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1 Reason for Contribution

A Problem Report has been entered in the PR database about a possible problem in one of the OMA-PAG specifications.
2 Summary of Contribution

The Problem Report is shown in section 3
3 Detailed Proposal

Information copied from PR tool.

	Problem Report Number
	0017

	Submitter's Classification
	Specification Problem (INT)

	State
	SA Review

	Resolution
	No Resolution Given

	Problem Resolution ID
	No Resolution ID Given

	Raised
	2006-05-18 12:19

	PRS Version
	Presence-SIMPLE V1.0

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

	Location in Spec
	10.2

	Problem Summary
	Presence SPEC section 10.2 mandates use of fixed XML namespace prefixes 
which is against XML specifications.

	Problem Text
	Section 10.2 of presence TS mandates use of fixed namespaces and 
ordering of namespace declaration with following text. 

"10.2 Usage of XML namespaces prefixes 
The following XML namespace prefixes SHALL be used in the order defined 
below for the Presence information elements 
defined in the present specification:" 

According to www.W3.org, the prefixes can be anything as long as it maps 
to correct namespace. Their ordering also need not be in specific order. 
This recommendation would cause client/server developers to take 
short-cut path to interpret the presence XML documents, which would 
cause problems where generic namespaces are in picture. 

The presence pidf documents can also contain other namespace elements 
whose prefixes might be same as the ones defined in the spec. 

SPEC mandates the prefix's. BUT does NOT mandate which namespace is 
default namespace for the PIDF doc. What happens if one of the mentioned 
namespace itself is choosen for default namespace? 

We should rather follow proper XML approach, where the entities should 
expand the namespace prefixes and interpret the meaning of the elements. 
And NOT assume a prefix 'abc' always maps to namespace 'xyz'. 'abc' is 
equal to 'cba' if both are prefixes of same namespace. 

I strongly suggest SPEC should delete this section 10.2, which is 
against the base XML specification. 
OR 
If this is not feasible, I suggest It should only recommend, and NOT 
mandate with 'SHALL' in the text. 

references 
http://www.w3.org/TR/REC-xml-names/ 
http://www.rpbourret.com/xml/NamespacesFAQ.htm


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

Discuss the problem report. 
Find a solution/clarification and assign an action item to provide either an answer or a solution with a CR document against the appropriate specification document.
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