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1 Reason for Contribution

Issue list OMA-ARC-GPM-2008-0006R03-INP_TS_Issue_List has been created to scope the progress of the GPM specification work.

This contribution focuses on issues CHK-8, -9, -10, -11 which were derived from the LOCSIP related OMA-ARC-GPM-2008-0012-INP_LOCSIP_PoliciesInGPM.
2 Summary of Contribution

Provides insights on how to deal with or handle the LOCSIP issues CHK-8, -9, -10, -11. Where possible concrete suggestions will be made for the way forward.
3 Detailed Proposal

Issue CHK-8 
This issue identifies the need to elaborate on how location information can be passed through/from GPM, and a few potential ways of working have been identified. 

With respect to the first identified option (Location sent in input template and GPM evaluates the rule) can be elaborated that the GPM input template (see section 5.1.1.3 of the GPM TS) for PEM-1 defines the contextInformation parameter which can be extended to contain location information. Typically such extension would be defined as part of the LOCSIP enabler.

With respect to the third identified option (Location enabler call by GPM and GPM evaluates the rule) can be elaborated that the GPM enabler can be used as is. The GPM enabler supports a function call extension (see section 5.2 of the GPM TS) which can be used to implement in a solution a callout to a resource to retrieve location information. It is advised to not standardize such callout as typically such callout will be on implementation (e.g. java) level and not on external interfacing level. One may choose instead to specify which standardized interface should be used to retrieve the location information.
Issue CHK-9

This issue identifies the need to elaborate on LOCSIP needed actions that may be performed by GPM, and a few actions that may potentially needed on behalf of LOCSIP have been identified.

With respect to the first identified action (Confirm, ask for target confirmation) can be elaborated that an Ask Consent interface has been defined as part of GPM (see section 5.4 of the GPM TS) and that an interface binding has been specified (section 5.5 of the GPM TS). LOCSIP may opt to define extension to the RequestedAttributes parameter to transfer location information in the consent request.
With respect to the second identified action (Notify Target, apply a policy but notify target all the same) can be elaborated that such type of notification message has not been defined (yet) as part of the GPM TS. Depending on the outcome of the LOCSIP internal discussions on the need for such message, the GPM TS may be expanded if such need has arisen.  

With respect to the third identified action (Allow once) we interpret this as a Target User’s Consent Response; it can be elaborated that such type of Consent Response message has not been defined (yet) as part of the GPM TS. Depending on the outcome of the LOCSIP internal discussions on the need for such message, the GPM TS may be expanded if such need has arisen. Notice that the ConsentPeriod is specified as part of the Consent Request and that this parameter may be assigned such a value that the effect is that the location can be obtained only once.

Issue CHK-10
This issue identifies the need to elaborate on whether there is a possibility to cache authorizations (so as not to query the GPM every time).

GPM supports handling of a ConsentPeriod which resembles the period of time for which a Consent is “valid”. While the GPM TS does not explicitly identify the support for caching or storing of authorized consents (this is assumed an implementation matter) it does support the handling/processing of ConsentPeriod and this implies that GPM in one way or another shall be able to deal with dealing with user consent interaction that is tuned with the ConsentPeriod.
This issue can also be interpret as if there is a need by the GPM Requester (which uses PEM-1 to request GPM processing) to do caching/storing of authorizations/Consents. In such case it may make sense for the GPM PEM-1  output template to support the ConsentPeriod. At present the output template does not support such parameter. Depending on the outcome of the LOCSIP internal discussions on the need for such parameter feed back to the GPM requester, the GPM TS may be expanded if such need has arisen.
Issue CHK-11
This issue identifies the need to elaborate on who defines the XDM Privacy document for LOCSIP.
This should be LOCSIP. GPM’s interfaces are agnostic of rules or privacy documents contents. In case LOCSIP chooses to work with or use GPM, then LOCSIP may opt to socialize the document to provide the ARC WG with the opportunity to learn what type of Privacy will be dealt with in a GPM context.
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

To accept the detailed proposal. To close issue CHK-8, -9, -10, -11.
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