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1 Reason for Contribution

This contribution provides a response for the following problem report:
	Problem Report Number
	0023

	Submitter's Classification
	Specification Problem (INT)

	State
	SA Review

	Resolution
	No Resolution Given

	Problem Resolution ID
	No Resolution ID Given

	Raised
	2006-07-19 13:11

	PRS Version
	Presence-SIMPLE V1.0

	Specification
	OMA-TS-Presence_SIMPLE-V1_0-20060214-C

	Location in Spec
	N/A

	Linked Problem Reports
	N/A

	Problem Summary
	Shall the RLMI document include the URIs as they exist in the 
corresponding RLS XDM document or can they be changed in any way by 
the presence server before reaching the presence watcher/client?

	Problem Text
	A presence server at the TestFest-15 did not include the prefix of the 
service URI and the resource URIs in the RLMI document sent from the 
presence server as they existed in the corresponding RLS XDM document. 
A discussion if this is right or wrong indicated that it's not clear 
enough for everyone in the specification if the URIs in the RLMI 
document should inculde the prefix that was used when creating the RLS 
XDM document or if these can be changed by the presence server. What 
happens if a resource is added with a pres: prefix, can the RLMI 
document contain a resource URI with a sip:? Can a client assume that 
the URI including the prefix will be the same in the RLMI, if not how 
should these cases be solved from a client perspective, all the 
different scenarious has to be clear for both client and server 
vendors. 


draft-ietf-simple-event-list-07 

The first mandatory <list> attribute is "uri", which contains the 
uri 
that corresponds to the list. Typically, this is the URI to which 
the SUBSCRIBE request was sent. 

The "uri" attribute identifies the resource to which the <resource> 
element corresponds. Typically, this will be a SIP URI which, if 
subscribed to, would return the state of the resource. This 
attribute MUST be present.


2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution proposes the response that should be entered into the PR Tool to close Problem Report 0023.
3 Detailed Proposal

RFC 3986 specifies that the scheme name (i.e. prefix) is part of the URI generic syntax.  Therefore, the service URI and resource URIs included in an RLMI document must contain the scheme name, since the URI would not be valid without it.
No clarification is needed in the OMA SIMPLE Presence specification.

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

Approve the following response for Problem Report 0023, to be entered into the PR database:

” RFC 3986 specifies that the scheme name (i.e. prefix) is part of the URI generic syntax.  Therefore, the service URI and resource URIs included in an RLMI document must contain the scheme name, since the URI would not be valid without it.”
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