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1 Reason for Contribution

//** This is the “letter” that would be sent to the different working groups like Presence or PoC, in order to get feedback for the issue of the policy definition language. Is this the right format? **//

The reason for this contribution is to get some feedback from the working group in order to know if it is reasonable to consider the homogenization of Policy Enforcement mechanisms (including policy definition languages, management protocols, etc.) across all OMA.
2 Summary of Contribution

The contribution explains briefly the situation in OMA regarding the Policy Enforcement mechanisms that the different working groups are defining.
It describes some of the aims from the PEEM activity (Architecture WG) regarding the homogenization of policy enforcement in OMA.

It finalizes by asking a set of questions to the working group.

3 Detailed Proposal

Analysis of the Current situation of Policy Enforcement in OMA
Many different working groups are defining their own mechanisms for enforcing policies (e.g. privacy policies) on their enablers. This is including, among others:
· The specification of a policy definition language (generally reusing an existing one).

· The specification of a protocol for the management of policies (create, delete, update, etc.)

· The specification of a protocol to perform checks like asking for authorization/privacy checking to an external element (following the PEP-PDP behaviour of the IETF model).

Except for the management of policies, in which the XDM-XCAP based specs seem to be well spread in the different working groups, the other points seem to be specified individually by each one of them. Examples being the following:

· PCP protocol from the Location enabler

· Policy definition language from the Presence WG, which is based on the “PresenceAuthRules” from IETF, PoC group seems to be choosing a different one based on IETF guidelines also, etc.
The consequence of all this is that OMA enablers are creating a situation in where the difficulty for a Service Provider to control and manage all the policies enforced in their infrastructure is huge, having to deal with different policy languages, different management and provisioning protocols, etc. for policies that, in many occasions, will be horizontally applied in all the enablers.
PEEM Objectives

The PEEM enabler is trying to define a set of specs that provides a unique set of choices for policy enforcement to be reused by all OMA enablers, hence, reducing the management complexity for the Service Provider. Among others, the PEEM enabler will try to:

· Specify a common language for the definition of policies

· Specify a common interface/protocol for the provisioning/management of policies

· Specify a Protocol for any enabler in OMA that may want to ask PEEM enabler for a decision (authorization decision, privacy checks, etc.)

However, in order to do that, collaboration from all the working groups that may have policy considerations in their specs, becomes essential.

Questions for Feedback

The Arch group would like to receive a feedback from you by answering the following questions. These questions regard the use of a common language for defining policies:
· How does the group feel about converging with the other WGs in OMA in using a single policy definition language?
· Do you believe that having an enabler dedicated language is more efficient than sharing a common language with other WGs?

· For PEEM to define a common policy definition language, would you prefer a unique/common language? Or does the group prefer a meta-language as a container for the individual policy languages that each group is choosing?

· Does the group believe that options like BPEL or XACML are good enough for their needs?

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

We recommend that the group provides answers to the “questions for feedback” on chapter 3.
//** Recommendation is for the ARCH group to discuss the content of this contribution and eventually agree on the letter to be sent to the different working groups **//
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