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Discussion:

A principle has been  agreed that for old releases (R97, R98) only essential corrections and clarifications not involving change of implementation should be allowed. All additions of features and improvements of rare exceptional cases should go to R99.

In practice the above statement has not had the desired impact and there will still be a lot of GPRS R97 CR's to be presented for SMG#30 approval.  All companies seem to agree the principle, but it has been difficult to reach a common understanding on what "essential correction" means.

Before SMG#30 we have to accept that we cannot continue to change R97 even if, by doing so, we get a technically better solution. A special attention should be paid to changes that effect the coding of protocol Information Elements as they cause compatibility problems in interfaces when not implemented at same time.

Manufacturers and operators who have already started system integration and interoperability tests have to synchronise their implementation and delivery dates to be able to maintain the compatibility in interfaces within the systems under test.  

Any change at this time is difficult and costly to administrate, therefore the technical reasons and arguments behind a late change need to be compared against these cost.

Conclusion:

No more GPRS CRs to R97  shall be accepted.

However the following exceptions shall be allowed:

(C1) Essential Unforeseen Problems. This is where a normal case scenario will not work because there is some (as yet undetected) error in the specifications.

NOTE - C1 only applies to "normal case" scenarios which are likely to occur regularly. It is too late to correct errors which are not that likely to occur very often in practice

(C2) Contributions relating to existing Open Issues, as identified on the GPRS Open Issues from the August 1999 N1 meeting, or relating to contributions first seen in earlier meeting.

(C3) Simple Editorial CRs, i.e. spelling corrections, section number corrections, typos etc where there is obviously no implementation impact.

(C4) Corrections to implementation of earlier CRs, where MCC editors have made some mistake which needs correction.

(C5)  Other CRs where the CR is actively supported by all attending manufacturing companies.

Ideally, where a CR is proposed for approval, it should be identified why it should be accepted using the above categories C1-C5.  If this cannot be identified then the CR shall be automatically rejected.

