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1. Introduction & Background 

At the SWG2_02_Atlanta meeting, a consensus decision was reached to recommend to SWG2#19 that a new TR be generated. The purpose of this document is to present the alternatives for this recommendation, for the Members’ consideration.

The extract from the SWG2_02 Report Section 6 is reproduced below - 

“On 3.2 and 3.3:

1. T2C-020054 - WID split – for information, no followup needed

2. T2C-020054 GUP Schema Mechanism and others – 

Motorola:  Recommends that a TR be generated on the requirements for representations of data and a study of the alternatives (e.g., DDF, GUP XML Schema).  The requirements must be defined and agreed prior to embarking on the study.  Consensus: Yes.

Telia:  Expressed concerns about the R6 time implications of delays.  This spawned discussions of alternatives but no resolutions, noting the impact on R6 and implications of and interactions with the activities within SA3 and other groups.”
2. Options for a course of action or decision 

2.1    The first action that is required in SWG2#19 is –the approval or rejection of the SWG2_02 recommendation. 

SWG2_02 is only permitted to make a Recommendation to SWG2#19 – the Full SWG2 (#19, #20, etc.) considers approval/rejection of all Dedicated-GUP Meetings recommendations (SWG2_02, SWG2_03, etc.) as a normal course of action.

2.2    This section serves two purposes -  it may be helpful in reaching a decision on 2.1, and also to generate a plan of action if the decision on 2.1 is YES.

Alternative A. A TR could be produced under “Normal” procedures, (i.e. a normal inflow of documents proposing alternatives and their pros/cons until a consensus emerges through discussion). 

The Members are invited to consider if this will impact the schedule date for GUP/DDF deliverables for Rel 6, and if Yes, how much will the impact be, and will the impact be tolerable or not.

Alternative B. A TR could be produced under “Expedited” procedures (i.e. a Member or Members could propose to draft a TR and present a completed draft during December, certainly no later than the SWG2#20 January 2003 meeting). This draft would then be reviewed to see if a consensus exists, and modifications made to the draft until a consensus emerges.

Members are invited to consider if this will impact the schedule date for GUP/DDF deliverables for Rel 6, and if Yes, how much will the impact be, and will the impact be tolerable or not.

Alternative C. A “Consensus Proposal” could be presented during SWG2#19 on the agreed Direction of the GUP/DDF work. 

A completed TR in line with the agreed Consensus Proposal would then need to be presented for SWG2 approval in SWG2#20.  

Alternative D. Members could propose that an immediate Vote be held in the T2#19 Closing Plenary to establish a Direction for the GUP/DDF T2 work, (e.g. because any impact to the Rel 6 GUP/DDF Deliverables beyond SWG2#19 would be considered to be intolerable).

