	Doc# oneM2M-REQ-2012-0044-Normative_Text_Working_Assumptions 
Input Contribution
	[image: image1.png]






	INPUT CONTRIBUTION

	Group Name:*
	WG1/WG2

	Source:*
	Laurent Laporte, WG1 convener, Laurent.laporte@sprint.com
Omar Elloumi, WG2 convener, omar.elloumi@alcatel-lucent.com

	Contact:
	

	Date:*
	2012-11-12

	Abstract:*
	A proposed working assumption for the use of Shall, Should, May terminology

	Agenda Item:*
	<Agenda item reference>

	Work item(s):
	All items in consideration during co-convened WG1/WG2

	Document(s) 

Impacted*
	All documents in consideration during co-convened WG1/WG2

	Intended purpose of

document:*
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Decision

 Discussion

 Information

 Other <specify>

	Decision requested or recommendation:*
	Adopt the working assumption proposed in this document until a final decision is made by the Steering Committee – this document results from an action point on the co-convener to prepare a document suggesting the use a working assumption suggesting similar drafting rules as 3GPP.


oneM2M IPR STATEMENT

Participation in, or attendance at, any activity of oneM2M, constitutes acceptance of and agreement to be bound by all provisions of IPR policy of the admitting Partner Type 1 and permission that all communications and statements, oral or written, or other information disclosed or presented, and any translation or derivative thereof, may without compensation, and to the extent such participant or attendee may legally and freely grant such copyright rights, be distributed, published, and posted on oneM2M’s web site, in whole or in part, on a non-exclusive basis by oneM2M or oneM2M Partners Type 1 or their licensees or assignees, or as oneM2M SC directs.
Below are samples of the styles to be used in this document
1
Rationale and background
The co convened WG1/WG2 is in the process of reviewing contributions on requirements and architecture review. In order to help the contribution authors prepare their contributions in a harmonized fashion, this document suggests the adoption of a working assumption pertaining to the use of the terms: shall, should, and may.
Such a working assumption is needed to ensure work continuation until the steering committee provides guidance on the use of these terms.

During the WG1/WG2 co-convener meeting, it was suggested that 3GPP definitions are used as a working assumption until further guidance from the SC.
2 Proposal
The following text definitions for the terms shall, should and may will be used as a working assumption. These definitions are extracted from 3GPP TR 21.801 V11.2.0.
“The verbal forms shown in table E.1 shall be used to indicate requirements strictly to be followed in order to conform to the standard and from which no deviation is permitted.

Table E.1: Requirement

	Verbal form
	Equivalent expressions for use in exceptional cases

(see subclause 6.6.1)

	shall
	is to

is required to

it is required that

has to

only ... is permitted

it is necessary

	shall not
	is not allowed [permitted] [acceptable] [permissible]

is required to be not

is required that ... be not

is not to be

	Do not use "must" as an alternative for "shall". (This will avoid any confusion between the requirements of a standard and external statutory obligations).

Do not use "may not" instead "shall not" to express a prohibition.

To express a direct instruction, for example referring to steps to be taken in a test method, use the imperative mood (e.g. "switch on the recorder").


The verbal forms shown in table E.2 shall be used to indicate that among several possibilities one is recommended as particularly suitable, without mentioning or excluding others, or that a certain course of action is preferred but not necessarily required, or that (in the negative form) a certain possibility or course of action is deprecated but not prohibited.

Table E.2: Recommendation

	Verbal form
	Equivalent expressions for use in exceptional cases

(see subclause 6.6.1)

	should
	it is recommended that

ought to

	should not
	it is not recommended that

ought not to


The verbal forms shown in table E.3 are used to indicate a course of action permissible (…).

Table E.3: Permission

	Verbal form
	Equivalent expressions for use in exceptional cases

(see subclause 6.6.1)

	may
	is permitted

is allowed

is permissible

	need not
	it is not required that

no ... is required

	Do not use "possible" or "impossible" in this context.

Do not use "can" instead of "may" in this context.

Do not use "may" or "may not" to indicate a possibility or lack of possibility – see Table E.4 below.

NOTE:
"May" signifies permission expressed by the standard, whereas "can" refers to the ability of a user of the standard or to a possibility open to him.
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