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1 Reason for Change

This CR proposes some clarifications for the current TS, version 20100520D.

Some points are listed which seems to be not clear enough or needs additional input or explanations.
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

It is recommended that the group review and agree to the proposed Bookmark Data Format.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change1:
Section 2.2. Informative References
· Add a reference concerning REST

· [REST] 

;

Change2: 
Section 3.3 Abbreviations

To synchronize section 3.2 ‘Definitions’ and section 3.3. several abbreviations which are used in the TS document are missing and should be added to have the whole set of abbreviated terms available
· CRS: Code Resolution Server
· DMF: Direct Mobile Code Format

· FTP: File Transfer Protocol

· ICI: Indirect Code Identifier

· MCC: Mobile Code Client

· XML: Extended Markup Language

Change3:

Chapter 4 Introduction

To build a bridge to the next sections it is proposed to add a sentence after the last line

“ The MC Enabler is intended to support several versions, starting with version 1.0”

Change4:

Chapter 5 Symbologies

5.1.1.1 Model

Proposal to shift the model section behind section 5.1.1.8 QR code terminology, because the term model will be firstly mentioned in 5.1.1.8, therefore the reading would be better after introducing the terms

5.1.1.2 Versions

Original text: The MCC must support versions 1 to 10.

To be clarified: The terms Version 10 or Version 11 doesn’t exist at another place in the document. 

5.1.1.7 Structured Append mode

Original text: The MCC MUST support Structured Append mode to enable up to 16 QR Code symbols to be concatenated
To be clarified: 

· Is the number 16 motivated before?

· Is that MUST valid for direct and indirect codes?

· In chapter 5.1.2.5 the chapter naming is ‘Structured Append’ , a common name for chapter 5.1.1.7 and 5.1.2.5 is proposed

Change5:
Section 7.2. Recognizable Formats
The headline of 7.2. ‘Recognizable Formats’ is the same text as headline of 7.1.1. Proposal to find another headline either for 7.1.1. or 7.2

7.1.3 List of Recognizable formats

Proposal to skip chapter 7.1.3 and to shift chapter content inclusive Table 1 directly under 7.2. as a kind of summary of all recognizable formats which are described in detail in chapter 7.2

Change6
Chapter 8: Indirect Code Handling
8.1.2 Version Number

Proposal to change the first sentence into

This field SHALL contain the version number of the aligned specification 

8.1.3.1 Registry-ID
In the last sentence of chapter 8.1.3.1 the term MCR is used. This term is also used at other places.

To be clarified: 

· The mixed usage of terms MCR and GMCR should be avoided. Either usage of GMCR or MCR. If the term MCR is used, than this term should also be mentioned in section 3.3 ‘Abbreviations’

Change 7:
Chapter 10 : Interface definition

10.1.1

Original text: If the Indirect Mobile Code framework is used to convey geographic location information…

To be clarified: Usage of the term ‘Indirect Mobile Code framework’ – the term does not exist in the document at another place.
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