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ol &7 FA HIednA e AHAY BE
olEg vy HeH A FFF¢ HZ BA
T g8 HIZZAE e dyeid. d93
AZ BA= 9(ole)dll 71¥ke Fi ALEzbY
A2g 2o tE HIZE Aojste wEelti2]
AY 5E B9 Denningd EddA AR &
o tig HoE Abe) 7] A(state machines)E ¥
3% RE wIG3]. A}y =Ed=2:
Noninterference[4], Restrictiveness[5], Nondeduc-
ibility[6], Separability[7]15-¢] 2t} SPR(Safety
Problem Resolving)& H< A4 2d9 dAg &
Hr7hee Z=Toln g AHY 4AFHE Hrtst
71 delHE AR B8 MEE 430 o
g Azde AHE T EZI[8uHY
SPSL(Safety Problem Specification Language)®
A BeE dygsta HE BA 73 (access
control rules)& s H I E(security
criteria)o] wel FFE L BAAS HAE 5+ AU
= Ay A T ol

¥ ¥4 SPRE o]&sto mel A2H9
A& Hrlste WyoR SPRY dd¥oz A
ot mdg HAsn NTFS o3 ALE &
Bt 712E BASS ‘ARE AS E
RE A AREG $HIFE H2
Fota @ nad A¥e F
Agstnz @b 2%eME SPR
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II. SPR3¥%} SEW

1) SPR

SPR(Safety Problem Resolver)2 ==
wtol oz FAFE HQF Aol otHA
ZFoltt, SPRE F 7k ZWeA GHA
g 48 5 Utk

AR, B Bl 7|Ed ] Fox d A"
AeHE HriE7E 9@, Axd Bt s
Het 712, A2 734 SPRe dF&E Het 7
Foll Wty Alx"e] gAY FHE HME 5
At}

E7, 2t Axdo AN S HrtEvE 9%
o, 7] deEdA =2 7 A9 kA 2

S HAsn AAE duEe AL H}

B}
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I8 1 AAA ANaEs AE 2 =Y 87

o328 SPRES ¢HAA
g Y¥og wo} St}
AA/MGAL S HAea, 8 FHAA =
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off
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a3 1A AAAL Ay FY B =E
S F#¥3l7] &, 44 @ Ao Alad" H
Ael(system security state)E F&311, <tHAH L
Brtetz] A% A2 A T EH(access control
rules)g FA3lxn, 2l HAS HIE 4
3 BQF 7)&(security security criteria)S HAE
= 9ot 28z s AHE Yeie A2y B
ot e, & deHldA S dEHZ AEv 528
AL HZ A FILez 7iEdtn, 9A U9 3
ge AL L Hotete B 1E2S H LS 9
o 2 2dst SPRY #Ale 19 22 dEhd
F ok 2y 2014 B e Axdl w4
g AT §A4 73, 282 Bl 7)Foz B4
31l SPRY Yoz Agdr B ndo o
AEe Zg2a 7lwe) WA do}dl SPSL(Safety
Problem Specification Language)©] A}£¥t} A
2" Bel e Axd" e FAste|th. A
2€9 QAEL AMExIY AA, FYFA T2
A Y, HZ F35E JeEhlg F A (subject),
AA(object) 2 BEHE F ok A&=gle HL A

42

2Y 2:8¢ 2493 SPREF
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HeE ZE2 EHoz dolgHuoad 4
(facts)2 ¥ &EIT HE A FIL Axd g
o Ags ZAIG Aladlo A "HIte A
¢ F A (subject)7t H FA <& H&d A
= F shEEth wiAgez ®elk F1EE A/
Hkd deig Ay 98 R S F
Al FERY B 4L TE229 FEH(ule)2 B
BAgt 2ot 2ol ¢YsW SPRe] HQE 7]
o 9& dHHE BH3Y succeeded/failed ]
A#%Z SPRREPY #dZ &3ty tAA Hot
o #AE ZERZIY  traceFHY T
(SPRTRC)EZ £¥dgith A]xHe] Bt 7j&o w
2} failed7} ¥ EW SPRTRCHYL EA 5o
Hel 7130 %3z & RES BNde AP
F3Pslojol g} Fx|v Bt T w9l H
7t Axte] EAL AEZQ AlA"E EAJAE
olg]-& FHgoltt. A Z dAlY HAY BN
£ 29 FE =37t B

2) SEW

Alzd BA7tel Al2¥ HAAYE SPRETE
AL ddflMe 2 dAE =95 E =70t 9
838}, SEW(Safety Evaluation Workshop):
SPR& o]&3t AL Hrtely] g 9 &=
TEZ 7A=Y Y. SEWE FAs e F
8 AXJEEL 19 39 & vEY drth

SPRY & HARE A2 He s
ZgZn9 Mdfacts)EHZ AE FE2& AT
A 2" Ae] A7) (System State Analyzer)$t B
GrEdg Hridtr] $1# HeV|ES GUI dH=
dEE £ UEE E94FE 2 7iE FEY)
(Security Criteria Manager)7} At} 2]t Rt
Al2dg NEdte A2 4 738 A% 353
E E3E glth z28a SPRETY 29 AnE
2+  SPRTRC® SPRREPZF o wA
SPR.TRCe] #4& E94FE =72 HS FF
B} 2 71 (Security Flows Explorer)7} 1t}. o] &8
71 BN B d# #HAHol ZEE19 trace
2 299" Ao 2o 24 RES AFe=
FolF= Eoltt, 181 SPRREPS &r] 44
L7 f8 el 9 oz E¥s) Fe
g7} 834 (Evaluation Reporter)”} & 8 3}tc},

m. SPRE
a4 B
Windows 20002 9] H T AMEzLS} #eg

o] 9lojA] NTFS 39 Alx®l 7]yke] NTFS At

£ Aoz AU ZE9 Ao BEEF g

o] &3 mol

LA

"birel Bules Scope

BoRg

9 3: SEW(Safety Evaluation Workshop)

t}. NTFS¥ Windows 20003} Windows NTell A
T A YstE 749 Ajxgo|rh. NTFSe 5oz
T dE% oA A, 1 Fd o] A, Alag
EY 58 AYslz NTFS AHE #3828 o] &3to

Aglel W A4 #alol o] FHE B
S Bk ojuz} ALER el AHAMA Heist

7}tk

NTFS e]ldelA sdz Z& dsA #
g 3t7] 3 NTFS Ahg AdE ARt Abg
e} aFAA NTFS 83 &8 A&3d.
oF AgAh AR &3 aFd HE dAddE
Hodtal ggotd, o AHEAeE AYgE H2E
F gtk NTFS A8 Aghe 299 2etn A8
7 #ElE APy g o AL e wdy
Zro] tha] AFEACIA g2 AF LS HY
sjob gtd. NTFS AHE #de 783 oz @A
U gd e Z99 4£F&E Full Control(Z&
Agho] RogHT}, £3 NTFS AHE dAES ALg
2 Aol HAstn aFx FAE F QU §
o] Algate g g £ ¢ 3, 2§
ek oh2 @3 Lol FoE 5 gty B =5
ME NTFS ©F AL g tidle] Bt 715
€ T3 a5 (Profs)9} 843 (Students) 2 Fl o
3 el 2dgL 1 Windwos 20008 T o
wel Rdo] obHAg HALE A AT}

1) NTFS t5 A8 A%

A Al NTFS 870} thgoz Yolggle
W A BF S o) FAFHTHT]

O AgelA Eo 917l B¥E Felsm 1
AL &8 28 27] Aol FelhoiA A}
RN A FE® BHE 971/2717 7hsao.

© NTFS g A}L AL Z AL A% B
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- root

@ reports
e @ gradesheets

™ 4: AN x7] F&

E]- [e)

© Edel 947 AHg BWe] Fely AgA
dol Qe shdel WA 7bsd AHE Ado] ¥
99 AgAE S Agel dE A WA
A%l sHsat.

® ALY Ag BB UE =
o A

2) A" ot A

AR 7] F2E 28 49 Zo] root EHd
Alza® Zoe) Al2g HY, user FU S users ¥
d  add temp EYY  reports I}
gradesheets 42 FA =] k. FA|(subjects)
£ 2F 3§ A 2Fem FAHY Utk

fn

Ag Agn

subject(pascal, [subjectGroups(profs)]).
subject(kant,[subjectGroups(profs))).
subject(demian,[subjectGroups(students)]).
subject(kain,[subjectGroups(students)]).

objectAttr(profs).

objectAttr(students).

objectAttr(pascal).

objectAttr(kant).

object(temp,[object Type(dir),parentObject(root),objectOwner
(admin),administrators(rd,wd,ad,ds,d,rp,wp,wo),localUsers,
profs(wd,wp),students(rd,rp,wd),pascal(rd,rp) kant(rd,rp),
demian,kain,alice,bob,anthony,john,adminl).
object(reports,{object Type(file), parentObject(temp),objectOwner
(admin),administrators(rd,wd,ad,ds,d,rp,wp,wo),localUsers,profs
(rd,rp,wd),students(rd,rp,wd),pascal,
Jkant(wp),demian,kain,alice,bob,anthony,john,admin]).
object(gradeshcets,[object Typelfile),parentObject(temp),
objectOwner(admin),administrators(rd,wd,ad,d,rp,wp),localUsers,
profs(rd,mp,wd),students(rd,rp,nwd),pascal,

kant(wp),demian, kain,alice,bob,anthony,john,admin]).

students

profs

temp

9o AE SPSLR 7)&std 1Y 63
o] dAEY IF 2FL reports FYo] g7l
7] Aol Roxgn A IFAE reportso] A7/
2717} §- 45 1 gradesheetsol = #1719 271 A
5 dgte] Rt 83 temp THNE ¢V
Hgo] Ho=zn wFI§FY pascalds 7] A
gut Rojgrl pascaldl Al tF AHE Age] ¢
) H7/2717 RqEHn A IEFS temp Eo

canWriteFile(S,0):-

validSubject(S),

isFile(0),

canReadFile(S,0),

pWriteData(S,0).
canReadFile(S,0):-

validSubject(S),

isFile(0),

pReadData(S,0),

canReadPermissions(S,0).
testStatel(S,0):-

validSubject(S),

isStudents(S),

canWriteFile(S,0).
testState2(S5,0):-

validSubject(S),

isStudents(S),

canWriteFile(S,gradesheets).
testState3(S,0):-

validSubject(S),

isProfs(S),

not(canWriteFile(S,0);canReadFile(S,0)),!.
testStated(kant,0):~

validSubject(S),

isProfs(S),

not{canWriteFile(S,0);canReadFile(S,0)),!.

a9 6 7] A HA

I 7 HE A #3F
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/*
* SPR report file
* File contains crileria and safety results
*/
testStatel(_,_) failed
testState2(_, ) succeeded
testState3(_,_) succeeded
testStated(_,_) succeeded
% 8 : SPR.REP
AQ71/27] @] RoFol gz By

gradesheetsol &= HI& 4 glch

DAE A #2434 BY A%

AT A 739 dRE 29 74 7lsddoh
teststate™ B¢ 7[EQ FEHoZ Ht] Yuly
 7EL 7iEstgr. ¥ 7)FL crojgta B3
P, cric MG Azddolr] LAFR gofot
e £A4L 9o
cr; iff ltestState(_, )A.. AltestStateN(_, ) (1)

(12} HestStatel(_, )A ... AltestStateN(_,_)
3t true®d A A2de oAvdn AR

——

< Wdbd. He HYE J|FEer AFY AS
testStatel 2] A% failed®l 237} STRREPHY

of g 19 7oA testStatel & FAIS7 &
2F9 kainZE 7R E A% kain® reportsT Y
27} @] shFdtth. 1EiA Hbe] uiH
TE o] dsjF ool AT HFo] YorzE
83} Zo| failede] A=t E3dc) A 2
79} testState29l A canWriteFile(S,gradesheet-
s)e2 ‘&4 aF] gradesheetsE %E& F U}
21 ¥l¥H, unsafedEl7t failz 2SRz
testState2= succeeded?] A2 1Y 8 £HH
o} testState32 ‘Al-gxlo]l Er] ALE Fdhel| 97
g Fosta I AEATE &3 aFe] 27 A&
BEHE Bo 0B AL A FES AT 9
71/2717F b5t & #5387 s ‘wg aF
9] kant, pascal2 temp3dol thate] ¢i7])/2%7])7}
7} 34 2.1 = e 7S A Al ghet,
not(canWriteFile(S,0);canRead File(S,0))& failo}
wASeE IP8NA succeeded AT EFHB
t}. testStated M E ZFIEFY kantE temp
Eo] <o) e widte] ¢rl/277t 71EEHA
Fhete 71eES AAS L faile] BASEZE a9
8 A succeeded A7} &

ol rlf 2 o

V. 48

Azgel R4E B fala, QA

Alzglo] ok Hot Bdo] Hgstu T3 H
2do ik A¥H #F wle aFHED ¥ =
FoXs AAA AlLde Het 2ds TERD
714ke]l Bk Hrt =39 SPRE HEse A
AAEHY. Be ZdS SPSLE ZEstdn B
¢t 7]#& NTFS t5 A8 A9 HEE H4A4
31 AFsQ9Y. 23 A7 25 Windows 20009
Alz=€¥lg SPSLE WAL SPREZ ¢AAHE ASF
&, o7l $AAA Ax€, IDS, Firewalls 2
o Alz"e] AdANE AFEn EHE AdFE
sz )
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