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1 Reason for Change

During Boston meeting, REQ agreed some changes to RD Template, with the following reasons:

· Change 1 and 2: The concept of Modules and Modularization did not bring to RDs a significant value: often the modules are identified at the end of the RD “just to do the job”. In order to improve the efficiency of writing RD process and to address market needs in a timely manner, authors propose to remove the Modules and Modularization from the RD template.

http://member.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/REQ/2009/OMA-REQ-2009-0135-INP_Remove_Modules_from_RD_template.zip
· Change 3: Often in RD produced by OMA, the most of requirements are High-Level Functional requirements (i.e. numbered as “HLF-XXX”). In order to improve the readability and the quality of RDs, the authors propose to introduce some text in the RD Template to encourage grouping of requirements by sections/subsections.
http://member.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/REQ/2009/OMA-REQ-2009-0138-INP_Encourage_grouping_of_reqs_in_RD_template.zip
· Change 4: In order to improve the efficiency of writing RD process and to address market needs in a timely manner, the authors propose to re-scope Charging section in the RD template. For the Charging section, one requirement (RD) is enough to identify specific charging events (specific charging data elements can be specified in separate TSs), where a Charging Event is (from OMA Dictionary) “A set of charging information received by the Charging Enabler for processing”. Example of such requirement is:
	Label
	Description
	Release

	FOO-CHG-001
	The list of Charging events SHALL include at least.

1) The creation, modification or deletion of an XXX Resource.

2) The number of XML Documents for which the end-user is the Primary Principal.
	


http://member.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/REQ/2009/OMA-REQ-2009-0147-INP_Re_scope_Charging_from_RD_template.zip
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

No impact.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None, the overall process document does not address in detail the relationship between releases, versions of these and their corresponding work items.
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

It is recommended that REL reviews and agrees the CR.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Remove Section “6.1 Modularisation” 

Change 2:  Remove the “Functional module” column on all the examples of requirements tables

Change 3:  Add some text in Section “6.2 High-Level Functional Requirements”

6.2 High-Level Functional Requirements

<< This clause identifies the high level functional requirements for this release.  These requirements will be used to describe and derive the functions and interfaces that the release will support, and which defines its core purpose.  When writing requirements, care should be taken to recognise the difference between the release specifying a mechanism to perform a function versus its required usage in any given deployment.  Requirements shall be presented at a high level, and not assume or imply the technology or implementation of the requirements.  Whenever a requirement is directly attributable to a particular actor, it is recommended to mention it.

Examples of such requirements are:

· The XYZ release SHOULD support content delivery estimation time before and /or during service execution.

· The XYZ release MUST be capable of supporting the Service Provider to log information about invocations of this release

· The XYZ release MUST allow the end user to terminate a session

· The XYZ release MUST allow actor X to perform function Y

If possible, requirements should be listed in a logical sequence that intuitively captures the behaviour of the release (or feature of the release). In order to get a good readability and quality of RDs, some additional Sections (“Heading 2”) and Subsections should be identified, that group together requirements related to a specific functionality, avoiding to have the most of the requirements as High-Level Functional requirements.
DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

Change 4:  Change Section “6.2.2 Charging” as detailed below

6.2.2 Charging Events
<< This clause identifies the specific charging events needed for this release.  Requirement shall be presented at a high level, and not assume or imply the technology or implementation of the requirements.

DELETE THIS COMMENT >>

<intro text for Charging requirements here>

	Label
	Description
	Release

	FOO-CHG-001
	The list of Charging events SHALL include at least.
- event#1

- event#2

- …
Informational Note: This is where any supporting comments would be placed, if needed
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Table 1: High-Level Functional Requirements – Charging Events Items
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