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1 Reason for Change

The purpose of this CR is to update the references made to IETF drafts which are published as RFCs.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

n/a
3 Impact on Other Specifications

n/a
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

To implement the changes proposed in Section 6.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

2. References

2.1 Normative References

	[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

	[RFC4825]
	“The Extensible Markup Language (XML) Configuration Access protocol (XCAP)”, J. Rosenberg, May, 2007, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4825.txt


	[RFC4826]
	“Extensible Markup Language (XML) Formats for Representing Resource Lists”, J. Rosenberg, May 2007, URL: http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4825.txt 


	[XDM_Spec]
	“XML Document Management (XDM) Specification”, Version 2.0, Open Mobile Alliance(, OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V2_0, URL: http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ 


Change 1:  Another change

5. RLS XDM Application Usages

5.1 Presence List

1.1.1 Structure

The Presence List document SHALL conform to the structure of the “rls-services” document described in [RFC4826] section 4.1, with the following clarifications:

a. Each <service> element SHALL include the <packages> element.

b. Each <packages> element SHALL specify at least the presence event package as defined in [RFC3856].

1.1.2 Application Unique ID

The application unique ID (AUID) of a Presence List document SHALL be “rls-services” within the IETF tree, as specified in [RFC4826] section 4.4.1.

1.1.3 Default Namespace

The default namespace SHALL conform to the default namespace “urn:ietf:params:xml:ns:rls-services” for the “rls-services” document described in [RFC4826] section 4.4.4.
1.1.4 XML Schema

A Presence List document SHALL conform to the XML schema described in [RFC4826] section 4.2.

1.1.5 MIME Type

The MIME type of a Presence List document SHALL be “application/rls-services+xml”, as specified in [RFC4826] section 4.4.2.

1.1.6 Validation constraints

In addition to the XML schema, the validation constraints on a Presence List document SHALL conform to those described in [RFC4826] 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 [RFC4825]. 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_Spec]), which is stored in the RLS XDMS and provisioned to the XDM Client.  

· SHALL NOT violate the “uniqueness constraint” defined in [RFC4826] 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 [RFC4825].   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.

1.1.7 Data Semantics

The data semantics of a Presence List document SHALL conform to those described in [RFC4826] section 4.1.

1.1.8 Naming conventions

The naming conventions of a Presence List document SHALL conform to those described in [RFC4826] section 4.4.7.

The document containing the Presence Lists for a particular user SHALL be named “index”.

NOTE: Any document in the user’s tree without the name “index” will not be accessible by the RLS service.

1.1.9 Global documents

In addition to the Presence List documents that exist in the XCAP user tree, this application usage defines a single global document, “index”, created by the RLS XDMS in the XCAP global tree, as described in [RFC4826] section 4.4.8.

1.1.10 Resource interdependencies

The RLS XDMS SHALL conform to the resource interdependencies described in [RFC4826] section 4.4.8.
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