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1 Reason for Contribution

The updated version of the PRS 1.1 Implementation Guideline is attached for verification that all submitted and agreed CRs are correctly incorporated.

Please check especially that the aggregation of the CR:s 177R01, 238R01, 240R01 and 242R02 in section 5.3 is done correctly as a bit hard to follow as well as CR:s 229R02, 243R02,  246R01, 247R01
2 Summary of Contribution

A) 
CR:s according to the change history have been incorporated.
B) 
Also a number of minor editorials have been applied 
-(e.g., and i.e., has been replaced by e.g. and i.e. as well as “; and” at the end of bullets)

-“reasons for the recommendation include “ texts have been tided up

- “a/an” and ”the” added/removed several places
-TOC:s have of course been regenerated

-References have been activated

C) 
Other changes done are

- 3.3 XDMS aligned with XDMC
- 5.2.2 missing bullet in CR re-introduced

- 5.3.1 “those information” -> “information”, attribute “type” -> “type” attribute, Presence Server -> PS

- 5.6.1 Table 1 a number of missing “_” has been added, Table 2 “TEL URI” ->”tel URI”
wp_prs_one_<id> here “will not be used” is changed to “is ignored” 
wp_prs_onelist_<id> here  a clarifying ref to [XDM _Core] has been added
-5.6.2 an extra “/” is removed

D)

A CR/CR:s may be needed to fix:

If connecting Recommendations with Reasons in the cases where not all Reasons apply to all Recommendations CRs are needed to do that 
- 5.3.1 Different writing style as -0177 introduces a recommendation without a bullet. 
Also unclear what “subsections” means in the first recommendation, should it be 5.3.2 and 5.3.3? (but these are not subsections to 5.3.1)
- 5.3.2 Different writing style for first recommendation as should be similar to recommendation in 5.1 or last recommendation in 5.3.2.1

  Wording improvement suggested for last recommendations “elements in case that there exists more than one “service” components that are conflicting each other;” suggested is “elements in case it exists two or more “service” components that are conflicting with each other;
- 5.3.2.1 First recommendation: “not contain any ‘uri specific filter’ (i.e. the <filter> element including an “uri” attribute value) nor ‘domain specific filter’” should be“contain neither ‘uri specific filter’ (i.e. the <filter> element including an “uri” attribute value) nor ‘domain specific filter’”, “confusion on” -> “confusion regarding”.
“requires those specific Presence Information” should  be changed to “requires specific Presence Information 

- 5.5.1 Different writing style as it is now a recommendation without a bullet
Example at end of chapter should be moved to appendix B

- 5.6.1  First paragraph “clients”, in similar places we have preferred to change to “implementations”
White list/black list definitions could be further improved (see the red text):


· “white-list”: By default, Watchers are not allowed to access any Presence Information. A Presence Authorization Rules document implemented using the “white-list” method can have all template rules except ‘wp_prs_allow_unlisted’ rule (the absence of which can be used to detect that a Presence Authorization Rules document is a “white-list” document). All other template rules can be used
· “black-list”: By default, Watchers are allowed to access all Presence Information. A Presence Authorization Rules document implemented using the “black-list” method always contains the ‘wp_prs_allow_unlisted’ rule, but never the ‘wp_prs_unlisted’ rule (the absence of which can be used to detect that a Presence Authorization Rules document is a “black-list” document). All other template rules can be used.
5.6.1  
The last “Note” seems to contradict the previous recommendation so is confusing
table 1  “This rule” in column 2 refers to the rule on that row but when more rules are mentioned in the  text “this rule” gets confusing 
App B.3  In the top it is listed that the examples cover all rules, this is not true as “wp_prs_one_1” and “wp_prs_onelist_1” are missing so schemas for them should be added.
3 Detailed Proposal
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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

OMA-PAG is recommended to review the submitted document in chapter 3 and submit all (editorial) errors to the editor to be corrected. 
Further the changes proposed should be considered. 
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