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1 Reason for Change

This CR proposes changes to section 6.3.4 Informal Group Types. In particular, it proposes changes to the BoF section. Below is a summary of the changes:
· This CR proposes to use similar phrasing and section structure as for the other group type descriptions
· Section 6.3 uses the term ‘authorization’ for BoFs. This CR consistently uses that term. The term ‘granted’ is removed.
· This CR simplifies the text on what a BoF may produce and what is to be done with those outputs, by stating that outputs are permanent documents, to be approved by TP. This obviates the need to speak about ‘archival purposes’, etc.

· As this is a section on organizational structure and group types, this CR separates out the description of the BoF approval/authorization procedures. That description does not really fit within the rest of the chapter. The CR currently makes this a sub-section, but REL may consider moving this to section 13, if appropriate.

· The CR simplifies the description of the BoF authorization procedure. For example, it has an almost exhaustive list on what could be decided for the scope of a BoF. Rather, this CR states that BoF proposals need to be reviewed.

· The CR introduces consistent use of terms, e.g. proposer / proponent

· The CR removes text that informal groups may be set up by WGs or committees. This was true in the past of AHGs, but BoFs are only authorized by TP.

Revision R01 incorporates feedback received on the REL reflector.
Revision R02 includes comments received during the REL meeting on April 23.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None
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

To review and agree the proposed changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Proposed changes to BoF section
6.3.4 Informal Groups

One type of informal group is currently defined.
6.3.4.1 Birds of a Feather (BoF)

BoFs are authorized by the Technical Plenary to handle a specific task. BoFs serve as a forum for a presentation, discussion or exploration of topics with limited scope. BoFs SHALL NOT produce normative documents but MAY produce informative documents. BoFs SHALL NOT process liaison requests as defined in Section 10.2.

The outcome of a BoF MAY be a recommendation
 to further work on the subject by creating WIs.
 The BoF MAY recommend its own closure.
 The outcome of the BoF MUST be documented as an informational report under Technical Plenary. All permanent documents produced by the BoF MUST be approved by the Technical Plenary. All recommendations and actions resulting from the report MUST be passed to the Technical Plenary for decision-making.

Members, separately from the BoF, MAY also propose actions such as WIs or Input Documents to the Technical Plenary or other groups as a result of the BoF.
6.3.4.2 Birds of a Feather – Authorization procedures

A request for a BoF MUST be made to the Technical Plenary. The request and authorization process is as follows:

i) The proposer(s) generate a request to hold a BoF that MUST include, at a minimum:

· a brief synopsis of the subject to be discussed

· its scope

· the expected outputs
· the expected lifespan

· the need for OMA resources – virtual (e.g. mailing lists, conf. call lines) and/or physical (e.g. meeting room usage)

· contact information (i.e. the proposer and proposed initial convener)

· a proposed name including the abbreviated form.

ii) The proposer(s) MUST send the request to the Technical Plenary Officers. 

TP Officers MUST work with the submitters to ensure the scope of the proposed BoF is consistent with the scope of the TP. 
TP Officers SHOULD work with the submitters to ensure the scope of the proposed BoF does not overlap with an existing activity within TP. 

iii) The resulting request MUST be presented to the Technical Plenary for review. The review allows comments to be made, but does not allow formal objection.

iv) Following the review, TP Officers SHALL work with the BoF proposers to address any review comments. The outcome of the review is one of the following:
· The BoF is authorized
· The BoF is authorized with reduced scope, or a modified lifespan
· The BoF is not authorized
Where the BoF is not authorized due to overlap in scope with an existing activity in the Technical Plenary, the BoF proposers are encouraged to take the proposal to the affected activity. Alternatively the proposers may resubmit an updated proposal.
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