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During the Austin meeting a discussion was started to stop using the UML-driven process for some older OSA releases.

It was expressed that the historic nature of the changes outweighs the labour intensiveness of the UML-driven process for some older releases.  A more traditional approach would be to edit the changes into the specifications (both ETSI and 3GPP).  This needs to be meticulous job as changes may have impact on OMG IDL, J2EE and J2SE realizations spread over ETSI and 3GPP.  

The draw backs of progressively abandoning the UML model for some older releases are the following:
· ETSI and 3GPP specifications will have different editors in charge of implementing the CRs; this may be a source of inconsistency

· CRs need to spell out their changes not only against the Word document but also, if appropriate, against the realizations (code).  Note that the code is not change tracked, so verification of correct reflection of the textual changes in the different code files, will be difficult.

· As code is not change tracked, correct implementation of multiple modifications against the same source file will be difficult to assess.

Clearly, stopping the UML-driven process for some releases should be a careful decision as it may destabilize the specifications.  However, other 3GPP and ETSI specifications do not follow a similar process; update of specification without applying a consistency enforcer such as a UML-driven process is actually business as usual.  

Given its labour intensiveness versus virtually guaranteed consistency, using the UML-driven process is most relevant for specifications that see a lot of changes.  This is not the case for 3GPP Release 4.  At some point this will not be the case for Release 5.
The proposal to stop using the UML-driven process will be presented for endorsement to the next 3GPP CT plenary, and when/if endorsed it will be implemented unless there is any company in the JWG interested in providing the resources necessary to keep it

.
