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1 Reason for Change

Section 13.2.1.4 (“Rights handling”) of the conformance document describes which rights object should be used first when there is more than one rights object available to access a same DRM-protected content. However, requirements 2 and 3 of this section need some clarification. Currently, it is written that:

2. Rights objects with no constraints SHOULD be used first.

3. Rights objects containing a <datetime> constraint (and potentially other constraints) SHOULD be used to grant access to content before using rights objects that do not contain a <datetime> constraint.
At first sight, these two requirements seem to contradict each other:

· Requirement 2 tells that rights objects with no constraint should be used first, i.e. before rights objects with a constraint
· Requirement 3 tells that rights objects with a <datetime> constraint should be used before those without a <datetime> constraint, which a priori also includes rights objects with no constraint. This contradicts the requirement 2.
What should be understood is: “Rights objects with no constraints should be used first, and only if they don't exist, then rights objects containing a <datetime> constraint should be used first among all rights objects with a constraint”. 


Following an action item (0253-08) from the MMSG, members of the DLDRM sub-working group were contacted to receive their opinions on how to clarify this ambiguity. They suggest not to change the requirements themselves, but to add some clarification text instead. Their recommended text modification has been reflected in this revised CR.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None
4 Intellectual Property Rights

None known
5 Recommendation

Approve the proposed changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal
13.2.1.4 Rights handling

In case where protected content is constrained by a <count> or an <interval> constraint, the related consumption SHALL be applied whenever the user initiates the rendering of the protected content.
The MMS client that supports separate delivery SHALL apply the following rules in the order specified below when automatically selecting which rights object to apply when accessing content, in case there are multiple rights objects for this content.

1. Only rights objects valid at the time of requesting content access can be considered, for example, those with a <datetime> constraint whose <begin> date still lies in the future cannot be considered.

2. Rights objects with no constraints SHOULD be used first.

3. Rights objects containing a <datetime> constraint (and potentially other constraints) SHOULD be used to grant access to content before using rights objects that do not contain a <datetime> constraint.

4. If multiple rights objects exist that contain <datetime> constraints (and potentially other constraints), then these SHOULD be used in the order of ascending <end> dates first, i.e., those that expire first should be utilized first.

5. If multiple rights objects exist that do not contain a <datetime> constraint (and potentially other constraints), then those containing an <interval> constraint SHOULD be used to grant access to content before using rights objects that do not contain an <interval> constraint.
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