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	To:
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	Doc to Change:
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	Submission Date:
	07 Nov 2006

	Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 0: New Functionality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1: Major Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2: Bug Fix
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 3: Clerical

	Source:
	Enrique Izaguirre, Telefónica Móviles, leig@tid.es 

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Change

A Problem Report has been entered in the PR database about a possible problem in one of the OMA-PAG specifications. 
It was originally entered as a TSMA  (I.e. Test Spec problem) but has after analysis in IOP-MEC been transferred for analysis by OMA-PAG.

Information copied from the PR tool.


	Problem Report Number
	0025

	Submitter's Classification
	Test Suite Problem (TSD)

	State
	SA Review

	Resolution
	No Resolution Given

	Problem Resolution ID
	No Resolution ID Given

	Raised
	2006-08-04 17:15

	Updated
	2006-10-17 10:50

	PRS Version
	Presence-SIMPLE V1.0

	Test Specification
	ETS RLS XDM INT v1.0.1 (8th October 2005)

	Test Number
	RLS-XDM-1.0-int-0200

	Specification
	OMA-TS-Presence_SIMPLE_RLS_XDM-V1_0-20060214-C

	Location in Spec
	5.1 Presence List

	Problem Summary
	Create of a service without presence event package.

	Problem Text
	It is defined that each service element SHALL specify presence event 
package in Presence List document, but validation constraint is not 
defined for a request to create a service without packages element (or 
presence package). Servers will return an error (usually) if there is 
no presence event package. What is expected server response in this 
case? 

Note further that Presence List document is stored under 
http://XCAPRoot/rls-services/users/xxx/index 
Ietf defines same location and document name, but there is no 
restriction that packages has to be defined for a service element. 
If another service (not for presence) should be inserted in 
same "index" document, will it be possible at all according 
restriction named above (service has to have presence event package). 

Is restriction made maybe for RLS Server only (RLS server will not 
handle subscription for presence (subscription will fail) if request 
URI points to service without presence event package) 

Please clarified this. 

	Test Result
	OMA-ETS-RLS_XDM_INT-V1_0-20051220-A is test specification version. 

Pass criteria is not clear (see problem text) when a Presence List 
document with service element is created.


The RLS XDMS was defined to support lists for presence purposes while Shared XDMS was defined to support ‘general purpose’ lists. Therefore, in Presence List documents, every <service> element shall include the presence package element. This applies to both the user document and the global document.
R01: ‘at least’ word has been removed.

Added XML schema restriction has been moved to validation constraint section.
R02: 409 conflict response added.
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

Accept the proposed changes in the detailed change proposal section and agree to answer the Problem Report with the next text: “The RLS XDMS was defined to support lists for presence purposes while Shared XDMS was defined to support ‘general purpose’ lists. Therefore, in Presence List documents, every <service> element shall include the presence package element. If presence <package> element is not included in the Presence List Document, a “409 Conflict” response applies. For more information see OMA-PAG-2006-0704R02-CR_PRS1_PR25_solution”

6 Detailed Change Proposal

5.1.6   Validation constraints

In addition to the XML schema, the validation constraints on a Presence List document SHALL conform to those described in [XCAP_List] section 4.4.5, with the following clarifications:

Each <service> element SHALL include the <packages> element with a <package> child element with value “presence”. If the Presence List document does not conform to this constraint, the RLS XDMS SHALL respond with an HTTP “409 Conflict” response as described in [XCAP]. The error condition SHALL be described by the <constraint-failure> error element. If included, the “phrase” attribute SHOULD be set to “Presence event package required”.

The value of the “uri” attribute proposed by the XDM Client in the <service> element (i.e. the Service URI):

· SHALL be a valid SIP URI.

· SHALL conform to the syntax specified by the Service URI Template (see [PRES_MO]), which is stored in the RLS XDMS and provisioned to the XDM Client.  

· SHALL NOT violate the “uniqueness constraint” defined in [XCAP_List] section 4.4.5.

If the Service URI does not conform to the local policy or the constraints described above, the RLS XDMS SHALL respond with an HTTP “409 Conflict” response as described in [XCAP]. The error condition SHALL be described by the <uniqueness-failure> error element. The RLS XDMS SHALL include at least one <alt-value> element in the <uniqueness-failure> error element.

NOTE 1: The syntax of the <alt-value> element is according to the syntax stored in the RLS XDMS and provisioned to the XDM Client, but may also be a different syntax according to local XDMS policy and not yet provisioned to the XDM Client.

If the XDM Client repeats the XCAP request, it SHOULD use a “uri” attribute chosen from one of the values received in the <alt-value> elements.
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