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1 Reason for Change

This CR to the RD template fixes a number of unused elements of the RD and suggests example requirements to be included in the template to guide authors.

2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

No change to existing RDs or enablers.

3 Impact on Other Specifications

No impact on other specifications.

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

REQ should accept this proposed set of changes to the RD template and send the new template to Ops&Procs.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

See attached document for detailed changes to the RD template.

The key changes in this proposal are:

1. Note about figure in section 4

2. Removal of “service category” from use cases

3. Open Issues (section 5.3)

4. Addition of overlay comment for the Charging requirements in section 6.1.2

5. Addition of example requirements in sections 6.1 and 6.2 to illustrate appropriate wording

Another input contribution entitled “OMA-REQ-2005-0019-Comments-on-RD-Template-and-on-OMA-REQ-2004-1128.doc” provides additional rationale and some good examples of what should and should not be in an RD.  The following sections explain the rationale for the above changes.

6.1 Figure in section 4

If a figure is to be provided in this section, it should be kept simple, identifying the actors involved. .  

6.2 Removal of “Service Category” from Use cases

The Service Category characterization for use cases does not help RD developers nor specification writers.  It is obvious to readers when the uses cases deal with person-to-person interactions or access to information or use of third parties.  In fact, many use cases will involve multiple of these categories.  But even if we are able to properly categorize the use case, it does not help the RD developer to synthesize the resulting requirements, which in the end is the real purpose of the RD.  

6.3 Open Issues (section 5.3)

It seems inappropriate to approve a document with unanswered or open questions.  The RD needs to complete its task and not leave open questions.  This section seems to be similar to “editor notes”, which are meant to be removed before approving a document.  If the RD editor wants a place to keep track of unresolved issues, then he/she can do so in many ways.  This section should be removed.

6.4 Addition of overlay comment for Charging Requirements

Section 6.1.1 Security Requirements has a comment overlay saying that the group developing the RD should coordinate with the Security WG.  The following RD section deals with Charging.  Since OMA has a WG focused on that topic, just like it has one focused on Security, it seems appropriate for the group developing the RD to also coordinate with the MCC/Charging WG.  Therefore we have added a comment in section 6.1.2 that mirrors the security comment in 6.1.1.
6.5 Addition of example Requirements

We recognize that too often the RD developers will spend significant time and effort word-smithing requirements.  We have therefore offered some sample requirements in sections 6.1 and 6.2 so the developers can see examples of what we believe to be correct wording.  The best practices document should provide some samples of incorrect wording (along with an improved version) so that RD developers can more easily learn from our collective OMA experiences.
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