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The following definitions of P_APPLICATION_NOT_ACTIVATED exist:

· In Part 2 (Common) it is: An application is unauthorised to access information and request services with regards to users that have deactivated that particular application. In case the request was for information related to multiple user identities the reference to user identities that are causing this exception will be returned in the extra information of the exception.

· In Part 3 (Framework) it is: An application is unauthorised to access information and request services with regards to users that have deactivated that particular application. (IT IS NOT USED IN THIS PART)

· In Part 6 (mobility) it is: The end-user has de-activated the application.

The actual exception is only defined in IDL once, in part 2. As Part 6 is the only part that uses it, and it is specific only to Mobility, we should only have the UML definition (whatever text we agree upon) and the IDL exception defined in this part (part 6). It is recommended that these should be immediate 3.1 specification changes.

---

What are the definitions of P_INVALID_SERVICE_ID, P_ILLEGAL_SERVICE_ID and P_UNKNOWN_SERVICE_ID? Or do they all mean the same thing? For example, if it is invalid, then it is inherently unknown and illegal in the context of were it is being thrown and caught. If they do all mean the same thing, they should be made into one exception, P_INVALID_SERVICE_ID. If they don’t mean the same thing, they should be well defined. It is recommended that these questions are resolved and the resolution should provide immediate 3.1 specification changes.

---

P_ID_NOT_FOUND could be deprecated. It is only used in part 5 (User Interaction) where its use is in question. If it means invalid message ID or invalid info ID, this could be stated with a new P_INVALID_MESSAGE_ID or P_INVALID_INFO_ID exception, otherwise it could be stated in the description of this exception that it means either invalid message ID or invalid info ID. It is recommended that these should be immediate 3.1 specification changes.

---

TpGeneralException is in Part 2's IDL. Delete TpGeneralException from the Rose model. It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

---

sendInfoAndCollectReq() raises P_INVALID_CRITERIA and P_INVALID_COLLECTION_CRITERIA. Why both? Can we remove P_INVALID_COLLECTION_CRITERIA? It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

---

P_SET_LENGTH_EXCEEDED is never thrown by any of the methods. Can we deprecate P_SET_LENGTH_EXCEEDED? It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

---

P_UNAUTHORISED_PARAMETER_VALUE is only ever used in, and is specific to, the FW. Can we move the description from Part 2 to Part 3 (clause 12)? It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

---

P_INFORMATION_NOT_AVAILABLE is only ever used in, and is specific to, Mobility. Can we move the description from Part 2 to Part 6? It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

---

P_UNSUPPORTED_ADDRESS_PLAN is only ever used in, however it may not be specific to, CC. Can we move the description from Part 2 to Part 4 or are we expecting it to be used by other parts in the future? It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

---

GMS exceptions are of the pattern P_GMS_XXX. I think they were previously agreed to be of the pattern P_XXX. It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

---

Can we change P_CANT_DELETE_VPRP into P_CANNOT_DELETE_VPRP? It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

---

P_PAM_NOT_SUPPORTED is the same as P_METHOD_NOT_SUPPORTED. Delete P_PAM_NOT_SUPPORTED and ensure that all PAM methods raise TpCommonExceptions. It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

---

Not all the PAM and Policy Management methods support the TpCommonExceptions exception. Also, PAM methods support P_PAM_NOT_SUPPORTED, which is the same as P_METHOD_NOT_SUPPORTED, outside of the context of TpCommonExceptions. Does this mean that not all methods should raise TpCommonExceptions and that some methods can just raise P_METHOD_NOT_SUPPORTED? It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

---

Some PAM methods support TpGeneralException, which should have been superseded by TpCommonExceptions ages ago. Replace occurrences of TpGeneralException with TpCommonExceptions. It is recommended that this should be an immediate 3.1 specification change.

