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1 Reason for Contribution

The Browsing 2.4 enabler release (the “convergence” release) will contain XHTML MP 2.0. This new version of XHTML MP will refer to W3C XHTML Basic 1.1 and add specific conformance statements for mobile devices.
This input contribution proposes how each section, based on the current XHTML MP 1.2, should be dealt with. The input is based on OMA-TS-XHTMLMP-V1_2-20061121-D and XHTML Basic 1.1 draft 2006-11-01. 
2 Summary of Contribution

See section 1 above.
3 Detailed Proposal

Section 4 – Introduction

· Updated to state the relation with W3C XHTML Basic 1.1. 
· Add list of differences between XHTML MP 1.2 and 2.0.
Section 5 - The XHTML Mobile Profile 2.0 Document Type
· Remove reference to the DTD in appendix C. Replace the list of XHTML modules and elements with reference to the XHTML Basic 1.1 document type, section 3).
Section 6 - Use of XHTML Mobile Profile 

· Replace by ref to XHTML Basic 1.1 section 4. 
Section 7 – Conformance 

· Section 7.1 Document Conformance: Replace section by reference to XHTML Basic 1.1, section 2: This means that there is no XHTML MP 2.0 document type. I assume it must be so as the DTD is XHTML Basic 1.1.  

· Section 7.2 User Agent Conformance: For MIME types a reference to XHTML Basic 1.1, section 2.1, last paragraph, should be made (application/xhtml+xml or text/html). However, should we still have a definition of HTTP accept headers fields in XHTML MP 2.0?

Furthermore, XHTML Basic 1.1 defines the “XHTML inputmode Attribute Module” in section 5. This attribute is not included in XHTMLMOD (input and textarea elements of Forms and basic forms modules).  Is it a problem that a server can’t differentiate between support for XHTML Basic 1.1 and any other XHTML profile if the accept-headers are the same?
Section 8 - Use of Style with XHTML Mobile Profile
· Most parts of this section are informative. The only normative statements are a recommendation for User Agents to support style and if style is supported minimum conformance is WCSS. 
· Style attribute is referred in XHTML MP 8.4 but XHTML Basic 1.1 deprecates the style attribute (why?) so we may have to add a note in 8.4 to state this. 

· It is proposed to keep section 8 as is with the addition of a note in 8.4 that the style attribute is deprecated.

Section 9 - Use of Script with XHTML Mobile Profile

· It is proposed to keep this section as is.
Section 10 - Events in XHTML Mobile Profile
· XHTML Basic 1.1 does only refer to XHTML MOD intrinsic events module. XHTML MP event model is a profile of DOM Level 2 event model and adds conformance and semantics and event handler registration. Some events defined in XHTML MP are not included in intrinsic events module. 

The liaison OMA-LS_0116-to-W3C-on-HTMLWG-CommentsOnXHTMLBasic11-20060627-A OMA to W3C states:

“XHTML-Basic supports the Intrinsic Events (onblur, onfocus, onload, onunload, onchange, onselect, onsubmit). However, no statement is made about the Events attribute collection (onclick, ondblclick, onmousedown, onmouseup, onmouseover, onmousemove, onmouseout, onkeypress, onkeydown, onkeyup). XHTML-MP explicitly specifies a set of these “legacy events” to match market needs. That set is taken from both the Intrinsic Events and from the Events Attribute Collection. This discrepancy needs to be resolved”

and

“XHTML-MP explicitly defines the above “legacy events” in terms of a DOM events mapping, for “forward compatibility”. This allows for the future use of the DOM Event API to control “legacy events”. XHTML-Basic says nothing about the relationship of Intrinsic Events and the Events attribute collection to DOM Events. OMA would like to understand the best way to handle this issue.”

This discrepancy has not yet been resolved in the current draft of XHTML Basic 1.1. 

Section 11 - Media Object Inclusion: the object Element
· This section clarifies the usage of the object element in XHTML MP. For example how to invoke a local application such as a Java AMS with the classid attribute. Doesn’t change or add anything compared with HTML 4.01 but clarifies the somewhat unclear text in HTML 4.01. The special case of invoking a Java AMS is also addressed. 
· It is proposed to keep this section as is.

Section 12 - Navigation Optimizations
· This section contains optional statements about how possible navigation optimizations using the accesskey attribute or the link element.  Doesn’t add or change anything from XHTML/HTML but more of hints/encouragements to facilitate navigation. 
· It is proposed to keep this section as is.

Section 13 - Text Input Modes
· Text input modes is now included in XHTML Basic by section 5 “XHTML inputmode Attribute Module”.
· It is proposed to replace this section with a reference to XHTML Basic 1.1, section 5.

Section 14 - Minimum Processing Capacity for XHTML Elements

· This section contains a number of conformance statements for minimum capacity regarding forms and anchors. 
· It is proposed to keep this section as is.

Section 15 - Using Schemes in XHTML Forms
· This section defines processing rules for the construction of  url-encoded URIs in XHTML forms. 
· It is proposed to keep this section as is.
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

It is requested that BAC-MAE takes this input as basis for a discussion on the content of each section of XHTML MP 2.0.by e-mail and teleconferences 
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