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1. Recommendation
ARC should agree with the comments in section 2 below and make the corresponding changes to the AD.
2. Review Comments

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2007.06.03
	D
	3.3
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM
Form: <INP doc

Comment:  Abbreviations that are not used in AD: IM, IMSI, MIN, MSISDN, PCE
Proposed Change: remove them
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	E
	4
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM
Form: <INP doc

Comment:  remove Note
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  para 3, “The type of information to be passed by a requester to GPM may be supported, with possible changes, by the PEEM PEM-1 interface (see [PEEM-AD]).”  Tell which type of requestor, what type of info.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  para 3, remove “additional requirements may apply and may imply the need for some changes.”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  para 4, remove “using PEEM capabilities”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  remove all of para 5, “To ensure the use of coherent terminology and consistent architectural mapping…”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  remove all of para 6, “A dependency was identified for GPM on roles and rights assignment/management capabilities”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	E
	5.2
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment: remove Note 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.2
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  in Fig 1, remove the outgoing line labelled “interfaces to other resources”.  Nothing in the spec will say that a GPM implementation does this – it will be done by rules.   Fix para following the Figure accordingly.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  first bullet: “if not identified prior to starting up the processing” – if this component does not identify rules, then which one does?  
Proposed Change: remove the “may” aspect – this component always selects the rules to process 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  first major bullet, what are “GPM protected permission targets”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  first major bullet, “In addition to this, a decision could include an action to ASK (Ask for consent from Ask Target) – an action that the GPM enabler would complete prior to returning the decision to the Permissions Checking Requester”.  The 2 bullets above state the results of the evaluation, but ASK is NOT a result, but rather a possible step to reaching the result.  So Ask does not belong here, but possibly described in the evaluation bullet.  Note 4th bullet deals with Ask.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  2nd major bullet “overwriting priorities of Permissions Rules” – seems unnecessary since the preceding phrase includes “prioritizing”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “Using in general data provisioned” – remove “in general”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.3.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  In “GPM will trigger the notifications to the list of destination targets triggered by the fulfillment of the conditions provided (e.g. before the permissions rule” – delete “triggered by the fulfillment of the conditions provided (e.g.”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  remove Note
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	E
	5.3.3
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  remove Note
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  Remove “Specific GPM requirements that may require new arguments to be specified and passed using this interface,will be supported by the PEEM PEM-2 interface.”  Cannot stated what another enabler will do.  Contains no information too.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	E
	5.3.4
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  remove both Notes
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.4
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  The whole section should be removed.  This information helps nobody (spec writers, developers, anyone).  I think this section should be about enablers that this enabler has a dependency on, but GPM has no dependencies.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.4
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  3rd para – remove this para (“A response to an outbound ask request can be associated to the outbound request based on matching the sender of the response.”) since it doesn’t work.  Need to correlate to GPM requestor also.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.4
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  para 4 says “Different mechanisms can be used to allow setup of such subscriptions (e.g. subscriber or administrator portal etc…);” – but these are different actors, not different mechanisms.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.4
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  para 2 says “The “Ask Request” is modelled as an outbound message to a target, with the expectation of a response”  But the following text clarifies that GPM won’t in fact say anything about the Ask, in fact it is dictated by the permissions rules and GPM actually has no vision of Ask.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	E
	5.4
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  remove 2 Notes
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	T
	general
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  The document is ambivalent about Ask – will GPM spec say anything specific about it or not.  If not, then we should say merely that the rules language will support mechanisms to be able to do an Ask, but that GPM will not know anything about Ask.  The spec will say nothing about Ask.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	E
	5.5
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  Remove Notes
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  para 4 – is “Ask” an action to be executed (like Grant or Deny)?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  para 4, remove “Depending on the decision reached (see section 5.3.1),”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A002
	2007.06.03
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment: this section has the confusion about whether GPM recognizes something as an “ask” and specifically executes something, or if it is just one of the permission rules evaluated by GPM 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: 



	A001
	2007.06.03
	E
	5.5.2
	Source: Mark Pozefsky, IBM

Form: <INP doc

Comment:  “When executing amanagement operation, it may trigger a policy processing step, for example to notify   some principals or sendi an ask request,” – space in “amanagement” and remove “I” from “sendi”
Proposed Change: 
	Status: 
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