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1 Reason for Change

This CR proposes CONR resolutions for the Chat XSD.

This CR closes 114 comments; 81 are still open.

Comments marked green are closed as proposed.

Comments marked yellow are closed with a different resolution than proposed by the comment submitter, or are updated by this CR without being closed.
7.1 OMA-TS-REST_NetAPI_Chat-V1_0-20111129-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001 
	2012.01.09
	T/E/Q
	?
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: <comment>

Proposed Change: <change>
	Status: CLOSED
No change needed

	A002 
	2012.01.10
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Some references not in bold 

Proposed Change: Use bold letters for references.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A003 
	2012.01.10
	E
	2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Words inside reference not connected with “_” underscore character, e.g. [SIMPLE IM] 

Proposed Change: Use underscore character to connect words (e.g. [SIMPLE_IM])
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A004 
	2012.01.09
	T
	3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: The defined term Recipient is not referenced.
Proposed Change: Delete.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A005 
	2012.01.10
	Q/T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: “Chat” is used in a few places in the document in capitalized form; however it has been defined neither in OMA dictionary nor in the document. Should there be a new definition for “Chat”?

Proposed Change: If Yes, then perhaps OMA Dictionary would be better place to put it in.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


NSN response: To be discussed. If the argumentation in the comment is being followed, we will need to make the name of each of our APIs a defined term.

Suggestion: close with no change.

	A006 
	2012.01.10
	T
	4.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Missing text describing support for new functionalities such as: ACR, acr:Authorization and scope values.

Proposed Change: Add a paragraph that state support for ACR, acr:Authorization and scope values (e.g. see Notification Channel TS section 4.1)
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A007 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Wrong cross reference “All examples in section 1”

Proposed Change: Change to “6”. There are multiple  occurrences of this error (search for “1”).
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A008 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Blank missing “applicable.Appendix”
Proposed Change: Editor to fix
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A009 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: The text for fourth paragraph that starts with “Section 5 …” is not quite correct (and not aligned with other TSs).

Proposed Change: Rephrase the paragraph to reflect that Section 5 starts with resource diagram (see other TSs)
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A0010

	A0010 
	2011.12.20
	E
	5
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Missing phrase.
Proposed Change: Replace "Section 5 starts with a table ~" with "Section 5 starts with a diagram representing the resources hierarchy, followed by a table ~".
	Status CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0011 
	2011.12.20
	E
	5
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Typo, section number.
Proposed Change: Replace "All examples in section 1 use ~" with "All examples in section 6 use ~".
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A007

	A0012 
	2012.01.10
	E
	3.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Extra space in the definition of Notification Server (after “maintaining”).

Also, ensure a consistent style of either terminating or not terminating with “.”  Definitions that do not constitute sentences.

Proposed Change:

Remove
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0013 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Typo  (1 instead of 6.1) in:

“All examples in section 1 …”

Proposed Change:

Fix the reference
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A007


	A0014 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Ed. Note: “it is FFS whether we want an expiration notification for the subscription (cf. TerminalLocation).”

Proposed Change: Such a notification would be beneficial. Suggested to add it. Note that thjis should be done consistently throughout the “new” RESTful Network APIs Chat/IS/FT/VS.
	Status: OPEN

	A0015 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: The following ed. Note needs to be addressed: “Ed. Note: FFS: once the individual notification resources have been defined in section 6.x, move these tables there. Align with the way this is done in Presence.”

Proposed Change: Suggested to split these tables as appropriate, and move into section 6.x similar to the way this is done for presence.
	Status: OPEN

	A0016 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Address the following ed. note: “Ed. Note: It is FFS whether the App or the hop before the App generates the deliveryNotification (currently modelled that the app generates this, “POST(Delivered)” in row “MessageNotification”).”

Proposed Change: It seems to make sense to remove the the burden from the application to send these notifications. However, in this case, it needs to be the Chat API GW that generates the notification, after the Notification was delivered to the client. In case of direct delivery of the notification to the client, this is easy for the chat API server. In case the Notification channel is used, the Notification Channel Server needs to inform the Chat API GW about the successful or unsuccessful delivery of a notification to the client. So, resolving this comment will affect both Chat and NC specs. Also, it is again recommended to align IS/VS/FT if appropriate.

(note that “Chat API GW” is used as the name for the Chat-related functionality in the API GW)
	Status: OPEN

Tag A0016

	A0017 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Address the following editor’s note: “Ed. Note: In row “MessageDeliveryStatusNotification”, the following applies: FFS. This is in OMA SIMPLE IM but not in RCS. Suggestion: for later version of the API. TBC before dropping whether this is in RCSe.”

Proposed Change: Remove the MessageDeliveryStatusNotification for group chats from this release of the specification.
	Status: OPEN

Tag A0017

	A0018 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.1

6.3

6.15


	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: ed. Note: “Ed. Note: when specifying the resources, add a statement that the “The duration for which the Server stores information about a chat message is defined by service provider policies”.”

Proposed Change: Remove the ed. Note from section 5.1, and add the proposed text to each chat message resource (6.3, 6.15)
	Status: OPEN

	A0019 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Gap between partipcipantId and status in the figure
Proposed Change: Editor to fix
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0020 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: The text above tables 1 and 2 reads as follows: “In the “Receiver” column, the following values can occur:”. However, the name of the column is “Notification sent to”. 

Proposed Change: editor to fix.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0021 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Footnote 1: “exposed at the API”

Proposed Change: Change: “exposed in the API”
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0022 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: The first page of the landscape section is missing the page header and footer. The first page after the landscape section is missing the page header.
Proposed Change: Editor to fix.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0023 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Not all chats are session-based.

Proposed Change: Remove “session” from “It is also outlined which chat session Participants receive notifications of a particular type,”
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0024 
	2012.01.09
	Q
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Should table 1 be split into two tables, or contain an indication of which notifications are only used in session-based 1-1 chat, and which ones in both flavors?
Proposed Change: discuss and change accordingly
	Status: OPEN

	A0025 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Regarding the note that briefly describes the difference between session-based and session-less 1-1 chats: The difference between session-based and session-less 1-1 chat may not be sufficiently described.
Proposed Change: Add statements that the flows of these differ. Indicate which optional resources are only used in session-based 1-1 chats.
	Status: OPEN

	A0026 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Missing space between sentences:

“Appendix E provides the operations mapping to a pre-existing baseline specification, where applicable.Appendix F provides a list of all lightweight resources, where applicable.” 

Proposed Change:

Insert space.
	Status: CLOSED 
Duplicate of A008

	A0027 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Inconsistence use vs absence of quotation marks (e.g. for “conference focus”):

“In a group chat session, a “conference focus” (chat server) is involved in the communication that filters and aggregates the traffic, and each Participant is connected to the conference focus using a session model.”

Do we need to define “conference focus” ?

Proposed Change:

Correct as appropriate.
	Status: CLOSED

by CR 2012-0013
Changed to: In a group chat session, a so-called conference focus (chat server) is involved in the communication that filters and aggregates the traffic, and each Participant is connected to the conference focus using a session model.
 
No need to define conference focus. It is only used in that one place, and is explained suitably for that informative section.

	A0028 
	2012.01.10
	Q/E
	5.1
	<ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Should we use “options’ instead of flavours in:

“different flavours”

Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED

by CR 2012-0013



“Flavors may be too chatty, but options has a strong other meaning in OMA specs.

Used “types”.



	A0029 
	2012.01.10
	Q/T
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Should we have separate resources for “(re)joining as a participant”?

Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED 
with no change
What should such a resource be? One could define a non-RESTful POST endpoint with the special meaning “re-join”. But a re-joined participant would anyway be represented as a resource under the list of participants the same way as one that has never left inbetween. Therefore, directly POSTing to that resource for re-join makes sense.

	A0030 
	2012.01.10
	Q/T
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Should we have a common resource for “chat message” regardless of 1-to-1 or group, since they both use the same data type? This is an unusual pattern where we use the same data type for 2 different resources. Obviously, such a change would have additional implications on resource hierarchy.

A similar question applies to “delivery status”.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>
NSN opinion: in that case, we would need to link the chat messages via some means (e.g. link) to the session to which it belongs. Seems rather cumbersome.

If it is the referencing (which is indeed a pattern we use nowhere else) that is ALU’s concern then these references could be resolved into duplicating spec text
Kept open for discussion

	A0031 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

There are multiple editor notes, and text/tables that seem to not belong in this section according to the note.

Proposed Change:

Remove note, and move/adapt text/tables as appropriate.
	Status: CLOSED 
Duplicate of multiple comments, each editor’s note has its individual comment to resolve it.

	A0032 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

The sentence:

“Participants receive notifications of a particular type, whether a response is needed, and which resources a notification links to via the <link> element.” Does not read well (missing a verb after “resources”). Also use of <> around “link” is not something we used in the past.

Proposed Change:

Fix the wording and use “link rel” or whatever appropriate in the context, as we used it in other TS.
	Status: CLOSED 

The sentence indeed reads well; the comment only reproduces a fragment of the sentence. Participant is capitalized as it is a defined term. 
Some editorial changes applied to the sentence, however, to reflect that there are two tables rather than one. New sentence: “They [the tables] also outline which chat Participants receive notifications of a particular type, whether a response is needed, and which resources a notification links to via the “link” element.”
<link> replaced by “link”.


	A0033 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

The use of “all 1)” infers some new convention.

Proposed Change:

Consider using “Note:” as we did in the past. Or make it a footnote if appropriate.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0034 
	2011.12.20
	E
	5.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Missing sentence.

Proposed Change: Add "The figure below visualizes the resource structure defined by this specification. Note that those nodes in the resource tree which have associated HTTP methods defined in this specification are depicted by solid boxes.".
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0035 
	2011.12.20
	E
	5.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Page header and footer missing at page 20. 
Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A0022

	A0036 
	2011.12.20
	E
	5.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: For clarification, I suggest adding "delivery" in the resource "Client notification containing message status" at the table in section 5.1.

Proposed Change: Replace "Client notification containing message status" with "Client notification containing message delivery status".
	Status: CLOSED


by CR 2012-0013
Change: Indeed this is an inconsistency, we have “message status” and “message delivery status”. However, as we now also support “Displayed” which has nothing to do with delivery, it is instead suggested to use the term “message status” throughout the TS.
Also affects XSD.


	A0037 
	2011.12.20
	E
	5.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Page header missing at page 26. 
Proposed Change: Add header.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A0022


	A0038 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.1 (table 2)
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: The response to Invitation Notifications should be aligned with the one in table 1 (POST, DELETE)

Proposed Change: Change accordingly
	Status: OPEN

	A0039 
	2012.01.10
	Q
	5.1 /

Table 1 and Table 2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Column “Event Type” includes only events related to IMS session. Should there be other events included such as: Chat invitation, Change in participant status, Chat message sent? 

Proposed Change: Check and update tables if necessary.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A0040 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.1 resource tables
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Paragraph “Purpose” above the tables could be more descriptive in terms of whom the resources may be applicable to. 

Proposed Change: As an example, the text following “Purpose:” can start with “To allow client to ….”, or “To allow server to ...”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
Reclassified

	A0041 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.1 Resource tree
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Hanging resource “status” under “participantId” for group chat.

Proposed Change: Connect “status” to “participantId”.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A0019

	A0042 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.1, 6.x
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Names of resources in resource tables do not match names of resources in section 6.x headlines. 

Proposed Change: Align
	Status: OPEN

	A0043 
	2012.01.09
	Q
	5.1, 6.x
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Sequence of resources in tables in 5.1 differs from sequence of subsections 6.x. This was intentional to provide to the developer the most important ingredients (to get started on 1-1 chats) first.

Proposed Change: Discuss whether this deviation is OK.
	Status: OPEN

	A0044 
	2012.01.10
	Q/E
	5.1/

Resource tables/1-1 chat session information
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment:  The resource is used for creating a session, retrieving the session information as well as terminating the session, and the name of the resource does not accurate reflect that. Would it be better to remove “information” and call it “1-1 chat session” instead?

Proposed Change: If Yes, then resource URL and resource tree shall be updated accordingly. If “sessionInfo” URL parameter needs also to be renamed then other (two) resources will be affected.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


NSN comment: well, this resource represents session information not the session itself. More discussion needed, kept open.

	A0045 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.1/

Resource tables/1-Extend 1 chat session to a group chat session
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment:  Avoid using verbs in resource names and URL parameters.

Proposed Change: For example, replace “Extend 1-1 chat session to a group chat session” with “1-1 chat extension to a group chat session”. At the same time replace URL parameter “extend” with “extension”
	Status: CLOSED


With no change

NSN response: This was a deliberate choice, as this resource is not s REST resource (for which a noun would have bene correct) but an endpoint representing a specific operation triggered by POST.

	A0046 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.1/

Pages 20 and 26
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Missing page header.

Proposed Change: Add page header.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A0022

	A0047 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.1/

Table 1 and Table 2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Table headings (above the table) inconsistent with the rest of table headings in the document (and with other TSs)? 

Proposed Change: Move table headings under the tables.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0048 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.1/

Table 1 and Table 2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Inconsistent spelling in column “Notification sent to”. Something starts with upper-case and something with lower-case. 

Proposed Change: Align spelling in this column.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
NSN response: uppercase words are defined terms, lowercase words are undefined terms. Suggest to keep as is.

	A0049 
	2012.01.10
	Q/T
	5.1/

Table 1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: “Link href” column contains URL variable “{sessionInfo}” while in the resource table there is URL parameter “sessionInfo” without brackets. Should these two be the same?

Proposed Change:  If not, to avoid confusion, use different names for URL static parameter and URL variable. Otherwise these two should be aligned.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

sessionInfo is no URL variable, but a constant string. Curly brackets removed.

	A0050 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.1/

 Table 1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Missing information what notifications are applicable for 1-1 session based and which one for session less 1-1 chats.

Proposed Change: Clarify which notifications apply for session based and which for session less chats.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
Reclassified as T.

	A0051 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2

7.1.1

7
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: SVC and POL codes for Chat to be defined.

Proposed Change: Define the codes.
	Status: OPEN

	A0052 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Incorrect section reference (section 1) in:

“For structures that contain elements which describe a user identifier, the statements in section 1 regarding 'tel', 'sip' and 'acr' URI schemes apply.”

Proposed Change:

Fix the reference.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0053 
	2011.12.20
	E
	5.2.2, 6, and C
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Missing period at the table.

Proposed Change: Add periods.

e.g.) Missing period at the end of the sentence describing  “chatNotificationSubscription” at the table in section 5.2.2.1.
	Status: CLOSED

With no change.



There is opposite resolution proposed by ALU which has been adopted, see A0092

	A0054 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Address the following ed. note: “Editors Note: Handling a client leaving a session with multiple clients for the same user needs to be defined. I.e. a client is terminated it needs to be ensured that only this client leaves the session not the others.”

Proposed Change: Check if multi-device support works (subscription to chat notifications, unsubscription from chat notifications, leaving group chat, re-joining group chat). Fix if necessary.

Assumption: in case of multi-device participation of a particular user in 1-1 session-based chat, leaving the chat from any device terminates the session. Check if correct.
	Status: OPEN

	A0055 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: According to OMA-ARC-REST-2010-0695, resourceURL is mandatory in server-generated lists.
Proposed Change: Make resourceURL mandatory.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0056 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.2.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: The type is used in response bodies only and resourceURL shall be mandatory.

Proposed Change: Set the type to mandatory.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A0055

	A0057 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.2.2.1, also other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Title above data Type should be simplified to a single statement. Any other explanations if necessary should be in the sections describing the resources.

Also, if the title does not include an active verb, do not terminate the statement with a period.

Proposed Change:

Use 1 statement to describe the data type.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0058 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2.10
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Mentions that the feature is “rarely supported in multiparty chats”. According to other comments, in fact in this version of the specification reporting is not supported in group chats. The term “multiparty chats” is not used elsewhere in this TS.

Proposed Change: Reformulate. Remove the example, and state that in this version of the spec, this feature is only supported in 1-1 chats.
	Status: OPEN

Related to comment tagged A00136

	A0059 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.2.2.11
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: The table contains some double-line vertical cell boundaries.
Proposed Change: Replace by single-line style.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0060 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2.11
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Mention that this is not relevant in group chats.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

Related to comment tagged A00136

	A0061 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.2.2.11
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Element name “userId” may also appear as apart of resource URL; however it might not have always the same meaning. Possible source for confusion.

Proposed Change: Change to some neutral name, e.g. “messageReceiverId”. The change will affect XML schema also.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
NSN response: Discussion needed. Rather long proposed name. Change really needed? Need to align with IS/VS/FT also?

	A0062 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2.11, 6.4.5.1.1, related tables in 5.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: userID in MessageDeliveryStatus is only needed in Multiparty Chat

Proposed Change: This needs to be removed from 1-1 chats
	Status: OPEN

	A0063 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2.12
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: The behavior for other values than status=“Connected” is unspecified. Some implementers may come up with the idea that sending “Disconnected” is equal to rejecting the invitation.
Proposed Change: Error 400 with SVC exception SVC003 (Invalid input value with list of valid values), status of invitation stays “Invited” after this error is returned, and may be accepted subsequentially with a valid value, or eventually time out.
	Status: OPEN

	A0064 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2.14
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Having the originator as the first entry does not allow the originator to leave a session without terminating it.
Proposed Change: Fix this limitation.
	Status: CLOSED 
By CR 2012-0013.

Change: Remove the statement on first entry.

	A0065 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.2.2.14
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: GroupChatSessionInformation can be used with creation of a group chat session as well as for retrieving group chat session information. For description of parameter “participant” it’s not clear what a term “active” Participant(s) means. The status of the Participant can be either “Invited”, Connected, or Disconnected.  

Proposed Change: Remove the term “active” from the description.
	StatusCLOSED

by CR 2012-0013.
Change: replace “active” with “connected or invited to ”

	A0066 
	2012.01.09
	Q
	5.2.2.15
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: What’s the minimum number of participants in a group chat – one or 2?
Proposed Change: Currently the data model hints at one. In case it’s 2, fix this.
	Status: OPEN

	A0067 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.2.2.17
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Bad style: “Note that because the element names in this structure follow the syntax in [RFC3994], they do not follow the naming conventions in OMA RESTful Network APIs as defined in [REST_WP].”
Proposed Change: “Note that because the element names in this structure follow the syntax in [RFC3994], they do not conform to the naming conventions in OMA RESTful Network APIs as defined in [REST_WP].”
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0068 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2.17
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: The note above the table talking about naming convention has meaning for the review of the document; however it should be removed before the final release of the document.

Proposed Change: Remove the note before the document is sent for Candidate.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

NSN: do not agree. It also provides information to the reader who may wonder why this is different, and contributes to the reader building awareness of the conventions. 
For further discussion.

	A0069 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2.17
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Use of undefined MIME abbreviation in description.

Proposed Change:

Add MIME abbreviation.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0070 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2.2
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: GroupSessionInvitationNotification and MessageDeliveryStatusNotification are missing from the list in  the introductory text of the subsection.
Proposed Change: add them.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0071 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Description of the element “oneToOneSessionsRequired” (and element name itself) needs clarification. The element is used to indicate to the server for what type of 1-1 notifications are requested chat (session based or session less), and that should be reflected in the element description. In addition, subscription rejection error code needs to be defined.

Proposed Change: Element name can be changed to “oneToOneSessionBased”. The description of the element could be rephrased to reflect that notifications applicable for session based 1-1 chat are requested. 

Regarding SVC code, there could be only stated what HTTP error code should be used (e.g. 501 Not Implemented)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED


For further discussion. 

Two notes:

1) Not implemented is n/a here; it signals non-implementation of HTTP features

2) “Required” was used to denote the fact that a client needs sessions to work properly



	A0072 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Missing “Note” for “clientCorrelator” under the table. There are many references to this missing note in the document.

Proposed Change: Add “Note” for “clientCorrelator” (e.g. see Mesaging TS).
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0073 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.2.2.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Description of an element refers to undefined Service Exception: exception SVC0yyy .

Proposed Change:

Define ServiceException and correct the text
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A0074 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.2.2.3
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Empty row in table

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0075 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.2.2.3
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Description of callbackData is not updated to agreed one.

Proposed Change:

See Messaging or ShortMessaging TS.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

Needs to be reflected in other TSs.

	A0076 
	2011.12.20
	E
	5.2.2.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Typo, unnecessary "column”.

Proposed Change: Remove blank column at the table in section 5.2.2.3.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A0074

	A0077 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2.4

6.7.4. 
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Address the following ed. note: “If the recipient fails to react within a time interval defined by service policies, the session invitation will time out. In case of a 1-1 session, this means that the session will terminate. 

Ed. Note: Todo: define an example for such timeout.”

Proposed Change: Add such an example to as a new subsection to section 6.7.4. Convert the first sentence of the ed. note to plain text, remove the remainder of the ed. note. If needed, define a new POL code for the timeout.
	Status: OPEN

	A0078 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.2.2.4
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: In the sentence “The recipient can decline the request by sending a DELETE request to one the URL passed in the “href” attribute of the “link” element with rel=”ChatSessionInformation”.”, delete “one”.

Proposed Change: editor to fix.
	Status:  CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0079 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2.4
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Extra space after by, in the sentence:

The recipient can accept the request by updating the status, which is addressed by  the URL passed in the “href” attribute of the “link” element with rel=”ParticipantSessionStatus”

Proposed Change:

Remove extra space
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0080 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2.4, 5.2.2.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Description of element “subject” can be improved, and aligned through the document

Proposed Change: The description of the element should reflect that it is also an initial chat message. The description should be aligned with the other data types that contain the same element.
	Status: CLOSED

by CR 2012-0013.
Suggested formulation used throughout the document: “Initial message of the chat session, passed from the originator to the invited participants.”

	A0081 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.2.2.6

And maybe others
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: wrong case xsd:DateTime
Proposed Change: replace by xsd:dateTime
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0082 
	2012.01.09
	Q
	5.2.2.6
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: It is probably not the application which sends the “Delivered” confirmation. 
Proposed Change: Related to comment tagged A0016, resolve in line with that comment.
	Status: OPEN

Related to comment tagged A0016

	A0083 
	2012.01.09
	Q
	5.2.2.6
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Confirming a group chat message by the application may not make sense in this version of the specification. Cross-check with RCS-e spec. 

Proposed Change: Resolve together with comment tagged A00136
	Status: OPEN

Related to comment taggged A00136

	A0084 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Missing “choice” modeling information under the table.

Proposed Change: Describe XML modeling of “Choice”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0085 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.2.9
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: The text below the table states that this notification is not relevant in group chats. However, the text in the table states that the links defined in table 2 (which is for group chats) are to be included. 

Proposed Change: Resolve this contradiction. Seems the note is correct. Related to comment tagged A00136 and other comments regarding group chat message status notifications.
	Status: OPEN

Related to comment tagged A00136

	A0086 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2.9
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Extra space in description:

“Further, the server MAY  include a link to the related subscription.”

Proposed Change:

Remove
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0087 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.2.2.x
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Handle/remove editor notes in these subsections.

Proposed Change:


	Status: CLOSED 
Duplicate. There is one comment from NSN per editor’s note, to allow individual handling.

	A0088 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.2.2.x
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

clientCorrelator description is NOT the most recently agreed one using in other TS.

Proposed Change:

Use agreed description.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>
NSN comment: The “new” formulation can be improved; notes (bold) should go under the table to be combined with the already existing clientCorrelator Note. Here’s the formulation from messaging:

“A correlator that the client can use to tag this particular resource representation during a request to create a resource on the server. 

This element SHOULD be present. Note: this allows the client to recover from communication failures during resource creation and therefore avoids re-sending the message in such situations.
In case the element is present, the server SHALL not alter its value, and SHALL provide it as part of the representation of this resource. In case the field is not present, the server SHALL NOT generate it.”
This looks like a general comment.

	A0089 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.2.2.x
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Incorrect reference [REST_TS_Common]. Proposed Change:

Use [REST_NetAPI_Comon]
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0090 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2.x
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Inconsistent style of data type descriptions. Alternates between statements and active sentences. E.g.:

“This describes the notification for a 1-1 chat session invitation.

Proposed Change:

Pick 1 style only for all types.
	Status: CLOSED

by CR 2012-0013

The type descriptions have been aligned w.r.t. their style. All of them now start with “This type represents…”

	A0091 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2.x
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

“This is typically” can be confusing (this could refer to different items) in several places, e.g.:

“The recipient can accept the request by updating the status, which is addressed by  the URL passed in the “href” attribute of the “link” element with rel=”ParticipantSessionStatus”.    

This is typically: 

http://{serverRoot}/chat/{apiVersion}/{userId}/oneToOne/{otherUserId}/sessionInfo/status”

Proposed Change:

Suggest to use:

The recipient can accept the request by updating the status, which is addressed by  the URL passed in the “href” attribute of the “link” element with   rel=”ParticipantSessionStatus”.

Typically this URL is: 

http://{serverRoot}/chat/{apiVersion}/{userId}/oneToOne/{otherUserId}/sessionInfo/status 


	Status:  CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0092 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.2.x, 
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Many statements (non-sentences) terminating with period. E,g:

Default: false.

Proposed Change:

Remove period where unnecessary.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0093 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.2.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: “participant” is a defined term.

Proposed Change: Change to “Participant”.
	Status: : CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0094 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: This is about a Participant, not a user.

Proposed Change: Replace “User” by “Participant” in the last column.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0095 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.2.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Undefined reference [OMA SIMPLE IM]. In addition, the second sentence needs to be rephrased; not clear which values are defined in the referenced document.  

Proposed Change: Update the reference and clarify which values are defined in the reference.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A0096 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: (only in 1-1 chat) in fact means now (only in session-based 1-1 chat).

Proposed Change: Change accordingly
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed, by CR 2012-0013.
Also added “ (in  session-based 1-1 chat and in group chat)” to the remaining values

	A0097 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.2.4
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: A messageNotification does not live as a resource on the server and therefore cannot be the target of a link.
Proposed Change: Remove from list.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A0098 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.3
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Address the following ed. note: “Ed. Note: Text to be added that having an API server on both sides is only one possible deployment, alternatives are to have only one API server (either originating or terminating)”

Proposed Change: Add the following text after the existing text in 5.3: “Note that the sequence diagrams below assume that there are separate API Servers serving separate Participants, and that all Participants in a session use the service via the API. The two API servers are connected by the underlying chat infrastructure. In fact, this is only one particular deployment scenario, but it allows to completely illustrate the functionality of the API. Note that it is also possible to have deployments where a Participant uses a the service via a native chat client rather than the API, or where different Participants use the same API server.” 

( Suggested to apply to IS/VS/FT as well. 
	Status: OPEN

	A0099 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Editor Note needs to be addressed and removed. However, text regarding different possible deployments does not belong in this section.

Proposed Change:

In this section, if necessary, disclaimer text may suggest that a sequence flow does not imply a normative particular deployment.

Any other text describing deployment options belongs in an informative Appendix.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A00100 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.3 possibly other flow descriptions
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

“An application subscribes to chat notifications using the POST method to submit the ChatNotificationSubscription structure to the resource containing all subscriptions and receives the result resource URL containing the subscriptionId”

Missing period at end of sentence(s).

Use of “structure” may not be ideal.

Proposed Change:

End active sentences with period.

Use “data” or “data structure” instead of “structure”.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A00101 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Heading can be simplified. In addition, missing signal numbering in the diagram, and inconsistent abbreviation for an identifier (e.g. subscriptionID, messageId)

Proposed Change: Replace the heading with” Subscription to chat notifications”. Add signal numbers and replace “subscriptionID” with “subscriptionId” in the flow.


	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A00102 
	2012.01.10
	Q/T
	5.3.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Message “Is Composing”, shall it be included in the flow? From the API point of view it is just a message passed with like other messages, however from the client point of view it’s a different kind of message which requires different treatment. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00103 
	2012.01.10
	E
	5.3.2, 5.3.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: There is undefined term “Notification mechanism” used in these sections.

Proposed Change: If necessary, add a new definition for “Notification mechanism”; otherwise it should be spelled with lower case letters (and possibly explained what it means).
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013.
All occurrences of “Notification mechanism” were removed.

	A00104 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.3.2, 5.3.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Unknown “NOTIFY” method used in the flow for notifications to clients. Server notifications to the clients are delivered either with POST or in the response to the Long Polling request (which is 

POST request).

Proposed Change: Update the sequences as appropriate (e.g. replace NOTIFY with POST).
	Status: CLOSED


No change needed. NOTIFY has been introduced to subsume direct POST as well as Long Polling. Introducing POST here would exclude the Long Polling case.

	A00105 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Placeholder subsection; no content 

Proposed Change: Fill this subsection or remove it.
	Status: OPEN

	A00106 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.3.4
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Placeholder subsection; no content 

Proposed Change: Fill this subsection or remove it.
	Status: OPEN

	A00107 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Placeholder subsection; no content 

Proposed Change: Fill this subsection or remove it.
	Status: OPEN

	A00108 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.3.6
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Address the editor’s note: “Ed. Note: It is FFS how to handle/signal automatic invitation acceptance.  The notes “Note that in some deployments the terminating application may automatically accept invitations to a group chat session” in steps 3 and 7 refer to the mechanism defined in RCS-e section “3.2.5.1 Initiating a chat”.”

Proposed Change: Study whether this needs to be addressed at API level, and fix it if needed.
	Status: OPEN

	A00109 
	2012.01.09
	E
	5.3.6
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Item 2: “via the Notification mechanism” ( “via the Notification mechanism.”

Proposed Change: editor to change
	Status: CLOSED
As proposed, by CR 2012-0013.

	A00110 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.3.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: For Step 1, it is not clear what is included in “list of invited participants”.  According to the flow it probably includes the Originator and Participant 1 only.

Proposed Change: Clarify what “list of invited participants” includes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Reclassified as T

	A00111 
	2012.01.09
	T
	5.3.7
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Ed. note: “Ed. Note: It is ffs weather a participant declining a group chat invitation triggers a ParticipantStatusNotification”

Proposed Change: Resolve.
	Status: OPEN

	A00112 
	2012.01.10
	Q/T
	5.3.7
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Is this sentence correct:

“To decline a group chat session invitation the same steps apply as stated in section 5.3.6 step 6 and 11.”

Those steps do not refer to declining a session invite.

Furthermore, they seem to be optional in 5.3.6, according to the sentence:

“At minimum, a group chat session consists of the steps 1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 10 and 17.”

Proposed Change:

Provide correct explanatory text. If the steps are similar (but not the same) then state the similarities and differences.


	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013.

A sequence diagram proper has been added. 


	A00113 
	2012.01.10
	Q/E
	5.3.x
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Any reson to underline the names in the boxes (e.g. Application)? 

Proposed Change:

Remove underline.
	Status: CLOSED

The underlines were removed by CR 2012-0013
.

	A00114 
	2012.01.10
	T
	5.3.x, multiple places
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Reference to a resource should be either using its complete name, or its short name defined in the resource summary table, or at least “/resource-name from hierarchy”, or at least in quotation marks otherwise it is confusing.

E.g., there is no participantsresource defined, yet it is referred to in:

“An application leaves a group chat session using the DELETE method on the participants resource including the participantId. The participant is thereby deleted from the participants list while the session still exists (as this is a group chat session.)”

Proposed Change:

Refer to resources by a specified name.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>


	A00115 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Missing information about ACR Authorization. 

Proposed Change: Under third bullet (describing ACR) add a sub-bullet with information about ACR Authorization.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A00116 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6 / many
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Undefined reference for Service/policy Exceptions. 

Proposed Change: Follow the group decision how to handle Service/Policy exceptions and update reference accordingly.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00117 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6,

Appendix C, D
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Missing or incomplete XML examples. 

Proposed Change: Add missing and complete unfinished XML examples. Following that update Appendix C and D where applicable.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00118 
	2011.12.20
	E
	6.1.5.1.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Typo, resource.

Proposed Change: Replace "Location: http://example.com/exampleAPI/chat/v1/tel%3A%2B19585550100/chat/subscriptions/sub001" with "Location: http://example.com/exampleAPI/chat/v1/tel%3A%2B19585550100/subscriptions/sub001".
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

There were more occurrences of this error pattern fixed than the ones mentioned here.

	A00119 
	2011.12.20
	E
	6.1.5.2.1 and 6.1.5.3.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Typo, resource.

Proposed Change: Replace "POST /exampleAPI/chat/v1/tel%3A%2B19585550100/chat/subscriptions/ HTTP/1.1" with "POST /exampleAPI/chat/v1/tel%3A%2B19585550100/subscriptions/ HTTP/1.1".
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A00120 
	2012.01.10
	E
	6.1.5.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Header can be shorter.

Proposed Change: Make the header shorter. As an example it could read “Creating a new subscription for session-based 1-1 chat notifications,  not supported by the server”
	Status: CLOSED

With no change.
Shortening in the proposed way loses imformation. There is no dedicated subscription for  session-based 1-1 chat notifications, which the shortened sentence implies.

	A00121 
	2012.01.10
	E
	6.1.x.y.z  and other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Titles of examples are mostly using the continuous present (e.g. ‘Creating). Preferable to use the direct verb, e.g. “Retrieve”, “Create”…

Proposed Change:

Use active verbs
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>
We could do it, but e.g. Call uses the same style, with no-one commenting. 

	A00122 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6.11, 6.12
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: It is not clear who might be “other clients” to which the resource is exposed; any client or the client who was Participant in the session but then left the session. The text describing how other users, not Participants in the group chat session, can join the session shall be aligned with API requirements on who can add a new Participant to the session. According to the resource table in 5.1, only originator can add a new participant to the session.

Proposed Change: Check the requirements and clarify the text.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00123 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6.11.3.2,

6.12.3.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: The text describing the example is not clear in terms of who is allowed to join the session. Is that any user or just a user who was participating the session but then left the session?

Proposed Change: Clarify who is allowed to join the session.
	Status: CLOSED

by CR 2012-0013
Reclassified.

Added text: “… according to operator policies” where needed


	A00124 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.11.6
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: There is the following ed. note: “Ed. Note: It is FFS whether this feature can be realized using the underlying protocol layer. If it cannot, the DELETE method will be removed. It is also FFS whether this can only be done by the originator, or also by a tParticipant.”

It seems that a group session cannot be explicitly terminated using SIP means.

It would therefore need to be realized by using a proprietary i/f between Chat server and API GW (e.g. chat server management i/f). Also, only the Originator would have the right to terminate the session anyway.
Proposed Change: Remove the feature, or make it optional.
	Status: OPEN

	A00125 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.11.6
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: There is the following ed. note: “it is FFS whether and how the Originator can remove a Participant from the session. If this is not possible, this feature may become optional (i.e. to be implemented by each vendor using proprietary  means), or will be removed.”

It seems that  this cannot be done using SIP means.

It would therefore need to be realized by using a proprietary i/f between Chat server and API GW (e.g. chat server management i/f). 
Proposed Change: Remove the feature, or make it optional.
	Status: OPEN

	A00126 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6.12
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: There are mentioned user/participants with permission, users allowed/not allowed, but it is not clear who are these users allowed/not allowed, who gets permission and how the permission is obtained.

Proposed Change: Clarify who is allowed/not allowed, who gets permission and how the permission is obtained.
	Status: CLOSED

by CR 2012-0013.
Added text: The required permissions are controlled by operatoir policies and outside the scope of this specification.


	A00127 
	2012.01.10
	Q/T
	6.12.3.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Is that true that from the API server point of view, there is no difference between a client not being allowed to access, and the session not existing? What about HTTP response codes; should they be different? According to the later sections different response codes are used.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED

changed by CR 2012-0013
This statement is indeed wrong (there are different return codes) and therefore has been removed.

	A00128 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.12.3.3.2

6.12.5.3.2
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Example XML body missing

Proposed Change: Supply it.
	Status: OPEN

	A00129 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.12.5
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: It is stated that only the Originator can add more participants but in fact this is a deployment-specific right (in RCS-e any Participant can add new Participants, see RCS-e 1.2 3.2.5.1)
Proposed Change: Reformulate according to the comment above.
	Status: CLOSED
By CR 2012-0013
6.12.5 has been reformulated, for group review.

	A00130 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6.12.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: The text at the beginning contain a reference to unknown root element “participant”

Proposed Change: Replace “participant” with “participantInfo” and add a prefix “common:” to “resourceReference”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
Alternative resolution proposed: rename “participantInformation” to “participant”.

No need to add namespace to body text; it is non-ambiguous without and a JSON developer will not look at namespaces anyway.

For group discussion

	A00131 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6.12.5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: The second bullet probably applies to any user that was not part of that session but it’s not clear how these users get the correct resource.

Proposed Change: Clarify how these users get the resource URL with correct sessionId.
	Status: CLOSED

with no change
Resource discovery for any user is out of scope.

	A00132 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.12.5.2.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: ResourceURL should not be in the body of a POST request.

Proposed Change: Remove it.
	Status: CLOSED
Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A00133 
	2012.01.10
	E
	6.14.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Different response codes indicated in the text (200 OK) and Response XML example (204 No Content).

Proposed Change: Align response codes in the text and the Response example.
	Status: CLOSED

by 2012-0013.
Using 200 OK now globally for this resouce.

	A00134 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6.15, 6.16
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Although resource trees for 6.15 and 6.16 are the same as for 6.3 and 6.4 respectively, all applicable methods and XML examples applicable for 6.15 and 6.16 shall be listed there rather than to refer to the corresponding sections in 6. 3 and 6.4

Proposed Change: Complete sections 6.15 and 6.16 with relevant information.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00135 
	2012.01.10
	Q/T
	6.15.x, others?
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

This is a little unusual to see the entire text of a section describing operations on a resource pointing to another section for another resource:

Also an extra period at the end of sentence.

“See section 6.3.1..”

Proposed Change:


	Status: OPEN 

Related to A00134

	A00136 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.16
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Do we need to support this feature? RCS-e API REQ doc does not require it. RCS API REQ doc seems to require sending it the info, but not receiving it for group chats. Also, if we remove the according notification in A0017, it does not make sense to keep this resource.
Proposed Change: Remove after a Cross-check whether this is in RCS Rel 4.
	Status: OPEN

Related to A0017

Tag A00136

	A00137 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.16.3
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: There is an ed. note: “Ed. note: FFS: it may be necessary to enable read access here, at least as option.”

Proposed Change: Suggested to remove the note. Read access to this resource would require restructuring it (we have list semantics, as the status would be per user). In another comment (A00136) it is suggested to remove the whole feature.
	Status: OPEN

Related to A00136



	A00138 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.17.5.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Example XML body missing

Proposed Change: Supply it or remove the feature.
	Status: OPEN

	A00139 
	2012.01.09
	E
	6.20.6
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Empty page prior to section 7
Proposed Change: Editor to remove
	Status: CLOSED
By CR 2012-0013, as proposed.

	A00140 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6.3.1, 6.4.1,

6.7.1,

6.8.1,

6.9.1


	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Wrong URL variable listed in the table.

Proposed Change: Replace “sessionId” with “otherUserId” and update the description accordingly.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Changes by CR 2012-0013 as follows:
otherUserId - Identifier of the user who acts as chat partner

Examples: tel:+19585550100, acr:pseudonym123

	A00141 
	2011.12.20
	E
	6.3.1, 6.4.1, 6.7.1, 6.8.1, and 6.9.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Typo, "sessionId”.

Proposed Change: Replace "sessionId" with "otherUserId" at the table in section 6.3.1, 6.4.1, 6.7.1, 6.8.1, and 6.9.1.
	Status:  CLOSED

Duplicate of A00140

	A00142 
	2012.01.10
	  E
	6.3.5.2.2
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Typo (extra “a”) in the Note:

“Note that alternatively, a the location of the created resource can be returned, as illustrated in section 6.3.5.1.2.” 

Proposed Change:

Remove the “a”.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed.


	A00143 
	2012.01.10
	E
	6.3.5.3, possibly others
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Example 6.3.5.3 shows return of the location instead of the full resource representation. 

make sure the title of the example(s) reflect the pattern.

In this TS, the pattern of the 1st example seems to alternate between returning a full representation vs. the location of a resource. It is therefore more critical in this TS (vs. other TSs) that the title of the examples reflect the type of returned data structure.

In this example, the title is:

“Example 3: Creating an “isComposing” message”

Proposed Change:

Correct the title as appropriate, e.g.:

Example 3: Creating an “isComposing” message and returning the location of the created resource


	Status:  CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed.


	A00144 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.3.5.3.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Example XML body missing

Proposed Change: Supply it.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed.

	A00145 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.4.3
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Optional read access to the status should be enabled, as recommended by ed. note.

Proposed Change: Specify GET operation, add example, update Accept header in other operations in 6.4.x, add optional SCR entry, remove ed. note.
	Status: OPEN

	A00146 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.4.5
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Address the following ed. note: “Ed. note: it is FFS whether the “Delivered” notification is generated by the API client. This may depend on the actual notification mechanism used, and on the underlying layers. See also the latest input from RCS-e.”

Proposed Change: See recommendation in A0016. Also take into account recommendation from RCE in document OMA-ARC-2011-0355-INP_RCE_API_Requirements_documents: “In order to avoid sending

delivery notifications for messages that are not correctly received (i.e. the application

fails to fetch the message while it is in the notification channel), it is highly

recommended that the API gateway sends the “delivery” notification for incoming

messages only after the message has been successfully delivered to the application in

the notification channel.”
	Status: OPEN

Related to A0016

	A00147 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.4.5
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Confirming a message replaces the status, rather than appending to it or creating a child.

Proposed Change: Use PUT rather than POST. 
	Status: OPEN

	A00148 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6.5,  6.6, others
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Wrong references (e.g. in text below should be 6.5.5) in:

“Note: In the case when the client has set up a Notification Channel in order to use Long Polling to obtain the notifications, in order to retrieve the notifications, the client needs to use the Long Polling mechanism described in [REST_NetAPI_NotificationChannel], instead of the mechanism described below in section 6.20.5.”

Proposed Change:

Fix references.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed.


	A00149 
	2012.01.10
	E
	6.7, others
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Extra space after “information” in:

“This resource represents session information  in a session-based 1-1 chat.”

Also multiple unnecessary blank lines in many places in TS. (e.g. in this section).

Proposed Change:

Replace extra space, and unnecessary blank lines.
	Status: 
CLOSED
Space removed by CR 2012-0013

	A00150 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6.7,4 check for possibly other similar
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Incomplete text:

If the resource already exists an error [code tbd] with a service exception of [code tbd] is returned.

Proposed Change:

Define error codes and complete text.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A00151 
	2012.01.10
	E
	6.7.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Incorrect  reference in Request URL table:

“ Error! Hyperlink reference not valid.example.com/exampleAPI”

Proposed Change:

Correct the reference..
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed


	A00152 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.7.3.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Example XML body missing

Proposed Change: Supply it or remove the feature.
	Status: OPEN

	A00153 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.7.4

7.x
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Placeholders for HTTP error code and SVC exception code in the text.

Proposed Change: Replace the first placeholder by the appropriate HTTP error code “403 Forbidden” and define an appropriate SVC exception in a new subsection in section 7.
	Status: OPEN

	A00154 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.7.4.1.1

6.7.4.1.2
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Example XML bodies missing

Proposed Change: Supply them or remove the feature.
	Status: OPEN

	A00155 
	2011.12.20
	E
	6.7.6.1.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Typo, resource.

Proposed Change: Replace "DELETE /exampleAPI/chat/v1/tel%3A%2B19585550100/oneToOne/tel%3A%2B19585550101/sessionInfo/sess001 HTTP/1.1" with "DELETE /exampleAPI/chat/v1/tel%3A%2B19585550100/oneToOne/tel%3A%2B19585550101/sessionInfo HTTP/1.1".
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed

Multiple occurrences

	A00156 
	2012.01.10
	E
	6.8


	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Missing “seesionInfo” in resourceURL which is in bold letters.

Proposed Change: Complete resourceURL with “sessionInfo” by inserting it between {otherUserId} and “status”
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed


	A00157 
	2011.12.20
	E
	6.8
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Typo, resource.

Proposed Change: Replace "http://{serverRoot}/chat/{apiVersion}/{userId}/oneToOne/{otherUserId}/status" with "http://{serverRoot}/chat/{apiVersion}/{userId}/oneToOne/{otherUserId}/sessionInfo/status".
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A00156

	A00158 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.8.5.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Example XML body missing

Proposed Change: Supply it or remove the feature.
	Status: OPEN

	A00159 
	2011.12.20
	E
	6.9
	Source: ETRI

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0008

Comment: Typo, resource.

Proposed Change: Replace "http://{serverRoot}/chat/{apiVersion}/{userId}/oneToOne/{otherUserId}/extend" with "http://{serverRoot}/chat/{apiVersion}/{userId}/oneToOne/{otherUserId}/sessionInfo/extend".
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed


	A00160 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.9.5.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Example XML body missing

Proposed Change: Supply it or remove the feature.
	Status: OPEN

	A00161 
	2012.01.09
	Q
	6.x Examples
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Should we make ACR the default address type in most examples?

Proposed Change: discuss this
	Status: OPEN

	A00162 
	2012.01.09
	T
	6.x.2
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: There is a placeholder reference to error codes.

Proposed Change: Specify the error codes in section 7, and change the references to point to that section.
	Status: OPEN

	A00163 
	2012.01.10
	E
	6.x.2 (many)
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Reference is not complete, and instead of Chat it should be RESTful Chat API.

For Policy Exception and Service Exception fault codes applicable to Chat, see [tbd].

Proposed Change:

Replace with correct reference, also replace ‘Chat’ with “RESTful Chat API”.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>
Partly closed (Chat ( the RESTful Chat API)

Remains open until error framework is provided.

	A00164 
	2012.01.10
	T
	6.x.y.z

(many example)
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Examples are incomplete, e.g.:

[XML request (if applicable, starting with <?xml ( include the oneToOneSessionsRequired Flag]

Proposed Change:

Complete examples.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A00165 
	2012.01.10
	T
	7
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Undefined Service Exception Code.

Proposed Change: Based on the result of a separate discussion for Service/Policy Exceptions complete this section accordingly.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A00166 
	2012.01.10
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Undefined service exceptions:

SVC0yyy:

Proposed Change:

Define and correct text.


	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A00167 
	2012.01.09
	T
	All
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Include the general comments from the earlier Consistency reviews.
Proposed Change: As alignd with the resolutions of these comments
	Status: OPEN

	A00168 
	2012.01.10
	T
	Appendix G
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Missing G.1.2 section with entry for “acr:Authorization” 

Proposed Change: Add section G.1.2
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013.

	A00169 
	2012.01.10
	E
	B.1.3, B.1.4
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Wrong references  (O) for e.g:

REST-CHAT-ONE2ONE-MSG -S-003-O

Proposed Change:

Fix references to sections. Also note they have to cross-references (now hard coded).


	Status: 
CLOSED
By CR 2012-0013

Fixed the broken references.

There wqas nothing hard-coded, ALU pls cross-check.

	A00170 
	2012.01.09
	E
	C.1.1.2
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Spurious blank in URL after http://.
Proposed Change: Editor to delete.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed.

	A00171 
	2012.01.09
	T
	C.3
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Section without content

Proposed Change: Fill it.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed.

	A00172 
	2012.01.09
	T
	C.3
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Section is only a placeholder
Proposed Change: Create content.
	Status: CLOSED
Duplicate of A00172

	A00173 
	2012.01.10
	T
	C.4.1.2,

C.5.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Incorrect response code 200 OK indicated in the XML example. 

Proposed Change: Change response code to “204 No Content” and remove XML body from the response.
	Status: CLOSED

with no change. Instead of changing the Annex, the return code in the main body has been changed, see A00133.

	A00174 
	2012.01.09
	T
	C.6

6.9.5
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Ed note in C.6: “It is FFS whether the originator and existing terminating participant needs to be supplied here, or only the additional tParticipants.”

Proposed Change: Resolve it in line with Simple IM spec. Also applicable to section 6.9.5.
	Status: OPEN

	A00175 
	2012.01.10
	E
	C.6.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Wrong resource URL parameter (“groupSessions”) in the URL for “Location” and “resourceURL”.

Proposed Change: Replace “groupSession” with “group” in the above mentioned URLs.
	Status:  CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed.


	A00176 
	2012.01.10
	E
	C.8.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: There is an unnecessary “&” at the end of data definitions. 

Proposed Change: Remove the last character “&” from the “form-urlencoded” body
	Status:  CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed.


	A00177 
	2012.01.09
	T
	D
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: The following quality checks from the issue list could not be performed, as the TS does not yet contain all XML examples: 

7. Make sure that every XML operation has one corresponding JSON example. Remember at one point we said that we do not need to match every XML example with one JSON example. For example, if SendOutboundMessageRequest has 3 XML examples, we said that JSON can have only one of them. Sune's tool can be used to generate JSON examples for every XML example. Having for each XML example one JSON, and that will be easy to detect inconsistencies.

8. Check that form-url-encoded examples really correspond to XML examples indicated by the link we introduced now.

9. Make sure that JSON example headings match those one from XML examples,

Proposed Change: Editor to perform this check at the end of CONR, after implementing all CRs.
	Status: OPEN

	A00178 
	2012.01.09
	T
	D.4

D.9

D.13

D.15

D.17

D.18

D.25

D.28

D.32


	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Some JSON bodies are missing.

Proposed Change: Add them after the corresponding XML bodies have been created.
	Status: OPEN
Partially closed (for D9)  by 2012-0013.

	A00179 
	2012.01.09
	E
	D.9
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Reference to related subsection of section 6 missing.

Proposed Change: Add it (6.3.5.3)
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed.

	A00180 
	2012.01.10
	E
	G
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Scope value tables should be in landscape format for better readability.

Proposed Change:

Correct.


	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>
Makes sense, but: If we do this we must do it in all TSs. 

	A00181 
	2012.01.09
	E
	G.1.1.1
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: “Reference source not found”

Proposed Change: Editor to fix
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed

	A00182 
	2012.01.10
	E
	G.1.1.1
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Cross reference broken in description for:

oma_rest_chat.all_{apiVersion

Proposed Change:

Fix reference


	Status: CLOSED 
Duplicate of A00181

	A00183 
	2012.01.10
	E
	G.1.1.1 and other subsections
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Table numbering is duplicate (same numbers were used in section 5.1)

Proposed Change:

Fix table numbers


	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed


	A00184 
	2012.01.10
	T
	General
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: There are many unsolved Editor’s notes. 

Proposed Change: Provide resolution for Editor’s notes and/or remove the notes when not applicable anymore.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate. This CONRR contains at least one dedicated comment per ed. note, to allow individual resolution tracking.

	A00185 
	2012.01.10
	E
	General
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Many hard coded references. 

Proposed Change: Replace hard coded references with cross-references.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed


	A00186 
	2012.01.10
	E
	General
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Resource names in section 5.1 and section 6 are not aligned.

Proposed Change: Align resource names in the document.
	Status: CLOSED

By CR 2012-0013, as proposed


	A00187 
	2012.01.10
	E
	General
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-0002-REST_NetAPI_Chat_1_0_Consistency_ReviewCommentsEricsson

Comment: Incorrect numbering of the tables in the document. 

Proposed Change: Update numbering of the tables and update List of Contents.
	Status: CLOSED

Duplicate of A00183

	A00188 
	2012.01.10
	Q/T
	General
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

There is a large number of Editor Notes in the TS, hinting to the fact that some technical issues issues may still be unresolved.

Also, in many places we have ‘tbd’ and not even highlighted, so it may be overlooked (e.g. in some sections 6.x.2)

How will this be handled by ARC? Will there be a 2nd round of a CONR?

Proposed Change:


	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A00189 
	2012.01.10
	E
	General
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Header and page number missing throughout the document

Proposed Change:

Add headers everywhere except cover page..
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013


	A00190 
	2012.01.10
	T
	General
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Many global comments have not been applied, e.g.:

· SIP reference (for ‘sip’ URI)

· Updates of Notification Channel definition

· Update of [W3C_URLENC]

· Section 5 starts with a DIAGRAM …, 

· Hard coded references

· Changes for use of ‘sip URI’

· Changes for ‘acr:Authorization’

· Etc, etc,…

Proposed Change:

Apply all agreed resolutions from previous NetAPI CONR.

Note to the CONR editor. Add all “global comments’, including any additional ones we found applicable during the 2nd round of CONRs.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>
To be added by CONR editor
SIP reference closed by 2012-0013

	A00191 
	2012.01.09
	T
	Many
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: The defined term Sender is referenced, but all references are lowercase.

Proposed Change: Change to uppercase.
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013

	A00192 
	2012.01.09
	T
	missing
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: Needed to describe interwork of session-based and session-less 1-1 chat.

Proposed Change: Create new section 8 or new Annex containing the desired description. Also define server behavior for implicit session creation if needed. TBD whether normative or informative.
	Status: OPEN

	A00193 
	2012.01.09
	T
	Some
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2012-006

Comment: SIP is not mentioned in section 6. 

Proposed Change: Add it in line with the way this is done in the specs that have been under CONR earlier 
(this is a general comment also for IS/VS/FT)
	Status: CLOSED

Changed as proposed, by CR 2012-0013
(this is a general comment also for IS/VS/FT)

	A00194 
	2012.01.10
	E
	ToC
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Highlighted-to-be-updated field in:

7.1.1
SVC0yyy 

Proposed Change:

Update as appropriate.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A00195 
	2012.01.10
	E
	ToC
	Source: <ALU>

Form: DOC 2012-0012

Comment: 

Appendix E page number is misaligned

Proposed Change:

Align with the rest of ToC page numbers.
	Status: CLOSED 
Winword tool issue, propose to close with no change.


2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None
3 Impact on Other Specifications

The XSD needs to be updated (see CR 13R01):
· Replace messageDeliveryStatus ( messageStatusReport
· Replace messageDeliveryStatusNotification ( messageStatusNotification

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
Change 1:  See attachment.
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