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1 Reason for Contribution

To hopefully aid the discussion on ORDs and CRDs. 

2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution aims to: 

· identify the basic needs stated so far in the email discussion, 

· identify what from the email discussion are not basic needs but are instead examples of solutions, and 

· propose to differ between agreeing on needs and solutions respectively. 

3 Detailed Proposal

In the email discussion on ORDs and CRDs there have been statements on needs and solutions. I believe it’s important that we differ between what are needs and what are solutions before we agree on what to do, to ensure both that we fulfill all needs we agree on and that the solution we choose have a proper balance between the amount of work we add and the beauty of this solution. 

As far as I understand three basic needs have been stated so far: 

1. The need to keep the original requirements as they were originally formulated, irrespective of whether those requirements are fulfilled by the enabler. The purpose of this would be to avoid losing the result of our previous work.

2. The need to have full traceability of all originally agreed requirements. The purpose of this would be to be able to re-create the full set of original requirements. 

3. The need to have an RD that reflects the content of the enabler. The purpose of this would be to avoid readers of the RD getting the wrong understanding of what the enabler contains. 

There have also been examples of solutions: 

a) When requirements are modified or deleted to fit the content of the enabler, the original version of those requirements could be stored somewhere else. 

b) When requirements are modified or deleted to fit the content of the enabler, those requirements could be kept in the RD but marked as modified or deleted. 

c) The complete original RD could be kept and a second RD could be created to reflect the content of the enabler. 

Furthermore, there has been some discussion on how much RDs should be modified to reflect the content of the enabler, ranging from: 

· removing all requirements on specifications, just keeping requirements on implementations, to 

· just marking those requirements that are not fulfilled by the enabler. 

In this discussion, however, I have not found any statement of what are the basic needs behind this, except from number 3) above that the RD should reflect the content of the enabler. 

I believe we should do this in two stages: 

1. First of all agree on what are the basic needs we have to fulfill. 

2. Having done that, we should then choose a solution depending on the amount of work we want to add to the process and the degree of beauty we want in the solution. 

My personal view here is to go for less work and less beauty, which I believe would mean having just one RD, keeping the original version of requirements that are modified or deleted and marking those requirements as such. 

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

For REQ to agree on this differentiating between needs and solutions, to agree on what are our needs and to agree on a solution. 
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