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1 Reason for Contribution

Document OMA-ARC-2006-0031-PEEM-the-SRAE-model has been submitted.
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution provides comments to OMA-ARC-2006-0031-PEEM-the-SRAE-model. 
3 Detailed Proposal

3.1 Acknowledgement
We acknowledge the presentation of the OASIS model and thank the authors for this.

We have no issue with the summary of the OASIS work.
3.2 Issue with proposal 
Per slide 3, the proposed model is limited to request to PEEM pertinent to a subject trying to perform an action on a resource.

The resulting proposed interface and flow are driven by this observation:

· As passed parameters

· As resulting flows (e.g. returned decision)

We have the following concerns:

· The interface requires definition of universal identifiers for:

· Subject

· Resource

Such identifiers have not been standardized so far. It is a tremendous task to perform such a standardization.

· SAML/XACML has a more restricted context that allows it to define ID attributes. It may not be immediate to generalize this.

· The terminology action is proper to the OASIS model. It will conflict with the PEEM definition. It is important to use another terminology.

· The interface does not seem to support multiple actions, e.g. where multiple actions are attempted to be executed possibly based on multiple conditions (e.g. user tries to download this if he has paid or otherwise he wants to pay for it). How would this be characterized?
· The interface does not support situations that involve multiple subjects (e.g. two or multiple party in a call request a particular call control operation, actions done on behalf or another principal,..). How would this be characterized?

· The interface does not support situations that affect multiple resources (need to pay a certain amount to buy a particular content; request to send a message to a user based on his location). How would this be characterized?

· How are delegations handled: i.e. who is the subject? How are actions done on behalf handled?

· The output presumes 

· That result is returned to requester

· That result involves obligation and decision. 

In document OMA-ARC-2006-0004-Guidelines_policy_definitions_updates as well as in the long discussions around PEEM policy definitions that we have had so far, we have stressed that this are unnecessary restrictions / assumption that should not be made.
The issues raised above are not resolved simply by extending the interface to support other parameters. It is fundamental to the assumption of the interface. 
The main issue is really the constraint that are imposed on the interface and as a result on what can be supported by the policy. Instead, the policy determines the interface!
3.3 Way forward

Yes a service provider may decide to only write policies that follows the proposed SRAE model. In such case, yes it is quit possible that the interface will always be in the form described in OMA-ARC-2006-0031-PEEM-the-SRAE-model. A vendor may also decide to only support those.
So we do not have a problem with such interfaces restricted by service provider (or vendor). We in fcat support the OASIS work around SAML and XACML. However, we have a problem with restricting PEEM to such assumption.

Therefore, and in agreement with OMA-ARC-2006-0005-PEM1_specification_discussion, we recommend that PEM-1 be a BLOB interface and that we describe how service providers or vendors can restrict the policies to a SRAE template.
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

We recommend that the ARC WG notes OMA-ARC-2006-0031-PEEM-the-SRAE-model. We do not agree with the recommendation to use the part indicated by OMA-ARC-2006-0031-PEEM-the-SRAE-model as basis to PEM-1 because this would impose unnecessary and unmotivated restrictions on PEEM in callable mode and the policies that PEEM would execute as well as on the overall usage context of PEEM.
We recommend that ARC consider our proposal in section 3.3.
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