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1 Reason for Contribution

In order to help expedite the processing of the GPM RDRR, this contribution proposes resolutions to open comments A126, A127, A128, A130, A131, A135, A136 and A137 regarding section 6.1.3 Ask Management 

2 Summary of Contribution

 This contribution addresses the following RDRR comments from Oracle:

	RDRR Ref.
	Comments
	Original Wording
	Lucent Response

	A126
	Source: Oracle

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-92

Are you sure? It should be a SHALL support but be left to choices. Then is this a management step? Is this captured in permission rules? Requirement must be clarified
	6.1.3 Ask-1

If the permission checking request, results in an Ask request, and when this Ask request is sent, the GPM enabler SHALL notify the Target Attribute Requester
	We agree that this could be included as a Perm-Type requirement as well. We also propose changing to ‘enable’. (See proposal in 1st change below):

	A127
	Source: Oracle

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-92

Clarification needed: assignment should be done by who? Is this a management step? Is this captured in permission rules? Something else?
	6.1.3 Ask-2

If the Permissions Manager/Permissions Manager’s Delegate(s) has assigned an ‘ask’ action to a permissions rule, it SHALL be possible for them to assign one or more Ask Target(s).
	Assigning an ask request to a rule is part of rules creation and therefore does not need to be called out separately.

However, to avoid the term ‘ask action’, we propose the 2nd change below.

	A128
	Source: Oracle

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-92

Define priority? Is it related to permission rule priority or different? Is this a management step? Is this captured in permission rules? Something else? Requirement must be clarified
	6.1.3 Ask-3

In the case that multiple Ask Targets exist for the same Ask rule, it SHALL be possible for the Permissions Manager/Permissions Manager’s Delegate(s) to assign a priority to those Ask Targets.
	This is not the same as permissions rule priority.

We suggest combining Ask-3 and Ask-4 as suggested in Change 3 below.

	A130
	Source: Oracle

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-92

Define priority? Is it related to permission rule priority or different? Is this a management step? Is this captured in permission rules? Define / explain taking precedence, it is absolutely not clear in such context. Requirement must be clarified.
	6.1.3 Ask-4
In the event multiple answers are received for an Ask Request, the reply from the Ask Target with the highest priority SHALL take precedence over the others,
	See A128

	A131
	Source: Oracle

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-92

Clarify what information.
	6.1.3 Ask-5

If the Ask Target can be identified as the Target Attribute Consumer, this information SHALL appear in the notification sent by the GPM enabler to the Target Attribute Requester
	The information to be included is the fact that the Ask target is the target attribute consumer. See proposal in change 4 below:

	A135
	Source: Oracle

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-92

We believe that this should be left to the service provider administrator or other principal to decide this if they want so. 

Please update to convey this.

Then is this a management step? Is this captured in permission rules? Something else?
	6.1.3 Ask-11

If an ask validity period has not yet expired and the Ask Target has not yet responded and another permission checking request carrying the same inputs as the first one, is received by GPM, then

· The GPM enabler SHALL NOT send again an ask request to the Ask Target, and
· The GPM enabler SHOULD notify the requester by a predefined message that says that the request was already received and no additional Ask request was sent.
 (Use Case 5.1).
	This should be clarified with the 5th change in the proposal below.

The Ask management functions are part of the rules creation function and therefore do not need to be called out separately in 6.1.2.

	A136
	Source: Oracle

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-92

Shouldn’t there be other impact also (like instead of being notified being refused access to attribute etc…)? Requirements should be clarified or an addition requirement should be provided.
	6.1.3   

Ask-12

In the case the Ask Target indicates unwillingness to receive Ask Requests or the validity period expires before the Ask Target has responded, the Target Attribute Requester and/or Target Attribute Consumer SHALL be notified accordingly. (Use Case 5.1).
	We agree that some further clarification could help, such as ‘polite blocking’. See proposal in the 6th change below.

	A137
	Source: Oracle

Form: OMA-REQ-2006-92

Clarify the notion of giving permission to a certain extent. That is not a concept that is clear or defined…
	6.1.3  

Ask-13

It SHALL be possible to have in the permission rules a rule set to ‘Ask’ that mandates that the Ask Target is first asked to which extent the permission can be given to the Target Attribute Requester and/or Target Attribute Consumer.
	We agree that ‘extent’ is not clear. We also think that this requirement should be moved to PermTypes section (6.1.1). See proposal in 7th change below.




3 Detailed Proposal

1st Change; proposal for A126 (modify Ask-1 as follows);

	Ask-1
	If the permission checking request, results in an Ask request, and when this Ask request is sent, the GPM enabler SHALL enable the notification of the Target Attribute Requester
	


And add the following requirement to the 6.1.1:

	PermTypes-x
	Among the types of rules supported by GPM there SHALL be a permissions rule type that results in a notification to the Target Attribute Requester if an Ask Request is sent.
	


2nd Change; proposal for A127 (modify Ask-2 as follows);

	Ask-2
	If the Permissions Manager/Permissions Manager’s Delegate(s) has assigned an Ask request to a permissions rule, it SHALL be possible for them to assign one or more Ask Target(s).
	


3rd Change; proposal for A128 and A130 (Delete Ask-4 an4 modify Ask-3 as follows whilst noting change to Ask-3 already made from A129);

	Ask-3
	In the case that an Ask Request is sent to multiple Ask Targets, for the same permissions rule, it SHALL be possible to determine which Ask Target’s answer takes precedence over the others.
	

	
	
	


4th Change; proposal for A131 (clarify Ask-5 as follows);

	Ask-5
	The Target Attribute Requester SHALL be notified if the Ask Target is the same principal as the Target Attribute Consumer.
	


5th Change; proposal for A135 (modify Ask-11 as follows);

	Ask-11
	The Permissions Manager and/or Permissions Manager’s delegate SHALL be able to determine the behaviour if multiple permissions checking requests are received for the same permissions rule when the GPM validity period has not yet expired and the Ask Target has not yet responded. E.g.: 
· By NOT sending repeated Ask requests to the Ask Target, and
· By notifying the Target Attribute Requester by a predefined message that says that the request was already received and no additional Ask request was sent.
 (Use Case 5.1).
	


6th Change; proposal for A136 (modify Ask-12 as follows);

	Ask-12
	In the case the Ask Target indicates unwillingness to receive Ask Requests or the validity period expires before the Ask Target has responded, the Target Attribute Requester and/or Target Attribute Consumer SHALL be denied access to target attributes and/or notified appropriately, e.g. without indicating that he has been denied. (Use Case 5.1).
	


7th Change; proposal for A137 (Remove Ask-13 and create a new requirement in 6.1.1);

	
	

	


	PermType-x
	It SHALL be possible to have in the permission rules a type of rule that mandates that an Ask Request is first sent to the Ask Target before permissions is given to the release target attributes.
	


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

Discuss, agree and close the relevant RDRR comments.
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