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Abst r act

Experience since the publication of the nost recent SIP Events
framework (in July 2012) has shown that there is room for
interpretation around the use of dobally Routable User Agent URIs in
that specification. This docunent clarifies the intended behavior

Thi s docunent updates RFC 6665.
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1. I nt roducti on

This docunent is intended to clarify a point of inplenentor confusion
arising fromlack of clarity in [ RFC6665].

2. Carification of CGRUU Handl i ng

The key words "MJST", "MJST NOT", "REQUI RED', "SHALL", "SHALL NOT",
"SHOULD', "SHOULD NOT", "RECOMMENDED', "MAY", and "COPTIONAL" in this
docunent are to be interpreted as described in [RFC2119].

Section 4.5.1 of [RFC6665] contains the follow ng normative
requi renent on inplenentations:

Notifiers MJUST inplenent the dobally Routable User Agent URI
(CRUU) extension defined in [ RFC5627], and MJUST use a GRUU as
their local target. This allows subscribers to explicitly target
desired devi ces.

The second sentence of this paragraph attenpted to set context for
the nornmative statenent: the reason CRUUs are required in this
context is to allow you to send SUBSCRI BE or REFER requests to a
specific user agent, with the target of the subscription request
bei ng sonething Iike an I NVITE dialog on that device. Consequently,
the requirenent to include a GRUU as a local target was intended to
apply not just to the local target for SUBSCRI BE-created dial ogs, but
to *all* dial ogs, even those created by INVITE. This requirenent has
been interpreted in a variety of ways by inplenentors, so a
clarification is in order.

Di scussi on subsequent to the publication of [RFC6665] has highlighted
obscure cases in which inplenmentations mght be notifiers in sone
contexts, but may not wish to act as notifiers in others. Under

t hese narrow ci rcunstances, the restriction described above is not
necessary for dialogs about which the notifier will never accept
subscriptions (although the use of GRUUs in such a context causes no
harm either).
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3.

Roach

Thi s docunent updates [RFC6665] to clarify the actual requirenents.
The replacenent text is as follows:

Notifiers MJUST i nplenment the d obally Routable User Agent UR
(CGRU) extension defined in [ RFC5627]. Notifiers MJST use a GRU
as their local target for all dialog-formng nethods and all
target-refresh nethods, except for those dialogs for which they
will reject all subscription requests (inplicit or explicit). For
clarity: an inplenmentation that uses a non-GRUU | ocal contact
under the exception described above MJST reject a request that

m ght create a subscription to the associated di al og, regardl ess
of whet her such subscription would be created by a SUBSCRI BE or a
REFER nmessage. The rejection code under such conditions SHOULD be
403 (Forbi dden) unl ess sone other code is nore appropriate to the
circunmstances. The foregoing requirenments to inplenent and use
CRUUs specifically include dialogs created by the | NVITE net hod.

Security Considerations

Thi s mechani sm does not introduce any security issues beyond those
di scussed in [ RFC6665] .

I ANA Consi der ati ons
Thi s docunent requests no actions of | ANA
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