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1 Reason for Change

This contribution solves the XDM CONRR item 5.025.

The intention is to enable the control of URIs stored on the PoC XDMS in order to limit the number of potential repeated errors.
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

6 Include this text in the latest 
7 Detailed Change Proposal

2.1 Normative References

	[IOPPROC]
	“OMA Interoperability Policy and Process”, Version 1.1, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-IOP-Process-V1_1, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[RFC2119]
	“Key words for use in RFCs to Indicate Requirement Levels”, S. Bradner, March 1997, URL:http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2119.txt

	[RFC2234]
	“Augmented BNF for Syntax Specifications: ABNF”. D. Crocker, Ed., P. Overell. November 1997, URL:http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc2234.txt

	[XCAP]
	“The Extensible Markup Language (XML) Configuration Access protocol (XCAP)”, J. Rosenberg, October 22 2004, URL:http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-simple-xcap-04.txt
Note: IETF Draft work in progress.

	[COMMONPOL]
	“A Document Format for Expressing Privacy Preferences”, H. Schulzrinne, J. Morris, H. Tschofenig, J. Cuellar, J. Polk, J. Rosenberg, October. 2004,
URL:http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-geopriv-common-policy-03.txt 

Note: IETF Draft work in progress.

	[CPCP]
	“The Conference Policy Control Protocol (CPCP)”, H. Khartabil, P. Koskelainen, A. Niemi, October 2004, http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-xcon-cpcp-01.txt
Note: IETF Draft work in progress.

	[XDMSPEC]
	“OMA XML Document Management Specification”, Version 1.0, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-XDM_Specification-V1_0-20040929-D, URL:http://www.openmobilealliance.org/

	[XCAP_List]
	“The Extensible Markup Language (XML) Formats for Representing Resource Lists”, J. Rosenberg, October 23 2004, URL:http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/ draft-ietf-simple-xcap-list-usage-04.txt

Note: IETF Draft work in progress.

	[3GPP TS 23.228]
	“IP Multimedia Subsystem (IMS); Stage 2”, 3GPP TS 23.228 V6.5.0, Release 6, Mar. 2004

	[3GPP2 X.S0013-002-A]
	“All-IP Core Network Multimedia Domain:  IP Multimedia Subsystem - Stage 2”, Revision A, Version 2.0, 3GPP2, 2004


5.1.5
Validation constraints

The PoC Group document SHALL conform to the XML Schema described in section 5.1.3 and any additional constraints described in [CPCP], with the clarifications given in this sub‑clause.

There can only be one <conference-uri> element.

The conference URI (content of the <conference-uri> element) SHALL be in the format of a SIP URI.

The value of the <conference-uri> element SHALL be unique amongst all PoC Group documents spanning all “users” trees stored across all PoC XDMS in a service provider’s domain. Additionally, the value of the <conference-uri> element SHALL be unique within the domain of the URI.

If the Conference URI does not conform to the local policy or the uniqueness constraint described above, the PoC 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.

If the <uniqueness-failure> element in the received HTTP “409 Conflict” response includes an “alt-value” element, the XDM Client SHOULD repeat the XCAP request using the Conference URI value provided in one of the received “alt-value” elements.

If the value proposed by the XDMC for the “max-participant-count” exceeds the value determined by the PoC XDMS, an HTTP “409 Conflict” response SHALL be returned with the error condition identified by the <constraint-failure> element. If included, the “phrase” attribute of this element SHOULD be set to “Maximum number of participants exceeded”.

NOTE 1: The rendering of any “phrase” attribute to a human user is a user interface issue, and is not standardized.

NOTE 2: If the server decides to use the “phrase” text as defined in this specification, it will ignore the received HTTP Accept-language header value. 

If the value proposed for the “id” element does not conform to the syntax of a supported URI, the PoC XDMS SHALL return an HTTP “409 Conflict” including the error element <constraint-failure>. If included, the “phrase” attribute SHOULD be set to “URI syntax error”.

If the XDMC adds a <target> element to the <dialout-list> element whose “uri” attribute matches that of another <target> element already present, the PoC XDMS SHALL return an HTTP “409 Conflict” including the error element <constraint-failure>. If included, the “phrase” attribute SHOULD be set to “Duplicate entry”.

The PoC XDMS MAY check that the E.164 URIs in the <id> elements correspond to a SIP identity known within the service provider's domain.

When the SIP/IP Core network corresponds with 3GPP IMS or 3GPP2 MMD networks, the verification MAY be implemented using respectively either E.164 address to SIP-URI resolution as defined in [3GPP TS 23.228] or name to address resolution as defined in [3GPP2 X.S0013-002].
If the validation fails, the PoC XDMS SHALL return an HTTP “409 Conflict” including the error element <constraint-failure>. If included, the “phrase” attribute SHOULD be set to “Invalid URI”.
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