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Abstract of the contribution:

As decided during discussion of I-WLAN handling on the topic of specification withdrawal, SA will work on a general process. 
Introduction
SA sent an LS on I-WLAN handling and specification withdrawal (SP-160508) from SA#72 to SA and CT WGs and CT. This stated:

SA is working on a general process for feature withdrawal to be documented during SA#73. This may include aspect such as notifying of the discontinuation on the 3GPP website, informing OPs, in addition to defining an internal process to provide approval for discontinuation of an existing feature in the appropriate Work Item Description.

This paper identifies a points for discussion and decision to progress toward this goal. 
Discussion
1) Is Withdraw the appropriate verb?

ETSI uses the term 'withdraw' to fully remove a specification from circulation. Both ETSI and the IETF use the term 'historic' to express that maintenance and enhancement of a specification will not occur and no work is done to consider compatibility. 3GPP uses the term 'Specification Withdrawn' and 'Withdrawal' of a specification (in 21.900 and in the specification database) to identify specifications that are not available after the version at which the withdrawal occurred.
Proposal 1: Use the term 'Withdrawal' for the process of stopping ongoing development of specifications and functionality.

2) Should there be a process for Functionality as well as specification 'withdrawal'?
Reviewing the discussion so far, it appears that focus has been on withdrawing specifications. Most functionality added to the 3GPP system is however not added to a single specification or as a new specification for that purpose. 

One possibility is to define a new term in 21.900:

functionality: normative specification text contained in one or more Technical Specifications, corresponding either to a feature or to some portion of a feature. 

A strategy to withdraw functionality has a broader scope than how to withdraw specifications. 
Proposal 2: SA shall define a process for both withdrawal of functionality and specifications.

3) Additional diligent assessment
It was suggested at SA#72 to consider the following additional procedures to allow diligent consideration of a proposal to withdraw specifications (and, as shown below, this would apply to withdrawing functionality as well):

-
When any study item or work item has an objective to consider whether or how to withdraw functionality or specifications, this shall be stated in the WID to aid in diligent assessment;

-
TEI and other similar general purpose enhancement work items are not appropriate to be used for the withdrawal of a specification or functionality;
-
The impact of withdrawal of a specification or functionality shall be assessed by a TSG before a decision is taken;

-
The assessment of implications and impacts includes at least changes to diverse specifications' citations. This must be considered both by 3GPP working groups but also externally, by organizations who may have concerns about the withdrawal due to normative citations to the specification or functionality that the TSG is considering to withdraw;

Proposal 3: It is proposed to agree these are the components of a diligent assessment.

4) Procedural implications for 3GPP?

As discussed in SA#72 in SP-160253, SA #63 determined in an LS 

1. Ongoing WLAN related work in Rel-12 shall not take I-WLAN into account

2. Functional modifications of I-WLAN shall be stopped from Rel-12 onwards

Following this came guidance in SP-160397 from SA#64

It is the intention to stop maintaining the I-WLAN feature from Rel-12 onwards, but TSG SA agrees that this intent at feature level does not automatically phase out any I-WLAN specifications, which includes some generic procedures that are re-used. It is left for each WG to evaluate which parts of the I-WLAN specifications to continue to maintain, either for backwards compatibility or to allow re-use of generic procedures that are still useful. 


If any I-WLAN specifications, or parts thereof, are left unused, then such (parts of) specifications should be clearly marked as not actively maintained. It is up to each WG to determine how to document this in their specifications.

The time-consuming and chaotic consequences of this lack of clear guidance is documented in SP‑160253, discussed in SA#72. It is therefore suggested to identify clear guidance in future.

One approach to the documentation of withdrawal decisions for specifications or features would be to generalize the guidance from SP-160508, and supplement it as needed, e.g.:
· Remove normative citations: assess impacts, make a plan, create CRs in relevant WGs.

· Do not create specifications for the following version of the withdrawn specification.

· If any specifications have already been created, void all content and add sufficient information to the Introduction and Scope to leave no doubt the feature is not supported in this or subsequent versions of the specification. Clause 2 would retain only references to the latest valid versions of the specifications. (e.g. 22.234, 23.234)
· If a specification is deemed too broadly cited and critical due to functionality that has not been withdrawn, all the withdrawn functionality is to be voided and the scope and introduction is to be modified to reflect the reduced scope. (e.g. 33.234)
Proposal 4: It is proposed to agree that the above four bullets are the default approach to withdrawing functionality.
5) The future of withdrawn specifications or functionality
One of the key points of discussion in SA#63 and SA#64 was how to handle ongoing maintenance and possible enhancement of I-WLAN in future.

Once a specification is withdrawn, it is no longer advanced to new versions. Similarly, once functionality is withdrawn, subsequent versions of specifications will not contain the corresponding normative text.
The questions remain: 

- 
can a specification or functionality be maintained in versions of the specification(s) prior to when it was withdrawn?

- 
can a specification or functionality be enhanced in versions of the specification(s) prior to when it 
At the very least, it is procedurally different to proceed in these ways, since there are Category A CRs cannot be applied beyond to the version at which a specification or feature has been withdrawn. 
For example: If the Rel-14 specification TR 21.900 were withdrawn (which is not being proposed!) it would still be possible to maintain the Rel-13 specification. It would even be possible, if agreed in TSG, to enhance this specification (with a Category B or C CR.)
Proposal 5: It is proposed to agree that correction and enhancement may be performed on specifications that have been withdrawn in a subsequent version if allowed by the TSG. Care must be taken to avoid category A CRs where inappropriate.
Proposal

It is suggested to endorse proposals 1-5 above.

Please see 21.900 CR0052 in [SP-160885] captures these proposals.
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