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1 Reason for Contribution

There was an open item on how to handle the namespace naming in the XML schemas defined by OMA.

2 Summary of Contribution

In essence IETF requested a new I-D/RFC reflecting the new extensions to IETF pidf schema.

3 Detailed Proposal

At 5:14 PM +0100 11/5/04, Boehmer Bernhard ICM Berlin wrote:

>Dear Mr. Hardie, dear Mr. Hollenbeck,

>I approach you on behalf of the

>Presence & Availability Working Group (PAG) in

>the Open Mobile Alliance (OMA) in your function

>as IETF Applications Area directors.

>

>As part of the PAG's Presence Specification we

>are going to extend the pidf-XML schema as defined

>in RFC 3863. Part of the definition of such an

>extension is the definition of a namespace.

>One important reason is that PAG has to finalize

>its specification this month and needs RFCs or at least

>stable Internet-Drafts to refer to.

>

>The PAG group has the following questions:

>

>- Is the OMA allowed to use the IETF namespace for

>   XML schema extensions?

>   Example: urn:ietf:params:xml:ns:oma-presence

>

>- Must the OMA provide an Internet-draft/RFC on those extensions to

>   the IETF?

>

>Thank you for your support.

>

>               With best regards Bernhard Bohmer

<<<<<<<<<<IETF response 1>>>>>>>>>>

RFC 3553 says

    This document creates a new sub-delegation below the "ietf" [2]URN

    namespace [1] called 'params' which acts as a standardized mechanism

    for naming the items registered for IETF standards.  Any assignments

    below that are specified in an RFC according to the IETF consensus

    process and which include the template found in Section 4.

So you would be required to document the namespace in an RFC in

order to use the namespace urn:ietf:params: .  You would be more

than welcome to do so; Dean Willis, our current liaison to OMA,

is cc'ed on this reply so that he can help coordinate the activity.

While RFC publication this month is not possible, a draft proposing

the namespace can likely be drafted and circulated within that

time.

                        regards,

                                Ted Hardie

<<<<<<<<<<IETF response 2>>>>>>>>>>

Bernhard,

Yes, other organizations may register XML URNs in the IETF standards tree.

The registration procedure for a URN as you described below are provided in

section 3.1 of RFC 3688:

"NOTE: in order for a URN of this type to be assigned, the item being

registered MUST have been through the IETF consensus process.  Basically,

this means that it must be documented in a RFC."

A registration template is provided in section 4 of RFC 3688.  At a minimum,

you would need to write an Internet-Draft that contained the template and a

normative reference to your extension specification.  If, on the other hand,

you write an I-D to describe your extension you can include the template in

the "IANA Considerations" section of the document.

Please let me know if you have any other questions.

-Scott-

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

Write I-Ds introducing the extensions to pidf into the IETF.
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