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Abstract

Nowadays, it is possible to access sharing data from unauthorized people. Access control
prevents unauthorized access to computing resource, information resources, and communication
resources. It is very important to defend the critical system resources from the
unauthorized. The importance of this study is to develop protection profile for Mandatory
Access Control (MAC) that satisfies TCSEC assurance level B2. protection profile for MAC
will help developers to use reference for the development of requirements and formulating
security specification.
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