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1 Reason for Contribution

Discuss the registration procedures, the duration of the processing time of the registration and their benefits
2 Summary of Contribution

Recently, the IETF registration process and requirements for IANA media type registration have been updated in RFC 4288. – There are several categories referred as “trees” under which media types can be registered depending on the intended applicability of the media type. 
3 Detailed Proposal

Some of the mentioned registrations trees in 4288 are ‘STANDARD Tree’, ‘VENDOR TREE’, ‘PERSONAL TREE’ and ‘X-TREE’.  The different registration trees have different requirements, scope of intended usage and review process.  
The template for the registration and publication requirements for each tree is described in 4288. After the registration a ‘Media type reviewer’ appointed by the IETF Application Area Director(s) reviews the registration to make sure that it meets the requirements set forth in RFC 4288
In both Standard and Vendor trees, all media types are kept under IANA and will be owned by the standard body i.e. only the standard body can submit request for changes/modifications of registered media type.

Brief summary of the different registration categories/trees are listed below
STANDARD TREE

 A sub type registered under this tree is intended for the types of general interest to the Internet community. The standards tree exists for media types that do require a substantive review and approval process in a recognized standards body

The Registration of a media type under a standard tree MUST FULFILLED the Following

· MUST be approved by IESG prior to IANA registration and MUST correspond to a formal publication by a recognized standards body
· MUST be published as an RFC, either as a standalone RFC or part of general Specification
· Security Requirement: Analysis of security issues must be done : All media types must have reasonable security consideration section
· The normal IETF processes should be followed for all IETFregistrations in the standards tree.  The posting of an InternetDraft is a necessary first step, followed by posting to theietf-types@iana.org list as discussed in 4288 
· To become Internet Standards, a protocol   or data object must go through the IETF standards process.  This is too difficult and too lengthy a process for the convenient registration of media types

“..Other than IETF registrations in the standards tree, the registration of a data type does not imply endorsement, approval, or recommendation by the IANA or the IETF or even certification that the specification is adequate..”
VENDOR TREE

The vendor and personal trees exist for those media types that do not require such substantive review and approval  process. 
The registration of the vendor tree is for commercially available products and is intended for all interchanges of that media type associated with the product that belongs to the registering Organisation or vendor. This is also intended for a wide usage.
The Registration of a media type under a Vendor tree should do the following:
· Registrations in the vendor and personal tree should be submitted directly to the IANA, ideally after first posting to theietf-types@iana.org list for review
· It is not required to be published as an RFC, but publication as an RFC is encouraged
· Security Requirement: Analysis of security issues is encourage but not required. : All media types must have reasonable security consideration section
PERSONAL
“Registrations for media types created experimentally or as part of products that are not distributed commercially may be registered in the personal or vanity tree…” see, RFC 4288

ANALYSIS

Even though registering media type under a standard tree will require the same lengthy process and duration of time as an IETF draft , there is no actual benefit  if that registering is coming from a different standardisation body. As it is mentioned in RFC 4288 that ““..Other than IETF registrations in the standards tree, the registration of a data type does not imply endorsement, approval, or recommendation by the IANA or the IETF or even certification that the specification is adequate...”
In Vendor tree however, substantive review can be done can be carried out to ensure the quality of the specification without necessary going through the lengthy IETF process and RFC. This is also equally applicable to wide support for any one who needs to exchange and interoperate with product or organisation producing the media types

Also,  there is no specific  need for the definition of the message/msrp MIME type, because it does not have any application other than in between an OMA message store and an OMA UE, thus, there is not point in defining it as an IETF standard, when there isn't a IETF standard specification or a standard IETF service to back it

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

Considering the procedure, scope of usage and benefits and following the recommendation stated in RFC 4288

 “To become Internet Standards, a protocol   or data object must go through the IETF standards process.  This is too difficult and too lengthy a process for the convenient registration of media types..”
Also, IETF does not have, and most likely will not have, any application for encapsulating MSRP messages in MSRP. Public internet has so far not used message/msrp yet. Thus, the concept of message/msrp becomes an OMA specific application, in which case, the message/vnd.oma.msrp will be logical to register with IANA and future wide usage will reference that in IANA.

It is therefore recommended for MWG-IM to go for the registration of the mime type message/msrp under the ‘Vendor tree’, which will become: ‘message/vnd.oma.msrp’
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