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	Source:
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1 Reason for Change

This CR addresses the global comments that were newly added to the Chat CONRR after Munich.

List of CONR comments:
	A00197 
	2011.10.06
	E
	Page 1
	Source: ETRI/NSN

Form: 328

Comment: The pager header of page 1 in most specs is blank. In case of Terminal Status API, it has the pager header. From the viewpoint of consistency.

Proposed Change:

Delete Page 1 header.
	Status: 

CLOSED


Not applicable.

	A00198 
	2011.10.31
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: 

Use of hyperlinks in references, and across the document. Should external references be hyperlinked?

Proposed Change: 

Remove hyperlink to any reference external to the document.
	Status: CLOSED

Has already been changed.

	A00199 
	2011.10.31
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: 

Use of cross-references is inconsistent across the document. Should internal references be hard coded or cross-referenced?

Proposed Change:

Automatic cross-reference all references to sections internal to the document.

TBD if this applies also to references pointing to the Reference section? (hence to documents that are external to this document).
	Status: CLOSED

Has already been changed.


	A00200 
	2011.11.09
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU

Form: DOC 67

Comment: Defined terms must be capitalized throughout the document (see also comment on introducing definitions).

Proposed Change: 

Capitalize defined terms throughout the document.
	Status: CLOSED 
Fixed by CR 2012-0102.

	A00201 
	2011.10.31
	E
	2.1 and Appendix C
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01 

Comment: Typo or inconsistent use in  W3C-URLENC 

Proposed Change:

All TSs to use the same convention: W3C_URLENC.
	Status: CLOSED
n/a for this TS

	A00202 
	2011.10.09
	E
	Many
	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 “-“), form-urlencoding, etc is inconsistent throughout documents.

Proposed Change: 

Use everywhere :

application/x-www-form-urlencoded

Exception is in the W3C_URLENC reference, but “The” should be added in front of “form-urlencoded”.
	Status: CLOSED
Fixed by CR 2012-0102.

	A00203 
	2011.10.09
	E
	3.2
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

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

Fixed by CR 2012-0102.


	A00204 
	2011.10.11
	T
	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

Has already been implemented.

	A00205 
	2011.10.31
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

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. Start “true” sentences (active verb present) with upper case letter.

Do not use period to terminate a description that is NOT a sentence, unless the period is needed to separate the description from another sentence, or follow-up on the description. 
	Status: CLOSED

Has already been implemented.


	A00206 
	2011.11.09
	E
	5
	Source: ALU

Form: DOC 67

Comment: This comment applies to all TSs. The text describing section 5 does not mention the resources hierarchy diagram.

Proposed Change: Amend the text in Section 5 as follows (changes in red): “Section 5 starts with a diagram representing the resources hierarchy, followed by a table listing all the resources (and their URL) used by this API, along with the data structure and the supported HTTP verbs (section 5.1).”


	Status: CLOSED

Has already been implemented.


	A00207 
	2011.10.31
	E
	5.2.2.x
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: Make sure that the description under each data type matches the use of the Type (e.g. can be used in response or both request/response).

 Proposed Change:

Check and fix as needed
	Status: CLOSED

Fixed by CR 2012-0102.


	A00208 
	2011.10.31
	E
	Many
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

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

Proposed Change: 

Decide on convention(s) and apply everywhere.
	Status: 
CLOSED
With no change for time being. May be revisited if time permits.

	A00209 
	2011.09.23
	T
	6.x
	Source: Ericsson

Form:OMA-CONR-2011-0058-REST_NetAPI_TerminalStatus_1.0_CONR_Comments_Ericsson

Comment:  Text under tables for request URL variables in some cases points to section 5 for escaping of reserved characters.

Proposed Change: Change the text to point to section 6 instead.
	Status: CLOSED
n/a for this TS.

	A00210 
	2011.10.13
	T
	6.x.y
	Source: Neustar

Form: INP doc #0082

Comment:  “http://” under Description for “serverRoot” name is incorrect in “Request URL Parameters” tables.  The Base URL begins with “http://” that is not part of “serverRoot” variable.

Proposed Change:
Remove “http://”.

The text should only read: “Example: example.com/exampleAPI”
	Status: CLOSED

n/a for this TS.



	A00211 
	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].
	Status:CLOSED

Has been fixed earlier.

	A00212 
	2011.10.31
	T
	x.y
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: The versioning issue needs to be addressed

Proposed Change: as agreed in INP 326.
	Status: CLOSED

Has been fixed earlier.

	A00213 
	2011.10.31
	T
	B.1
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: The third SCR entry (JSON) points to section 5 occasionally, but in fact there is nothing about JSON in section 5. Similar for XML. However, the 1st entry needs to refer to common info in both sections 5 and 6.

Proposed Change: First row in the SCR needs to point to section 5 & 6. Second and third rows need to point to section 6, and 4th row needs to point to Appendix C. See agreed CR299R02 as an example.
	Status: CLOSED

Has been fixed earlier.

	A00214 
	2011.10.06
	E
	E
	Source: ETRI/NSN

Form: 328

Comment: Text describing the equivalency table refers in general to 3GPP specs.

Proposed Change:

Refer to the specific 3GPP Parlay X spec instead, e.g.:

“The table below illustrates the mapping between REST resources/methods and Parlay X  [3GPP 29.199-0n] equivalent operations.”

See CR 299R02 as an example.
	Status: 

CLOSED
n/a for this TS

	A00215 
	2011.10.06
	E
	5
	Source: ETRI/NSN

Form: 328

Comment: Adding the reference to the actual Parlay X part in section 5 in most specs is blank. 
Proposed Change:

Suggest to delete such reference.

Note: Not sure if the place in the document is identified properly – hard to find.
	Status: 

CLOSED

n/a for this TS


	A00216 
	2011.10.09
	E
	F
	Source: ALU

Form: <DOC 69>

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

 Proposed Change:  

Agreed to be everywhere as “Light-weight resources”.
	Status: CLOSED 
Fixed earlier.

	A00217 
	2011.10.31
	T
	Many
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: Use of resourceURL and text describing resourceURL is inconsistent in some places.

 Proposed Change:  

ResourceURL must be mandatory in resources that were created by the server (e.g. Lists). Text to describe resourceURL (that will affect how to use resourceURL in examples) should follow decision in (to be) agreed OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0325-INP_Blueprint_for_changes_in_resourceURL_description
	Status:  CLOSED

Fixed by CR 2012-0102.


	A00218 
	2011.10.31
	T
	G
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01
Comment: OAuth 2.0 informative annex must be added

Proposed Change:


	Status: CLOSED 

Fixed earlier.

	A00219 
	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 (such as “me” and “acr:authorization”. If the answer is yes, define the mechanism. 

Proposed Change: 

INP to address issue: OMA-ARC-REST-NetAPI-2011-0315-INP_Handling_reserved_identifiers_in_resource_URL
	Status: CLOSED 

Fixed earlier.


	A00220 
	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: CLOSED

Tracked by REST NetAPI issue list. 

	A00221 
	2011.10.31
	Q/E
	5.1
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: Consider a better description of the Purpose in the titles of the resource summary tables

Proposed Change: e.g.:

“To allow client to …”
	Status: CLOSED

Fixed by CR 2012-0102

	A00222 
	2011.10.31
	E
	5.2.2.x
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: Description of callbackData is inconsistent across TSs. In some caseswe refer to “callbackData”, others “callback data” (generic) in such descriptions.

Proposed Change: 
As in TS Messaging
	Status: CLOSED
Was already changed earlier.

	A00223 
	2011.10.31
	E
	6.x.2
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: In some TS we have a section 7 to which we refer for Exceptions (usually when we added some). In others we refer directly to the 3GPP document (e.g. “For Policy Exception and Service Exception fault codes applicable to RESTful XYZ API, see [3GPP 29.199-w].”

Proposed Change: 

Add a section 7 in all TS, and if no new exceptions are added, only refer in that section to the 3GPP document, using the sentence above (see Payment TS, AddressBook TS for format of section 7, and text referring to it in sections 6.x.2).
	Status: CLOSED

Addressed by error framework decision

	A00224 
	2011.10.31
	Q/E
	6.x.1
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: “Port and base path are OPTIONAL.” Appears in the request URL parameter table in some TSs (ShortMessaging) but not in other TSs.

Proposed Change:

Remove everywhere, or add everywhere (it appears it used to be in ParlayREST and may have been dropped at some point).
	Status: CLOSED

Two occurrences of “:80” removed by CR 2012-0102.


	A00225 
	2011.10.31
	Q/E
	6.x.y.z
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: Indication of returning full representation vs. reference is inconsistent throughout TSs. In some cases we add a note (e.g. ShortMessaging) after the example:

“Note that alternatively to returning a copy of the created resource, the location of created resource could be returned using the common:resourceReference root element …”

In other cases we may capture it in the title of the example.

Same comment may apply to other situation (e.g. use or not of clientCorrelator, etc). It is a general question on whether we should use “Notes” for this or use the Title of the example.

Proposed Change:

Decide to use title, or note, or both consistently in all TSs.
	Status: CLOSED 

With no change

	A00226 
	2011.10.31
	Q/E
	5.2.2.x
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: 

Abbreviations such as gif, jpeg, png, etc are used (e.g. ShortMessaging, Messaging in text, and in examples). They are not used capitalized, not are they included in the abbreviations. Should they?

Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED 
n/a for this TS

	A00227 
	2011.10.31
	T
	5.2.2.x
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: 

Description of clientCorrelator is inconsistent across Types in same TS, and across TSs.

Especially for the case of resource creation using POST.

Proposed Change:

Description  for Types that are used in resource creation using POST:

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

This field 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 field 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.
	Status: CLOSED.

Formulation follows the new guidelines. 
Normative status to be checked, tracked by issue list.

	A00228 
	2011.11.01
	E
	4.1
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: 

Text changes recently agreed for TSs that havWe introduced support for ACR. Should this be reflected as “new functionality” in all applicable TSs?

Proposed Change:

Example:

Version 1.0 of the RESTful Network API for FunctionalArea keeps supporting the operations introduced in [ParlayREST_PFunctionalArea], as follows:

· …

The following new functionality has been introduced:

· …

· support for Anonymous Customer Reference (ACR) as an end user identifier
	Status: 
CLOSED
Has been fixed earlier.

	A00229 
	2011.10.31
	Q/T
	4.1
	Source: ALU

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0088R01

Comment: 

We introduced support for ACR. Should this be reflected as “new functionality” in all applicable TSs?

Proposed Change:

Example:

Version 1.0 of the RESTful Network API for FunctionalArea keeps supporting the operations introduced in [ParlayREST_PFunctionalArea], as follows:

· …

The following new functionality has been introduced:

· …

· support for Anonymous Customer Reference (ACR) as an end user identifier
	Status: CLOSED

Has been fixed earlier.



2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification. This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches. This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn. Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration. These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

ARC is requested to agree the CR.
6 Detailed Change Proposal
Change 1:  See attached document.
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