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1 Reason for Contribution

WGs producing RDs have different views of what their job is.  There are differing views about how to make sure RDs match the resulting specifications.  This IC will identify some of the key requirements that need to be satisfied by the OMA process.
The disagreement and confusion points that we have observed in the current process involve:

1. distinguishing whether MUST/MAY applies to what must be defined in specifications vs what is delivered by compliant implementations

2. can RDs be changed after their initial approval by the TP (at the end of the REQ group’s deliberations)

3. if RDs can be changed as a result of specification work, how to properly involve appropriate work groups when changing the RDs

4. do RDs reflect a wish-list (non-binding guidance) for a specification or a description of the resulting specification or something in between
To make matters more confusing, the RFC2119 might be interpreted by OMA members in different ways.  For example, the definition of MAY includes “One vendor may choose to include the item because a particular marketplace requires it or because the vendor feels that it enhances the product while another vendor may omit the same item.”  Obviously MAY refers to vendor implementations, not to specifications.  The definition of MUST includes “the definition is an absolute requirement of the specification.”  One could interpret this to mean that such requirements are an absolute requirement on vendor implementations of the specification, or that such requirements are required in the specification.  It certainly seems strange that the words MAY and MUST would refer to different targets – one to specifications and one to implementations?

2 Summary of Contribution

See section 1
3 Detailed Proposal

The key requirements that must be dealt with in the OMA process are: 
1. by RD completion, define requirements that the specification(s) must address in this release, and those that can be deferred to a later release.  Do not lose track of the full set of requirements in case the specifications do not satisfy them all.
2. by AD completion, identify those requirements that are actually satisfied by the AD (with REQ group agreement)
3. by spec completion, identify those requirements that are actually satisfied by the specification (with REQ group agreement)
4. distinguish mandatory from optional requirements on compliant implementations  (with REQ group agreement)

5. how to deal with requirements not satisfied in the current specification – what is their status when the RD process starts for the next release of the enabler

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

The PROCESS group should discuss the points in section 3 and make sure the OMA process deals with them.
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