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Enclosed in the same Zip archive as the present document is the latest draft mapping of Parlay X Web Services to Parlay/OSA APIs, Part 8: Terminal Status to Mobility User Status.

This document is submitted by member companies of The Parlay Group.

Version 001 of this document was reviewed at Meeting #29 in Barcelona, Spain.  Following this meeting, Version 002 of this document was generated in December and submitted for email review.  The email review process resulted in two sets of comments, from AePONA and Appium.  These comments and their disposition are listed below. Version 003 of this document implements the results from the email review process: Version 003 is now submitted for approval at Meeting #30 in Austin.

Email Review Process: AePONA comments and disposition

Part 8 Terminal Status – (814):
1. Again same comment on IMS naming, scope, section 4 versioning etc. 
jsr, 1/5: Updates complete.

2. Sequences 5.1 & 5.2 & 5.3:  Sequence diagrams mention method names not supported in User Status SCS, nor the correct PX method names.
jsr, 1/12: Update complete – replaced the existing sequence diagrams. 

3. Section 6.1: Feel bullet pointing the list of mapped methods assists the reader.
jsr, 1/13: Updates complete.

4. Section 6.1.1: Need to clearly state that the returned status is populated in the GetStatusResponse PX invocation to the application client. Likewise for 6.1.2 for groupStatus. 
jsr, 1/13: Updates complete.
In the case of groups, does PX service policies ensure that the application client gets a response in the event of incomplete results from the network for the address list provided?
jsr, 1/13:  Added statement re. use of the NotRetrieved value of reportStatus

5. Section 6.1.2: Description says getStatusForGroup is synchronous. Is this the case, I though the reply methods were asynch? If it is synch – how is WS timeout prevented, is the WS expected to limit the address list; and how does network performance impact on this? Im a bit confused how good the base spec is, and whether this needs fixed before we attempt a meaningful mapping.
jsr, 1/13:  The web service has the option to prevent timeout by returning the getStatusForGroupResponse message before any or all status information is retrieved from the network; i.e. by using the NotRetrieved value of reportStatus

6. Section 6.1.3: CheckImmediate behaviour. Currently this can be supported as a service property on the part of the OSA SCS, however if this is not supported and the PX implementation enables this field then the PX SVC will need to carry out a statusReportReq to guarantee the PX semantics. (Note AePONA would like to see the base APIs for status enhanced to support a direct mapping, and similarly some capability for frequency).
jsr, 1/13:  Added mappings to/from statusReportReq/Res/Err in 6.1.3 & 6.1.5.

Email Review Process: Appium comments and disposition

No additional comments
