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1 Reason for Change

The XDM1 problem report PR-19 addresses an issue about namespace bindings when a XDM client does a retrieve of an xml node being an xml element or an xml attribute. For more information see information copied from PR tool below.
Proposed solution:

The XCAP draft http://tools.ietf.org/wg/simple/draft-ietf-simple-xcap/draft-ietf-simple-xcap-09.txt contains a method to retrieve namespace bindings for an XML element that a client can use. The XCAP draft does not specify that the XDM server shall include more namespace bindings then it exists in the xml node addressed. This means that XDM clients can not expect to receive all needed namespace bindings from the XDM server according to this draft. 
The proposed solution to the PR is to add notes in two places to make an XDM client developer aware of the fact that the XDM client in some situations must do a second request to fetch the needed namespace bindings using the retrieve namespace binding method from the XCAP-09 draft. It has not been found that any text needs to be added to the XDM server part of the TS as it already today states that is shall follow the XCAP draft procedures. The solution is based on that CR OMA-PAG-2006-0199R0x is agreed. This CR replaces XCAP-07 with XCAP-09 draft.
NOTE to the Editor: The CR needs that CR OMA-PAG-2006-0199R0x is agreed and inserted first.
Information copied from PR tool.

	Problem Report Number
	0020

	Submitter's Classification
	Specification Problem (INT)

	State
	SA Review

	Resolution
	No Resolution Given

	Problem Resolution ID
	No Resolution ID Given

	Raised
	2006-03-28 17:48

	XDM Version
	XDM 1.0

	Specification
	XDM Shared Specification - OMA-TS-XDM_Shared-V1_0-20050415-C

	Location in Spec
	general problem for all XDM - Shared, Presence and PoC XDM

	Problem Summary
	Namespace definition when retrieving XML fragment.

	Problem Text
	When putting XDM document, namespace definition is usually placed in a 
root element of the document. 

But when getting just fragment of such a document, it's not clear if the 
server shall return fragment without namespaces definitions or it shall 
add the namespace definiton into the root element of this fragment. Our 
client and some other clients too expect to have the namespace definiton 
also in the fragment of XML, otherwise we're not able to parse such a XML. 

Some servers return fragments without namespace definition, some of them 
leave out just default namespace and some of them return the fragment 
how it was previously uploaded on the server (usually without any 
namespace definition). It should be clearly stated in the specification, 
which behaviour (with/without namespace definiton in XML fragments) is 
correct. 


2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

n/a
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

The working group is recommended to agree the CR and insert the proposed changes into the TS. 

The working group is also recommended to answer the XDM1 PR 20 with 
“Clarifications are added to OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V1_0-20060314-C
by adding notes that the XDM client must be aware of that it can receive an xml fragment without all needed namespace bindings.  For more details see OMA-PAG-2006-0211.”
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Replace section 6.1.1.2.6 (Note that Section 6.1.1.2.10 is introduced by other CR.)
6.1.1.2.6 Retrieve an Element

Retrieving an element in an XML document SHALL follow the procedures described in [XCAP] Section 7.6.
Note: When an XML-fragment is received as a result of a retrieve operation, the XML-fragment does not always contain all needed namespace bindings. XDM clients that do not already have knowledge about the namespace bindings must fetch these by doing a separate namespace binding request as defined in Section 6.1.1.2.10
Change 2:  Replace section 6.1.1.2.9 (Note that Section 6.1.1.2.10 is introduced by other CR.)
6.1.1.2.9 Retrieve an Attribute
Retrieving an attribute of an element in an XML document SHALL follow the procedures described in [XCAP] Section 7.9.
Note: When an XML-fragment is received as a result of a retrieve operation, the XML-fragment does not always contain all needed namespace bindings. XDM clients that do not already have knowledge about the namespace bindings must fetch these by doing a separate namespace binding request as defined in Section 6.1.1.2.10.
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