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1 Reason for Contribution

The material in section 4.1 of the RD about actors confuses me.
2 Summary of Contribution

Section 3 asks a number of questions about the material in section 4.1.
3 Detailed Proposal

1. 4.1 text says that “The permissions manager is an authorised principal that manages, (creates, modifies, deletes etc) permissions rules.”  However the figure says that the rules administrator “wants to adminstrate rules”.  I would have thought that administering rules would include operations like create, modify, delete.  These statements in the RD seem to be contradictory?
2. Also, the arrow from manager to GPM says “manages permission rules” – how does this relate to #1 above?

3. Section 4.1 text about the permission target says “Permission rules set for the permissions target may determine the rights of the permissions target with respect to what, (if any) permissions management functions he can perform.”  This statement seems to mix the target actor and the manager actor – obviously the same human may be both, but the purpose of defining actors is to separate the various roles that are played, possibly by the same person.

4. The arrow in figure 1 between target and manager says “wants to know his rights”.  This statement would seem to be better on the arrow between manager and GPM?

5. What is the significance of the arrow between administrator and manager being dashed, not solid?

6. There is no mention of “provisioning tools” in the text so I don’t understand its meaning on the arrow between the administrator and manager.

7. Under the manager text, it says “GPM takes into account that permissions management operations will have to be performed at a generalised, high level and succinct manner in order to ensure usability.”  What does “generalised, high level and succinct manner” mean?  Does this have anything to do with requirements on the specification?

8. The requestor text states “With GPM, requesters can therefore discover over standardised interfaces, the permission rules that determine the extent to which information about permissions targets can be accessed or disclosed to them.”  Can requestors actually learn about the rules, or just whether they are granted permission to access a target’s attributes??

In summary, my primary concern is (at least my) confusion about the difference between rules that GPM might apply to a request for a target’s attributes (e.g., “requestor X can get my attributes only between Y and Z o’clock”) and the actual instantiated rule that each target might have based on a manager filling in values for X, Y, Z..  I wonder if the actor differentiation in section 4.1 is trying to identify someone who defines the set of rules that GPM might apply, and someone who sets the parameters of such rules for each target?  If this is the distinction, then we merely have to fix the wording.  If some other distinction is meant, then I think the document needs more revision.
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

The GPM group should discuss the questions in section 3 above and update the RD if required.
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