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1 Reason for Change

This CR aims at clarifying the fact that in case of Inheritance, there is no need to have the Permission Element in both Child and Parent RO, but only one Permission element.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

No impact.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

No impact
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

Members are asked to approve the CR.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

5.6.1 Element <inherit>

	Element
	<!ELEMENT o-ex:inherit (o-ex:context)>

	Semantics
	The <inherit> element specifies the inheritance of Permissions and Constraints from one Rights Object to another in order to allow parent/child relationships to be defined. This enables Rights Issuers to efficiently support, for example, subscription business models.

A parent Rights Object defines Permissions and Constraints for DRM Content which can be inherited by child Rights Objects. Child Rights Objects usually reference DRM Content whereas parent Rights Objects do not reference DRM Content themselves.

When exercising permissions, Child Rights Objects inherit from a single corresponding parent Rights Object by including this <inherit> element. The <uid> element of the <context> element in the <inherit> element MUST match the value of the <uid> element of the <context> element of the <asset> element of the corresponding parent Rights Object. If the parent Rights Object referenced by a child Rights Object does not exist, the DRM Agent MUST NOT grant access to the DRM Content according to this child Rights Object. When the child refers to multiple parent Rights Objects, the DRM Agent MUST select exactly one of these from which the child is allowed to inherit permissions and constraints.  This section SHALL be done in accordance with the Rights Objects selection algorithm as defined in section 5.9.

When granting access to DRM Content according to a permission element, e.g.,<play>, in a child or parent Rights Object, the DRM Agent MUST enforce all top-level constraints of the parent and child Rights Object as well as possible constraints of the permission according to which access is being granted. Note that there is no need to have the permission element in both Child and Parent Right Object. Child Rights Objects reference DRM Content as usual, i.e., via the <uid> element in the <context> element of the <asset> element. The <asset> element of a Parent Rights Objects may not reference an actual DCF, but contain a “virtual” UID denoting, for example, the subscription itself.

Child Rights Objects MUST NOT inherit from more than one parent Rights Object simultaneously, the DRM Agent MUST always select one parent Rights Object from which the Child Rights Object may inherit permissions and const
raints. A parent Rights Object MUST NOT be a child Rights Object at the same time.
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