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1. Introduction
Proposals to make some RAN4 requirements optional have been discussed in recent meetings in both RAN4 and also RAN plenary. A paper proposing not to consider such proposals was discussed in RAN4 [1] but not agreed. In this paper we further elaborate this issue and propose that RAN4 should not even discuss such proposals in the future.

2. Discussion
Proposals to make some RAN4 requirements optional have been discussed in recent meetings in both RAN4 and also RAN plenary. The proposals spanned from introducing capabilities in the form of UE meets a certain RAN4 requirement for a feature introduced by another working group to “waving” the necessity of meeting existing RAN4 requirements for a feature/functionality.

The proposals to introduce capabilities such as “UE meets RAN4 requirements for feature X” were discussed in [1] and it was proposed that RAN4 should not even consider such proposals. However, the proposals were still debated at length and a lot of meeting time was wasted. In [1] it was shown that such proposals not only create technical problems but also have a large potential impact on the entire ecosystem. The technical issue is that if a UE declares that it does not meet the requirement for a certain feature, that feature becomes untestable and hence, it becomes impossible to verify that a UE even implemented such a feature/functionality. This becomes even more problematic if the feature was defined as mandatory by another working group. A UE can declare it implemented the feature but this cannot actually be properly checked. 
Observation 1. A capability implying the optionality of meeting the RAN4 requirements for a certain feature will implicitly make the feature optional by making it impossible to test.
Along a similar philosophy is the ongoing discussion related to CA fallbacks [2]. The proposal discussed in RAN#89-e implies that certain requirements are simply waved (implicitly becoming optional).  

Allowing UEs the option of not meeting RAN4 requirements for some features/functionalities will set a very bad precedent and likely lead to a situation where companies might stop putting effort into RAN4, RAN5 and GCF. If a company cannot meet some requirements, a proposal to make them optional will be brought up for discussion. This would lead to performance issues in networks, impact the reputation of 3GPP as a cellular system benchmark and cause a loss of faith in both consumers and business customers. Overall, devaluing the 3GPP specifications (RAN4 specifications in this case) could raise a serious issue for the entire eco-system.
Observation 2: Allowing optionality of 3GPP requirements will devalue the 3GPP specifications and could raise serious issues for the entire eco-system.

Proposal: RAN4 should not consider any proposals that make RAN4 requirements optional for a feature/functionality. 
3. Conclusion
In this paper we discussed the proposals to make RAN4 requirements optional and the issues that the adoption of such proposals would create. We made the following observations and proposal:

Observation 1. A capability implying the optionality of meeting the RAN4 requirements for a certain feature will implicitly make the feature optional by making it impossible to test.
Observation 2: Allowing optionality of 3GPP requirements will devalue the 3GPP specifications and could raise serious issues for the entire eco-system.

Proposal: RAN4 should not consider any proposals that make RAN4 requirements optional for a feature/functionality.
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