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1 Reason for Change

OMA has put in place a document naming convention that is well motivated but comments and concerns raised during announcements of updates to candidates suggests this is, at the very least, reviewed again re suitability and, if necessary updated.
This document provides background, motivation and suggested changes to address the perceived concern of the members that have commented and raised concerns.

Background:

Today’s OMA permanent document numbering is defined in section 12.1 of the process document (OMA-ORG-Process-V1_3-20060529-A being the current document). It is defined as follows (in 12.1.1):

The version <vers> is called out in 12.1.1.1 as:


It is clear therefore the motivation is to allow the versioning Vx.y.z, (Version major.minor.service) with its equivalent document numbering of Vx_y_z, to remain stable for a given target version and to use the date of the document (<dateStr>) to act as a differentiator for the different levels of documents for this target version. 
Regrettably the examples in 12.1.1.1 and 12.1.2 do not show this to good effect. The above assertion shows the ability to differentiate between
OMA-TS-DLOTA-V1_0-20020620-D (an example from 12.1.1.1)

and

OMA-TS-DLOTA-V1_0-20020715-D

as being two drafts of DLOTA V1.0 where the 20020715 draft supersedes the 20020620 as it post dates it.

Motivation for change:

The motivation for change is to ensure clear versioning principles not only in the documents but in the enablers themselves.
Members have commented in some instances at TP notifications of changes to enablers that have been of candidate status for some time re the impacts of the changes, most specifically backwards compatibility. In all the notification cases the submitter is aware of the considered opinion of the responsible group has been that there is no significant impact as the changes were classified as Class 2 or 3 so notification is all that is required and the candidate.  For reference these are in section 13.4.1 and shown below. 

Procedurally the groups are right if the changes are truly classified honestly.  

However often product implementations are ahead of the OMA final approval cycles, i.e. product is shipped and in the marketplace using candidate level specifications as the basis of said products. If the candidate specifications are changed during the specification validation phase, i.e. the IOP testing etc., (see section 13.1.4 and its subsections), and many are, any product shipped prior to the implementations conforming to the final candidate version which also becomes approved (-A) will share the same versioning but have different levels, e.g. V1.1 dated 20020620 and 20020715, and in some cases more versions than this caused by updates to the candidates. 
The OMA validation through test fests with implementations to test major function and with established criteria for the validation which equates to the number of test fests and hence time since they occur only a modest number of times per year means the likelihood of product being in the market and down level re its supported candidate is high.
Services need to be able to understand what version of an enabler is being used. Often the services are tweaked based on the version as more function is used etc. Thus services and indeed the platforms that support them, the enabler implementations, need a clear indication of the versions being used. 
It is thus important enablers themselves provide their true version so services can avoid having to use near clairvoyance to determine between implementations that claim support for a version, e.g. V1.1, yet may support different dated versions of the specifications, e.g.20020620 and 20020715. The changes suggested are motivated to ensure clear and unambiguous versioning of documents and enablers.
Suggested changes:

i) To distinguish between draft and candidate better re versioning
Drafts should use the versioning and date strings as they are today

Candidates should not consider the date as part of the version; the version string should uniquely identify each candidate release version"
ii) To ensure enablers clearly indicate their true version and use the document numbering scheme etc consistent with their capability to indicate the version
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None that the submitters are aware of.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None that the submitters are aware of given the way it is addressed.
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

OPs to consider this change.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Changes to section 12.1 and subsections
12.1 Permanent Documents

An OMA permanent document is a specification, report etc. which may potentially be publicly available.

12.1.1Permanent Document Numbering

The identification of a specification, report or any other permanent OMA document shall be in the following manner:-

“OMA-“ {<Affiliate> ”-“} <DocType> {“_” <DocNum>} “-“ <FuncArea> ”-“ {<Vers> ”-“} <DateStr> ”-“ <State>

where

	Field
	Use, Format and Remarks
	Examples

	<Affiliate>
	This field MAY be provided to indicate the affiliate organisation that produced the spec.  The future usage of affiliate names requires further consideration, and it is desirable that any new work initiated in OMA does not have the affiliate name in the document name.
	SYNCML, LIF, WV, WAP etc.  

	<DocType>
	This field SHALL be provided.  The field identifies the type of the document as presented in section 12.1.2.
	RD, ORG

	<DocNum>
	This field MAY be provided, depending upon the type of document.  The field provides a sequence number providing a series associated with the specific document type.
	0042

	<FuncArea>
	This field SHALL be provided. The field provides an abbreviated name of the document function in the working group. It shall be a unique identification of the functional area, distinguishing between different groups that may be working on the same functional area.
	MLP, POC_ControlPlane, WML, etc.

	<Vers>
	This field MAY be provided.  This field shall refer to a version of the document.  See section 12.1.1.1 below
	V1_0, V2_1_2

	<DateStr>
	This field SHALL be provided and is the date when the document was posted to the document archive.
The <DateStr> SHALL be considered an additional parameter in differentiating within a draft version defined by <Vers., The <DateStr> SHALL NOT be used to differentiate between approved versions defined by <Vers> i.e. Candidate (-C) or Approved (-A) versions. See 12.1.1.1
	20020620

	<State>
	This field SHALL be provided and indicates the state of the specification, these states being

· ‘A’ for Approved

· ‘C’ for Candidate

· ‘D’ for Draft

· ‘I’ for Information

· ‘O’ for Obsolete

Existing other states from OMA affiliates not accommodated or mappable into this list should be preserved and not reused if there is any risk of confusion.  Note that this state should not be confused with document disposition (see 12.4).
	D, A etc.


Table 4: Permanent Document Numbering

12.1.1.1 Document Version 

The document version conveys evolution and maintenance information.
The version of a document shall be defined as in Table 5: Document Version.

In permanent document numbering the <version> field, see section 12.1 for details, shall represent the version of the document.  The values in the <Vers> field SHALL be defined in the following manner:-

<Vers> = “V” <x> “_” <y> { “_” <z> }

where:

	Field
	Use
	Remarks

	<x>
	Major Version Indicator
	This field shall identify the major version of the document, as determined by the working group.

This field SHALL be provided.

Major versions are likely to contain major feature additions; may contain incompatibilities with previous document or specification revisions; and though unlikely, could change, drop, or replace standard or existing interfaces.  Initial releases are “1_0”.

	<y>
	Minor Version Indicator
	Minor version of the document.  
This field shall be provided.  
It is incremented every time a minor change is made to the approved document version by the working group.  
Minor versions are likely to contain minor feature additions, be compatible with the preceding Major_Minor specification revision including existing interfaces, although it may provide evolving interfaces.  The initial minor release for any major release is “0”, i.e. 1_0

	<z>
	Service Indicator
	Service indicator for the document.  The service indicator SHALL be incremented every time a change is made to an approved (Candidate (–C) or Approved (-A) document version by the working group. 
This field is optional, i.e. the equivalent of “_0”, for initial Major_Minor releases but SHALL be provided whenever a service release of the document is made.  The first service indicator release SHALL be “_1” for any Major_Minor release.

Service indicators are intended to be compatible with the Major_Minor release they relate to but add bug fixes.  No new functions will be added through the release of Service Indicators.


Table 5: Document Version

The document version approach has two phases

· for draft documents the version conveys the target evolution or maintenance information. As draft documents evolve until such point as they are approved the <DateStr> is used to allow differentiation without consumption of versioning field information (<Vers>). (see 12.1.1)
· For approved documents (Candidate (-C) or  Approved (-A)) the version conveys an indication that something has changed since the previous approved version, the <DateStr> is purely informative (see 12.1.1). 
Where the means to support versioning for evolution and maintenance does not support the full versioning capabilities provided by <Vers>, e.g. the means only supports “x.y”, the lowest means, e.g. “y”, SHALL be incremented and the document equivalently incremented to provide the one-one relationship.
Successive versions of the document shall be sequentially enumerated, with no gaps in the document numbering.  An example of such sequential numbering is the following: 1_0, 1_1, 1_1_1, 2_0, 3_0, 3_1, 3_1_1, 3_1_2, 3_2, 4_0, 4_1, etc.

Once posted, a version of a document SHALL not be replaced by another with the same name.  Any posting of a revised document SHALL contain a different document number.  There is no provision for specifying a “V1_1B” or “V1_1BIS”, etc.

The following are examples of permanent document names using the above numbering convention:-

OMA-TS-DLOTA-V1_0-20020620-D
OMA-TS-DLOTA-V1_0-20020715-D (with the above example this shows the distinction between drafts of DLOTA V1.0 by using the date)
OMA-TS-DRM-REL-V2_0-20050825-C

OMA-TS-DRM-REL-V2_0_1-20060117-C (with the above example this shows the distinction between candidates of DRM-REL V2.0 using the service indicator; the date not being the distinguishing factor)

OMA-WAP-AD-WML-V2_0-20010620-A

OMA-SYNCML-RD-SYNCPROT-V1_1-20020215-A

OMA-LIF-TS-LOCPROT-V3_0-20020606-A

OMA-WV-RD-CSP-V1_0-20020230-A

OMA-WAP-AD-EXAMPLEFEATURE-V1_1_1-20020930-A

12.1.2 Permanent Document Types

	Document Type (abbr)
	Characteristics
	Description

	
	Versioned
	Numbered
	

	AD
	X
	
	Architecture Document

	CHARTER
	
	
	Charter

	EICS
	X
	
	Enabler Implementation Conformance Statement Template

	ERELD
	X
	
	Enabler Release Definition Document

	ERP
	X
	
	Enabler Release Package (zip archive)

	ET_RPT
	X
	
	Enabler Test Report

	ETG
	X
	
	Enabler Test Guidelines

	ETR
	X
	
	Enabler Test Requirements

	ETS
	X
	
	Enabler Test Specification

	IOP_RPT
	X
	
	Enabler IOP Report

	LRR
	
	
	Liaison Relationship Request

	LS
	
	X
	Outgoing Liaison Statement

	ORG
	X
	
	OMA Working process and procedures

	RD
	X
	
	Requirements Document

	RRELD
	X
	
	Reference Release Definition Document

	RRP
	X
	
	Reference Release Package (zip archive)

	SUP
	X
	
	Support Document (non-specification)

	TEMPLATE
	
	
	Templates

	TS
	X
	
	Technical Specification

	WID
	X
	X
	Work Item Document

	WP
	
	
	White Paper

	xxRR
	X
	
	Review Report (where xx is AD, RD or CON)


Table 6: Permanent Document Types

12.1.3 Permanent Document Name Models and Examples

12.1.3.1 Architecture Document (AD)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-AD-” <FuncArea> “-” <Vers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-AD-MMS_ENC-V1_1-20030205-D
OMA-AD-IMPS-V1_2_2-20040404-A
The version string for the AD is not related to the package (i.e. enabler or reference release) version.  An AD may be included in more than one release package and if the same version is used that fact should be clear from the common AD document reference.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document

12.1.3.2 Charter (CHARTER)

Type:
non-versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-CHARTER-” <GroupName> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-CHARTER-MWG-20040502-A
OMA-CHARTER-IOP_IMPS-20080204-D
12.1.3.3 Enabler Implementation Conformance Statement (EICS)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-EICS-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-EICS-MMS-V1_2-20040303-D
OMA-EICS-DS-V1_1_2-20030303-D
The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.4 Enabler Release Definition Document (ERELD)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ERELD-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-ERELD-DS-V1_2-20040103-A
OMA-ERELD-BAC_PUSH-V2_3-20090214-D
The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.5 Enabler Release Package (ERP)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ERP-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Example:
OMA-ERP-DRM-V2_0-20040805-C
The ERP is expected to be used for a zip file which contains the elements of the enabler release.  The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available package.

12.1.3.6 Enabler Test Report (ET_RPT)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ET_RPT-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘I’

Examples:
OMA-ET_RPT-MMS-V1_3-20040607-D
OMA-ET_RPT-LOCATION-V2_3-20030706-I
The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.7 Enabler Test Guidelines (ETG)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ETG-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-ETG-BROWSING-V1_2-20040105-D
OMA-ETG-DM-V2_1-20040106-A

The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

Prior to the adoption of Enabler Test Guidelines (ETG), documents known as Enabler Test Plan (ETP) were produced and served a similar role.

12.1.3.8 Enabler Test Requirements (ETR)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ETR-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>

States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-ETR-BROWSING-V1_2-20040105-D
OMA-ETR-Presence_SIMPLE-V1_0-20050815-C
OMA-ETR-DM-V2_1-20040306-A

The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.9 Enabler Test Specification (ETS)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ETS-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-ETS-MMS-V1_1-20040103-D
OMA-ETS-LOCATION-V2_0-20030509-C
The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.10 Enabler IOP Report (IOP_RPT)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-IOP_RPT-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-IOP_RPT-LOC_MLP-V3_0_3-20030912-A
OMA-IOP_RPT-LOC-V1_2-20031103-D
The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.11 Liaison Relation Request (LRR)

Type:
non-versioned, non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-LRR-” <Entity> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>

States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-LRR-W3C-20030504-A
OMA-LRR-PP_SA1-20021110-D
The <Entity> string should describe the group to whom the relationship is requested.  For all LRRs, the <Entity> field must be unique.

12.1.3.12 Outgoing Liaison Statement (LS)

Type:
non-versioned; numbered

Model:
“OMA-LS_” <DocNum> “-” <Description> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>

States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-LS_0012-QuestionsOnIMS-20040209-A
OMA-LS_0204-DependenciesOn3GPP2-20040901-D
The <DocNum> is an OMA-wide sequence number and is provided by the Liaison Coordinator for logging and recording purposes.  The <Description> is free form text providing a summary of purpose of the LS.

12.1.3.13 OMA Working Processes and Procedures (ORG)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ORG-” <Description> “-” <Vers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-ORG-Process-V1_4-20050301-D
OMA-ORG-ConsistencyReviewProcs-V2_0_1-20060102-A
The ORG doc type SHALL be used for documents that describe process and procedures.  This includes internal Best Practices documents regarding those same processes and procedures.  While these documents are primarily expected to support internal activities these documents MAY be made public.  When the ORG doc type is used for normative documents (e.g. Process Documents) they MUST be approved by TP before becoming effective.

12.1.3.14 Requirements Document (RD)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-RD-” <FuncArea> “-” <Vers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-RD-DM-V1_3-20031221-D
OMA-RD-DS-V1_6-20031112-C
The version string for the RD is not related to the package (i.e. enabler or reference release) version.  An RD may be included in more than one release package and if the same version is used that fact should be clear from the common RD document reference.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document

12.1.3.15 Reference Release Definition Document (RRELD)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-RRELD-” <RefRelName> “-” <RefRelVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-RRELD-IdentityReport-V1_2-20060103-C
OMA-RRELD-ContentLandscape-V1_3-20090214-D
The <RefRelVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying reference release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the specific release date.

12.1.3.16 Reference Release Package (RRP)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-RRP-” <RefRelName> “-” <RefRelVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Example:
OMA-RRP-FooDataModel-V2_0-20040805-C
The RRP is expected to be used for a zip file which contains the elements of the reference release.  The <RefRelVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying reference release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the specific release package.

12.1.3.17 Support Document (SUP)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-SUP-” <FuncArea> “-” <Vers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-SUP-AC_ap0001-V1_0-20050913-D
OMA-SUP-DTD_drmrel-V1_4-20060214-C

The SUP document type provides a means to retain and reference non-specification documents needed to be associated with a enabler or other package.  The formal document name, as SUP document, may differ from the normal usage.  For example, a DTD file is expected to be available in the external DTD directory but would not normally include the <DateStr> or <State>.  The linkage of the formal document and the normal usage file should be described in the appropriate package description (e.g. ERELD).  The <FuncArea> name component should provide some form of type identification (e.g. AC, DTD, etc.), where possible, to permit easy recognition of the likely information contained therein.

12.1.3.18 Template Document (TEMPLATE)

Type:
non-versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-TEMPLATE-” <FuncArea> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
State:
‘I’

Examples:
OMA-TEMPLATE-InputContrib-20031221-I
OMA-TEMPLATE-LiasonStatement-20031112-I
The <FuncArea> should describe the document type for which the template is intended.

12.1.3.19 Technical Specification (TS)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-” {<Affil> “-”} “TS-” <FuncArea> “-” <Vers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-SYNCML-TS-DataSync-V1_1_2-20050301-D
OMA-TS-MMS-V2_0_1-20060102-A
The version string indicates the specification version and typically assigned by the work programme.  The enabler package version may be different.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.20 Work Item Document (WID)

Type:
versioned; numbered

Model:
“OMA-WID_” <WidNum> “-” <FuncArea> “-” <Vers> “-”  <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-WID_0045-PoC-V2_0-20040103-D
OMA-WID_0035-MMSrel2-v2_1-20040503-A
The <DocNum> is assigned by the Work Programme Secretary and the <FuncArea> is the registered name associated to the WID.  These items are forever associated with the WID for the work item.  The version string indicates the WID version.  The package (i.e. enabler or reference release) version may have a different version number.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.21 White Paper (WP)

Type:
non-versioned, non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-WP-” <FuncArea> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-WP-UsageOfDRM-20040203-D
OMA-WP-TestingMethodologyForLocation-20030202-A
White Papers are informative technical documents intended to provide a means to address market or technical issues in support of the activities of OMA.  This includes technical best practices documents related to implementation of OMA Specifications or technical matters regarding OMA Specifications.

12.1.3.22 Review Report (xxRR)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-” <RTYPE> “RR-” <ReviewDoc> “-” <BaseVersion> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
where <RTYPE> is
“AD” for Architecture Document Review
.
“RD” is Requirements Document Review
 
“CON” is for Consistency Review

States:
‘D’ and ‘I’

Examples:
OMA-RDRR-DM-V1_2-20040203-D
OMA-CONRR-IMPS-V1_3-20040802-I

The <ReviewDoc> is a name associated with the package/document that is being reviewed.  For example, in the case of RDRR, the <ReviewDoc> should be from the name of the requirements document.  In the case of CONRR the <ReviewDoc> should be from the name of the ERELD enabler being reviewed.  The <BaseVersion> is tied to the version of the material under review (e.g. RD, AD, ERELD).  The <DateStr> is represents the date of the review report itself and is not associated with the underlying material.

Change 2:  Changes to 13.4 and subsections
13.4 Document Change Management

This section describes the change management process to be followed for modification of permanent documents.

13.4.1 Classes of Changes

Changes to permanent documents can be classified as belonging to one of the following categories:

Class 0: New Functionality. May only be used against Draft and Candidate permanent documents.

Class 1: Major Change to an existing permanent documents that include significant changes or amendments to the behavior, form, fit, or functionality (e.g. breaks backward compatibility against an existing Candidate/Approved version of a specification).  May only be used against Draft and Candidate permanent documents.  

Class 2: Bug Fixes (correct technical issues related to a permanent document that SHALL NOT include significant changes or amendments to the behavior, form, fit, or functionality)

Class 3: Clerical Corrections (corrects spelling errors, typographical errors, and other minor clerical errors in the permanent document that have no normative affect on the document). 

Requests for class 0-2 changes to a permanent document SHALL be handled by the use of a Change Request (CR) that is to be submitted to the group that owns the permanent document.  Requested class 3 changes MAY be documented in a CR, but MAY also be reported to the group in other ways (by electronic means, such as e-mail or verbally). See section 13.4.4 for further information about handling of class 3 changes.

13.4.2 Contents of a Change Request

A CR should contain the following information:
Submitting companies (if applicable)

Editor of the Change Request with complete contact information

The class of change, as outlined in section 13.4.1 (if several changes are suggested, then the class number for the most significant change shall be used). 

The full name of the permanent document that the Change Request targets, including version and date

The affected Enabler Release (if appropriate)

An overview of the proposed change

A first analysis of any related impacts to other documents or Work Items

The proposed changes to the identified revision of the document.

· the changes SHALL be suggested using revision marking, clearly showing the additions, changes and deletions

· the changes SHALL be made against the document revision identified 

13.4.3 Process for Handling of Change Requests

The CR SHALL be submitted to the Technical Working Group that owns the permanent documents or a subworking group thereof that has been assigned the responsibility of maintaining the document.

The group SHALL consider the proposed change and agree on the classification.

The group SHALL also further analyze whether the proposed change has an impact on related Work Items, requirements, architecture, specifications or test cases.

The group shall then decide whether to agree or reject, the proposed change

· the group may decide to revise the proposed change (i.e. update the CR)

· the group SHALL communicate with any other Working Group, as appropriate, if it may be impacted by the change

13.4.4 Incorporation of Changes

After a CR has been approved as described in the previous section, the changes shall be incorporated into the permanent document.  Class 3 changes requires no CR, the editor of the permanent document can do the changes directly in the document and follow the process below. 

The changes shall be indicated using revision marking, clearly showing the additions, changes and deletions

The document history SHALL be updated with information about what CR that has been incorporated (if a CR exists) and contain an overview of the changes.
The means to achieve versioning for evolution and maintenance SHALL be updated to distinguish from the version being updated.
The name of the permanent documents SHALL be updated in order to reflect that it has been changed as outlined in section 12.1 (Permanent document numbering).
Note that a permanent document may be updated with several CRs prior to that a new revision is created and published.

13.4.5 Handling of a Document with Incorporated Changes

Note: this section is only applicable for Candidate and Approved permanent documents.  Permanent documents that are in Draft state require no additional handling once the CRs have been incorporated.

When a document has been updated with one or several CRs, the Working Group that owns the permanent document SHALL perform a final review of the document prior to that the document moves forward to the next step in the process.

Depending on the CR of the lowest class (e.g. when a class 1 and class 3 change have been applied the class 1 would be the lowest class) that has been incorporated into the document and the previous state of the document, the following applies:

If at least one of the incorporated changes is a class 0 or 1 change and the document previously was in Candidate status, then this SHALL result in the demotion of the document back to Draft status. It shall thereafter go through the normal process of being approved as a Candidate by the Technical Plenary.

If the incorporated changes only have been classified as class 2 or 3 then the Technical Plenary SHALL be informed that the changes have occurred, by the submission of a report which points to the new revision of the document.  The Release Planning and Management committee SHALL be responsible for the submission of this report to the Technical Plenary and provide an overview summary of the technical changes made to the modified document(s).

Change 3:  Process flow stage 11 (section 13.1.3.6)
13.1.3.6  Stage 11. Development of the Enabler Package

The enabler package SHALL contain all required specifications and supporting material.

The specifications SHALL define the technical detail of the enabler. 

The IOP Enabler Test Requirements (ETR) SHALL define the features, means (e.g. method to test) and criteria (e.g. expected results) including the priority for assessing interoperability (see the OMA IOP Process [OMA-IOP-Process] for full details).

The specifications SHALL contain:

· sufficient technical detail to define all aspects of function and behaviour in an unambiguous way,  e.g. protocols, APIs, content formats, semantics and syntax, processing models, security, UI behaviour where appropriate, etc., and

· sufficient technical detail to ensure interoperability for all normative function and behaviour, and

· the means to achieve versioning for evolution and maintenance (see section 12.1 for details of document versioning for specifications).

The specifications SHALL contain nothing that cannot be referred in general terms to requirements in the RD and AD.

The TWG SHALL be responsible for producing the specifications and other documents for the enabler.

The TWG SHALL cooperate with the Architecture group, IOP group, Requirements group, Security group and other appropriate working groups as appropriate during the creation of the specifications.

The enabler SHALL be delivered as one or more specifications, Enabler Test Requirements (ETR) and any other required documents (e.g. Enabler Release Document (ERELD)).  Note that a specification MAY contain the needed elements of the AD, rather than have a separate AD specification, when delivered as one specification or where the AD forms a logical part of one specification in a set.

Completion of the enabler SHALL be determined by TWG.  The criteria to be used to determine the completion of the enabler SHALL be:

a) all planned requirements, as defined in the RD with agreed updates post RD approval in stage 9, have been addressed,

b) all necessary aspects of architecture, security and the function have been specified, 

c) any interoperability requirements at the specification level is complete, including the Enabler Test Requirements

d) the documents have no known omissions or problems. 

e) the enabler documents (i.e. specifications, Enabler Test Requirements, and any other required documents) have been subject to the consistency review and there are no known substantive issues outstanding. 

In permanent document numbering the <version> field, see section � REF _Ref35605177 \r \h ��12.1� for details, shall represent the version of the document.  The values in the <Vers> field SHALL be defined in the following manner:-


<Vers> = “V” <x> “_” <y> { “_” <z> }


where:


Field�
Use�
Remarks�
�
<x>�
Major Version Indicator�
This field shall identify the major version of the document, as determined by the working group.


This field SHALL be provided.


Major versions are likely to contain major feature additions; may contain incompatibilities with previous document or specification revisions; and though unlikely, could change, drop, or replace standard or existing interfaces.  Initial releases are “1_0”.�
�
<y>�
Minor Version Indicator�
Minor version of the document.  This field shall be provided.  It is incremented every time a minor change is made to the approved document version by the working group.  Minor versions are likely to contain minor feature additions, be compatible with the preceding Major_Minor specification revision including existing interfaces, although it may provide evolving interfaces.  The initial minor release for any major release is “0”, i.e. 1_0�
�
<z>�
Service Indicator�
Service indicator for the document.  Incremented every time a change is made to the approved document version by the working group.


This field is optional, i.e. the equivalent of “_0” for initial Major_Minor releases but SHALL be provided whenever a service release of the document is made.  The first service indicator release SHALL be “_1” for any Major_Minor release.


Service indicators are intended to be compatible with the Major_Minor release they relate to but add bug fixes.  No new functions will be added through the release of Service Indicators.�
�
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“OMA-“ {<Affiliate> ”-“} <DocType> {“_” <DocNum>} “-“ <FuncArea> ”-“ {<Vers> ”-“} <DateStr> ”-“ <State>





Classes of Changes


Changes to permanent documents can be classified as belonging to one of the following categories:


Class 0: New Functionality. May only be used against Draft and Candidate permanent documents.


Class 1: Major Change to an existing permanent documents that include significant changes or amendments to the behavior, form, fit, or functionality (e.g. breaks backward compatibility against an existing Candidate/Approved version of a specification).  May only be used against Draft and Candidate permanent documents.  


Class 2: Bug Fixes (correct technical issues related to a permanent document that SHALL NOT include significant changes or amendments to the behavior, form, fit, or functionality)


Class 3: Clerical Corrections (corrects spelling errors, typographical errors, and other minor clerical errors in the permanent document that have no normative affect on the document). 


Requests for class 0-2 changes to a permanent document SHALL be handled by the use of a Change Request (CR) that is to be submitted to the group that owns the permanent document.  Requested class 3 changes MAY be documented in a CR, but MAY also be reported to the group in other ways (by electronic means, such as e-mail or verbally). See section  13.4.4 for further information about handling of class 3 changes.
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