Doc# OMA-IOP-2007-0155-INP_Donation_XHTML_WCSS_Suites.doc[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Input Contribution

Doc# OMA-IOP-2007-0155-INP_Donation_XHTML_WCSS_Suites.doc
Input Contribution



Input Contribution

	Title:
	OMA-IOP-2007-0155-INP_Donation_XHTML_WCSS_Suites
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	IOP

	Submission Date:
	08 Aug 2007

	Source:
	Henrique Costa, NEC Corporation
+351 234 372 060
Henrique.costa@aveiro.nec.pt

	Attachments:
	n/a
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Contribution

To ask permission from IOP to share the XHTML MP and WCSS test suites with W3C.
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution tries to describe the context, the benefits and the malefices of donating the current OMA test suites for XHTML MP and WCSS to W3C and to request the authorisation from IOP to initiate the process of getting a final permission for the donation to W3C of that OMA work.
3 Detailed Proposal

For the purpose of validation of Browsing 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3, IOP BRO has produced several test cases for XHTML MP 1.1 and 1.2 and for WCSS 1.1. Those test cases were complemented with the test code required to run on the Browsing server in order to validate the behaviour of the client.
The test code covers most of the functionalities of XHTML MP 1.1 and 1.2 and also of WCSS 1.1, however the code was the minimum required to exercise the different functionalities described on the specs.

There are a lot of improvements that can be made to automate some of the test cases, facilitate the navigation from test to test, register the results, stop and resume test sessions, etc.

W3C has volunteered to do that work with the condition of having the end result on their portal. It was analysed the possibility to have a test harness on their side that would refer to OMA site on a test by test basis. Unfortunately and from a technical point of view it is impossible to achieve the desired level of effectiveness that way. For that purpose it is required to make some modifications to the existing test cases, adding them the hooks required to allow their integration on a satisfying way to the test harness.

Since Browsing 2.4 is a convergence release, where the specifications from OMA and from W3C for the mobile domain, were merged together and with more and more transfer of responsibilities from OMA to W3C, it makes a lot of sense to also transfer the validation work, providing a good starting point for current and future releases validation. All of this on an organization that seems to be more tailored for the browsing area than OMA.

The pros of this transfer are:

· The end result will be a much more sophisticated and complete test system for Browsing clients

· The availability of more resources to work on improving and correcting the test suites

· A bigger visibility of the test suite

· Free work on improving Browsing test suites and maintaining the test infrastructure that is available publicly at W3C
The cons are:

· Any correction required by OMA will be dependent on W3C availability and priorities
· OMA cannot validate any corrections or improvements on the suites

· OMA will loose visibility of the attention the test suite is having

4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

Nevertheless the cons, the pros are far beyond more important, so it is requested for IOP to accept that this request is forward to IOP BOD and later to the TP, Board or any other relevant committee.
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