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1 Reason for Change

This document modifies proposed text on recycling mobile codes, information on ownership of Indirect Code Identifiers and the information associated with them (ref: previous Vodafone contribution 2009-0048).
Main purpose is to refine the language of the spec text to avoid unintended consequences due to potential business and legal interpretations of what compliance to OMA MC standard would dictate.

Modified text is shown as mark-up on the Doc 2009-0048 text as a baseline (see Change Proposal section as enclosed).
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None.
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

Agree the proposal, to be inserted in the TS.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Introduction of text
X.X Indirect Code Ownership
X.X.A General 
For Indirect Codes, the identifiers and data spaces represent a significant resource that requires orderly allocation and management within the OMA MC compliant ecosystem.  Due to the costs of large scale distribution of published Indirect Codes based on these identifiers, stability of support in the ecosystem for published codes is an important concern to Code Publishers.  Each Indirect Code Identifier SHALL be globally unique and contain a CMP (or CRS where applicable) Routing Prefix and a Resolution Identifier (see MC RD SA-ON-003 & -004, also Section x.y.z on MC Indirect Code Data Format).  The allocation of Routing Prefixes is a key responsibility of the GMCR, when it is fully established; however, in its absence, an alternative responsible entity as designated by OMA Open Mobile Naming Authority (OMNA) – referred to herein as the “GMCR Proxy”. 

For purposes of the MC Enabler, the term ‘Ownership’ as it pertains to Indirect Code Identifier (ICI), refers to the rights & priviledges characterized by unconstrained use and management of the unique combination of allocated ‘Routing Prefix’ and ‘Resolution Identifier’.  The said rights and priviledges (associated with “ICI ownership”) are held by the defined actor roles and are conferred by a chain of custody as indicated in the following:

GMCR (or GMCR Proxy) ( CMP/CRS ( Code Publisher (or its agent).
Note that such ICI rights & priviledges SHALL remain valid for as long as an actor maintains its defined role within the OMA MC compliant ecosystem.  When an actor stops functioning in its defined role, then the conferred rights & priviledges revert back to the responsible conferring entity (i.e. consider the above chain of custody, but in the reverse direction).  This inherently indicates that there is no permanence in so called “ownership of ICIs” as compared to the common interpretation of ownership as applies to properties from a legal framework.  Note that any business relationship either involving fianancial, licensing or other considerations, or not, that may be required in the implementation of the above mentioned chain of custody, or ‘ownership’, of ICIs is out of scope of the MC Enabler.   
When treating ICI ownership and allocation issues, all references to the GMCR herein can be read synonymously as the GMCR Proxy, as applicable, without any material impact.  
X.X.B ICI - Routing Prefix Ownership

Indirect Code Routing Prefixes are allocated by the GMCR/Proxy. When the GMCR allocates the Routing Prefix to a CMP (or CRS where applicable), the ownership of the Routing Prefix transfers to the CMP (or CRS where applicable).

X.X.C ICI - Resolution Identifier Ownership

When a CMP (or CRS where applicable) is allocated a Routing Prefix by the GMCR/Proxy, the CMP (or CRS where applicable) may start to allocate Resolution Identifiers which, when combined with the Routing Prefix of that CMP (or CRS where applicable) form the complete Indirect Code Identifiers (ICIs). The ownership of these ICIs  rests with the CMP (or CRS where applicable). The CMP (or CRS where applicable) may make an agreement with a Mobile Code Publisher for the MCP to associate content or a service and some associated metadata to a Indirect Code Identifier. This agreement may include the license for a MCP to publish the ICI in Mobile Codes. During the period in which the MCP has dedicated use of the ICIs, thus creating an impression that the MCP “own” these ICIs , the ownership of the ICI in fact remains with the CMP (or CRS where applicable) throughout this process.
X.X.D Ownership of ICI Mapping to Associated Content or Service and Metadata 
When a CMP (or CRS where applicable) has made an agreement with a Mobile Code Publisher for the MCP to associate content or a service and some corresponding metadata (e.g. optional Code Service Policy) to a Indirect Code Identifier, the ownership of the implied relationship data space (i.e. the mappings between each ICI with its associated content or service and corresponding metadata) is with the MCP.  The MCP SHALL be able to request the CMP (or CRS, where applicable) to modify on its behalf such mappings between each ICI to its associated content or service and corresponding metadata.
X.X.E Code Recycling

When a CMP (or CRS where applicable) makes an agreement with a MCP to associate content or a service and some corresponding metadata to a Indirect Code Identifier, this may be permanent, or may be for a period of time. After the expiration of the period of time, the CMP (or CRS where applicable) regains ownership of the implied relationship data space (see X.X.D above). The CMP (or CRS where applicable) may then recycle this ICI and the implied relationship data space. It should be noted that after expiry of the period of time, the printed Mobile Codes may still be publicly accessible for scanning. It should be considered best practice not to recycle ICIs and the implied relationship data space (i.e. mappings between each ICI and its associated content, service or corresponding metadata).
X.X.F Code Transfer

When a CMP (or CRS where applicable) has made an agreement with a MCP to associate content or a service and some corresponding metadata to a Indirect Code Identifier, the MCP may request the CMP (or CRS where applicable) to transfer the ICI and corresponding metadata to another CMP (or CRS where applicable). Under this circumstance, the CMP (or CRS where applicable) reserves the right as owner of the ICI to allow or disallow this transfer. Likewise, the new CMP (or CRS where applicable) may allow or disallow this transfer. If both CMPs (or CRSs where applicable) allow this transfer, ownership of the ICI transfers from the old CMP (or CRS where applicable) to the new. It should be considered best practice that such Code Transfer is irreversible.. 
Editor’s Note:
Additional conditions for Core Transfer may be necessary, pending development of the Code Transfer solutions; this is FFS.  
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