements, etc in tables.

Proposed Change: 

Use period to complete a sentence where appropriate.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions  



	A015
	2011.10.09
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Use of Payment in “The subsections of this section define the data structures used in the RESTful Payment API.”

Proposed Change: 

Replace with:

“The subsections of this section define the data structures used in the RESTful Device Capabilities API.”
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A016
	2011.10.09
	E
	5.2.2.1 
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: use acronym instead of UserAgentProfile in description of link.

Proposed Change: 

UAProfile instead of 
	Status: CLOSED

Change to “UserAgentProfileReference” instead (consistent with “rel” definition), see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A017
	2011.01.23
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0059-REST_NETAPI_DEVICECAPABILITIES_1.0_CONR_COMMENTS_ERICSSON

Comment: Root element “deviceCapabilities” is not used in request bodies.

Proposed Change: Rephrase the text under the table in 5.2.2.1 to reflect response bodies only.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 

 

	A018
	2011.10.13
	Q
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Neustar

Form: INP doc #0082

Comment: “IsFinalNotification” and “address” are used in other Network API documents (e.g., for Terminal Location and for Terminal Status).  Should “changeNotificationEnd” and “deviceAddress” be changed to be aligned with other Network API documents?

Proposed Change: Discuss if to change the two element names.
	Status: OPEN



	A019
	2011.10.09
	E
	5.2.2.2, 5.2.2.3
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: description of deviceAddress does not conform to agreed use of ‘sip’ URI, etc. Also the entire description can be improved.

Proposed Change: 

Replace with:

Address of a device (e.g. ‘sip’ URI, ‘tel’ URI, ‘acr’ URI) if it the notification refers to an individual device. Not present if the notification applies to the entire subscription.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A020
	2011.01.23
	T
	5.2.2.7
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0059-REST_NETAPI_DEVICECAPABILITIES_1.0_CONR_COMMENTS_ERICSSON

Comment: Root element “deviceConfigurationList” is not used in request bodies.

Proposed Change: Rephrase the text under the table in 5.2.2.7 to reflect response bodies only.
	Status: CLOSED

 As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A021
	2011.03.21
	T
	5.2.2.8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0059-REST_NETAPI_DEVICECAPABILITIES_1.0_CONR_COMMENTS_ERICSSON

Comment: Root element “deviceCapabilitiesChangesSubscriptionList” is not used in request bodies.

Proposed Change: Rephrase the text under the table in 5.2.2.8 to reflect response bodies only.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 

 

	A022
	2011.10.09
	Q/T
	5.2.2.9, but also general across TSs
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Across different TS, subscription data structure is modeled quite differently. A simple example is “timeCreated”, where in other places we have “duration”, etc. Should we consider re-designing the model for a subscription including a subscriptionType, may be some other generic elements, followed by Choice for different types?

 Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 



	A0023
	2011.10.13
	E
	5.2.2.9
	Source: Neustar

Form: INP doc #0082

Comment: Delete “for” and change “has been” to “was” under “Description” for “timeCreated” element. 

Proposed Change: Make the proposed change.
	Status: CLOSED
Description was changed to: “The date/time when the subscription was created”, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A024
	2011.10.09
	E
	5.2.2.9
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Description of “timeCreated” could be improved.

 Proposed Change:

The date/time when the subscription has been created.
	Status: CLOSED, duplicate of A024 



	A025
	2011.10.09
	E
	5.3.1 and other places in document
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Using “getting” alternating with “retrieving” (title, figure caption, vs. explanatory text

Proposed Change: 

Replace “getting” with “retrieving”
	Status: CLOSED 

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A026
	2011.10.09
	E
	6. (and other places in all TSs)
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: use of x-www-form-urlencoded, www-form-urlencoded, form-urlencoded, application/x-www-formurlencoded (correct), application/x-www-formurlencoded (missing “-“), etc is inconsistent throughout the document).

Proposed Change: 

Decide on a single format and apply everywhere – e.g.:

application/x-www-form-urlencoded
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, also need to change reference [W3C_URLENC] to add “The” in the description, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A027
	2011.10.09
	E
	6. (and other places in all TSs)
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: quoting in double vs single quotes (e.g. “+” vs ‘acr’).

Proposed Change: 
Decide on convention(s) and apply everywhere
	Status: OPEN 



	A028
	2011.10.11
	T
	6
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074

Comment: SIP is missing from the bullet list.

Proposed Change: Add it as follows:

Section 2.1

[RFC3261] “SIP: Session Initiation Protocol”, J. Rosenberg et al., June 2002, URL: http://www.rfc-editor.org/rfc/rfc3261.txt 

 

Section 3.3

SIP          Session Initiation Protocol

Section 5.2.2:

For structures that contain elements which describe a user identifier, the statements in section 6 regarding 'tel', 'sip' and 'acr' URI schemes apply.

Section 6: Add after tel: URI

· If a user identifier (e.g. address, userId, etc) of type anyURI is in the form of a SIP URI, it MUST be defined according to [RFC3261].

Note that this also applies to those TSs not under CONR (suggestion: assign actions to editors)
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A029
	2011.10.11
	T
	x.y
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074

Comment: The versioning issue needs to be addressed, together with OneAPI and WAC

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED
Duplicate of A002

	A030
	2011.10.09
	Q/E
	6.1.1 and other similar  sections; affects all TSs
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: the sentence “See section 6 for a statement on the escaping of reserved characters in URL variables.” Appears in every subsection of section 6. It refers to a statement in the same main chapter. Do we really need this? (used to be in section 5 before, made more sense to have a reference)..

Proposed Change: 
Remove.
	Status: OPEN 



	A031
	2011.10.13
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: Neustar

Form: INP doc #0082

Comment: Delete “http://” under “Description” for “serverRoot” name.  The Base URL begins with “http://” that is not part of “serverRoot” variable.

Proposed Change: Make the proposed change.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed, also note that “exampleAPI” should also not be part of the example for {serverRoot}, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions
Note: this needs to be applied consistently to all API TSs. 



	A032
	2011.10.13
	T
	6.2.1
	Source: Neustar

Form: INP doc #0082

Comment: Delete “http://” under “Description” for “serverRoot” name. 

Proposed Change: Make the proposed change.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed, also note that “exampleAPI” should also not be part of the example for {serverRoot}, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions
Note: this needs to be applied consistently to all API TSs. 



	A033
	2011.10.13
	Q
	6.1.1
	Source: Neustar

Form: INP doc #0082

Comment: The definition of “equipmentId” is not clear.  It indicates “For single device use device address”.  Is it that the device address SHALL be used for a single device?  If not, what are other possibilities/ examples for a single device case? Can it be an ID determined by the network operator (e.g., IMEI can be used as the equipmentId)?

Proposed Change: Please clarify.
	Status: CLOSED
Replace the unclear description with “equipment identifier”, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions.

Note: this applies in multiple sections in the TS.


	A034
	2011.10.13
	T
	6.3.1
	Source: Neustar

Form: INP doc #0082

Comment: Delete http:// under “Description” for “serverRoot” name.  Proposed Change: Make the proposed change.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed, also note that “exampleAPI” should also not be part of the example for {serverRoot}, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions
Note: this needs to be applied consistently to all API TSs.


	A035
	2011.10.13
	T
	6.5.1
	Source: Neustar

Form: INP doc #0082

Comment: Delete http:// under “Description” for “serverRoot” name.  Proposed Change: Make the proposed change.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed, also note that “exampleAPI” should also not be part of the example for {serverRoot}, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions
Note: this needs to be applied consistently to all API TSs.


	A036
	2011.10.13
	T
	6.6.1
	Source: Neustar

Form: INP doc #0082

Comment: Delete http:// under “Description” for “serverRoot” name.  Proposed Change: Make the proposed change.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed, also note that “exampleAPI” should also not be part of the example for {serverRoot}, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions
Note: this needs to be applied consistently to all API TSs.


	A037
	2011.10.13
	T
	6.7.1
	Source: Neustar

Form: INP doc #0082

Comment: Delete http:// under “Description” for “serverRoot” name.  Proposed Change: Make the proposed change.
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed, also note that “exampleAPI” should also not be part of the example for {serverRoot}, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions
Note: this needs to be applied consistently to all API TSs.


	A038
	2011.10.11
	T
	B.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074

Comment: The third SCR entry (JSON) points to section 5 but in fact there is nothing about JSON in section 5. Similar for XML. The datatypes in section 5.2 are format-agnostic. 

Proposed Change: Suggested to point to section 6 for JSON and XML support, as the normative text has been moved from section 5 to section 6.

This affects multiple APIs, also those not in CONR.
	Status: CLOSED

No change. This was addressed in this TS prior to CONR start. 

	A039
	2011.10.11
	T
	many
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074

Comment: Remember to fix the issues from the NetAPI and ParlayREST issue lists before going Candidate.

Proposed Change: See issue lists.
	Status: Status: CLOSED

No change. Issues not captured by other specific comments were addressed in this TS prior to CONR start.  

	A040
	2011.10.11
	Q
	many
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074

Comment: To check in all TSs whether the change in CR NetAPI-0246R01 was implemented in all TSs (from AI REST-NetAPI-2011-A122 )

Proposed Change: See issue CR 0246R01.
	Status: CLOSED

No change. This was addressed in this TS prior to CONR start. 

	A041
	2011.03.21
	T
	B.1.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0059-REST_NETAPI_DEVICECAPABILITIES_1.0_CONR_COMMENTS_ERICSSON

Comment: Unknown SCRs listed under requirements for REST-DEVCAP-ACCCONFIG-S-001-0.

Proposed Change: Probably one or more of the remaining SCRs from the same table should be listed there.
	Status: CLOSED

As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 

 

	A042
	2011.10.09
	E
	D (examples)
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: hyperlinks in examples.
Proposed Change: 

Remove
	Status: CLOSED

 As proposed, see attachment in OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0313-CR_DeviceCapabilities_TS_CONR_resolutions 



	A043
	2011.10.09
	Q/E
	F (also general for all TSs)
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Appendix F title is somewhat redundant. Should we keep it at  “Light-weight resources”?

 Proposed Change:  

Remove redundant words
	Status: OPEN 



	A044
	2011.10.09
	Q/T
	G (also general for all TSs)
	Source: <ALU>

Form: <DOC 69>

Comment: Content missing for this Appendix. Should we for now at least replace the “yellow box” with text that says it is empty?
Proposed Change:  

As this version of the specification does not define any authorization aspects, this Appendix is empty.
	Status: OPEN 



	A045
	2011.10.11
	Q
	x.y
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0074
Comment: Discuss whether it is legal to use shortcuts that point to oAuth as a means of user identifications in the resourceURL (suh as “me” and “acr:authorization”. If the answer is yes, define the mechanism. 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN 




2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None

3 Impact on Other Specifications

Some of the issues addressed are valid for all API TSs, and should be considered.
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

The recommendation to the group is to agree with the proposed changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

See attachment
.
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