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1 Reason for Change

Current PEEM AD is using undefined terms that could have multiple interpretations. The terms we refer to are “workflow” and “composition”. The following reasons are provided:

1. The terms “workflow” and “composition” are not defined anywhere in OMA (in particular, PEEM RD, PEEM AD, and OMA dictionary does not have a definitions for those terms).

2. The terms are used introduction and use cases in the PEEM RD, but there are NO requirements in the PEEM RD that include those terms.

3. There are only a few places in the PEEM AD where these terms are use.

4. The only apparent reason that those terms made it into the PEEM AD is because the “Introduction” and “Definition” sections were copied over from the PEEM RD, without sufficient scrutiny. The occurrences of the terms “workflow” and “composition” are only in those sections, and in an Appendix that refers to a definition from the copied over Definitions section. The conclusion is that the insertion of these terms in the PEEM AD was not deliberate, but accidental because of unsufficient scrutiny for the non-normative sections (e.g. the section “Introduction” was agreed to late in the Sydney meeting, when it was introduced on-the-fly as a contribution, in the attempt to accelerate AD completion). The counter-example is, in a prior meeting in Montreal, when we discussed Policy Expression Language Features, we were quite careful to avoid the use of those terms, and used “delegation” instead”.

5. In both the PEEM RD and the PEEM AD, the understanding is that those terms are used in the sense of “delegation to other resources”. Other instances may be interpreted as variations of this wording (e.g. “sequence of delegations to different resources”). In specific places in the text, these or other specific similar wording may correctly apply.

6. The term “delegate” has a definition in the PEEM RD and the PEEM AD.

7. There is an abundance of definitions in the industry for the terms “workflow” and “composition”, many of them having different interpretations, and it is possible that none of the known terms applies exactly to the context we operate in the PEEM AD, therefore we consider it difficult to agree quickly to specific definitions for those terms, without revisiting major parts of the RD and AD, because of introducing those terms. Keeping the use of the terms without a definition may create obvious confusion and interpretation.

8. Given the above, we propose to replace the terms “workflow” and “composition” as suggested, and we provide in the detailed proposal all the changes suggested that would remove the occurrences of the undefined terms, without the need to introduce new definitions. Note that, since NO requirements are referring to these terms, there is absolutely no concern that we would somehow misinterpret a requirement in making those changes. Finally, also note that all those occurrences are in non-normative sections of the PEEM AD (one in the Definition section, as an example in brackets, one in the Introduction section, and one in an Appendix – the latter a repeat of the Definition in which we found the first occurrence) – so this is by all accounts a harmless, simple, surgical fix.

2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

This change is not an issue, as it is work in progress on a first enabler release.

3 Impact on Other Specifications

This change has no impact on any specifications

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 ARC WG agrees to these changes to the PEEM AD.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

---- Begin Change 1 ----

[…]

3.2 Definitions

For the purposes of the present document, the terms and definitions given in [OMA-DICT] and the following apply:

	Delegate
	A delegate is a designated resource that performs specified tasks or functions on behalf of (one or more) other resources. To delegate is to designate a resource to perform specified tasks or functions on behalf of (one or more) other resources.

	Policy
	An ordered combination of policy rules that defines how to administer, manage, and control access to resources, [Derived from [RFC 3060], [RFC 3198] and [RFC 3460]].

	Policy Action
	Action (e.g. invocation of a function, script, code, sequence of delegations to different resources) that is associated to a policy condition in a policy rule and that is executed when its associated policy condition results in "true" from the policy evaluation step.


 […]

---- End Change 1  ----

---- Begin Change 2 ----

[…]

4. Introduction
(Informative)

Mobile service environments where different entities, e.g. enterprises, mobile operators, service providers and 3rd party service providers collaborate to provide highly personalised services to mobile subscribers present new opportunities and benefits to the mobile industry. Policy Evaluation, Enforcement and Management (PEEM) is driven by the need to reduce management complexity whilst introducing consistent new subscriber services with the same or reduced time to market.

Policies are formalisms that are used to express business, engineering or process criteria represented by a combination of conditions and actions. PEEM specifies ways to convey and enforce policies that can be used to manage resources, processes, and underlying systems. OMA enablers are expected to re-use PEEM concepts in order to avoid duplication and misalignment.  The aim of this document is to define the architecture of the PEEM enabler.

PEEM also enables the delegation of responsibility to other resources:

· This can help avoid the costly duplication of functionality across service enablers and reduce the proliferation of ‘silos’ in service provider networks. 

· This is expected to be an efficient mechanism to re-use resources by providing a systematic way to express and implement the delegation to such other resources.
Policies are associated with resources, and/or requestors and/or requests.  Whenever requests are made to a resource, the associated policies are evaluated and enforced by a policy enforcement mechanism on the request and on the associated response. 

The PEEM enabler can be used as a function that can be explicitly called by other resources

· To protect the resource and therefore facilitate its exposure by the service provider. 

· To realise a sequence of delegations to other resources.

This architecture document is expected to be neutral in terms of implementation and deployments.

[…]
---- End Change 2  ----

---- Begin Change 3 ----

[…]

G.1 Introduction to IETF terminology

This section introduces the IETF terminology described in [RFC3198], titled “Terminology for policy-based management” and how the PEEM terminology is related to that.

Table 2. IETF to PEEM terminology mapping

	IETF definitions [RFC3198]
	Corresponding OMA definitions [PEEM AD]

	Policy

"Policy" can be defined from two perspectives:

A definite goal, course or method of action to guide and determine present and future decisions.  "Policies" are implemented or executed within a particular context (such as policies defined within a business unit).

Policies as a set of rules to administer, manage, and control access to network resources [RFC3060].
	Policy

An ordered combination of policy rules that defines how to administer, manage, and control access to resources, [Derived from [RFC 3060], [RFC 3198] and [RFC 3460]].

	Policy rule

A basic building block of a policy-based system.  It is the binding of a set of actions to a set of conditions - where the conditions are evaluated to determine whether the actions are performed [RFC3060].
	Policy rule

A combination of a condition and an action to be performed if the condition is true

	Policy condition

A representation of the necessary state and/or prerequisites that define whether a policy rule's actions should be performed. This representation need not be completely specified, but may be implicitly provided in an implementation or protocol. When the policy condition(s) associated with a policy rule evaluate to TRUE, then (subject to other considerations such as rule priorities and decision strategies) the rule should be enforced. 

In [RFC3060], a rule's conditions can be expressed as either an ORed set of ANDed sets of statements (disjunctive normal form), or an ANDed set of ORed sets of statements (conjunctive normal form).  Individual condition statements can also be negated.
	Policy condition

A condition is a Boolean predicate that yields true or false. It may be “complex”.

	Policy action

Definition of what is to be done to enforce a policy rule, when the conditions of the rule are met.  Policy actions may result in the execution of one or more operations to affect and/or configure network traffic and network resources. In [RFC3060], a rule's actions may be ordered.
	Policy action

Action (e.g. invocation of a function, script, code, sequence of delegations to different resources) that is associated to a policy condition in a policy rule and that is executed when its associated policy condition results in "true" from the policy evaluation step.

	Policy decision

Two perspectives of "policy decision" exist:

· A "process" perspective that deals with the evaluation of a policy rule's conditions

· A "result" perspective that deals with the actions for enforcement, when the conditions of a policy rule are TRUE
	Policy evaluation

Determination of whether the policy rules results in “true”

See also Policy action.

	[RFC3198] has no equivalent container definition.
	Policy enforcement

The processes of policy evaluation and policy execution.

	Policy enforcement

The execution of a policy decision.
	Policy execution

Execution of the action associated to the policy condition selected by policy evaluation


[…]

---- End Change 3  ----
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