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1 Reason for Contribution

REL has requested BAC to look at a number of enablers considered to be in the “dead zone”. This does not mean the enablers have no value etc., simply that they are not progressing through the IOP validation via test cases, test based validation in test fests etc. One of these enablers in the EFI V1.1
This input contribution provides an initial base for discussion within BAC on how to progress the EFI V1.1. It outlines some possibilities and makes a recommendation

2 Summary of Contribution

See above
3 Detailed Proposal

EFI V1.1 – background.

EFI V1.0 was specified in WAP Forum and comprises
	External Functional Interface (EFI) Specification  
	WAP-231-EFI-20011217-a

	WAP-263, WAP External Functional Interface Class Definition Process 
	WAP-263-EFICDP-20011101-a 

	WAP-267, WAP External Functional Interface Manage Application Class 
	WAP-267-EFIMAC-20011101-a 


(See http://www.openmobilealliance.org/tech/affiliates/wap/wapindex.html )
EFI V1.0 supported WMLScript and URLs for access to entities using the external functionality interface.

EFI V1.1 was a modest update to these documents to add support for ECMAScript since ECMAScript is the scripting language associated with XHTMLMP and is the stated direction for browsing post from WAP 2.0 onwards.

EFI V1.1 is delivered as

	OMA External Functionality Interface V1.1- Status: Candidate Enabler - Release Date: 2004-06-09 

	Enabler Package
	OMA-EFI-V1_1-20040609-C.zip [108 KB]

	ERELD
	Enabler Release Definition for External Functionality Interface
	OMA-ERELD-EFI-V1_1-20040609-C.pdf 

	Specifications
	EFI Class Definition Process
	OMA-WAP-EFICDP-V1_1-20040609-C.pdf 

	
	EFI Manage Application Class
	OMA-WAP-EFIMAC-V1_1-20040609-C.pdf 

	
	EFI Test Class 
	OMA-WAP-EFITEST-V1_1-20040609-C.pdf 

	
	External Functionality Interface Framework
	OMA-WAP-EFI-V1_1-20040609-C.pdf


There is not quite a one to one relationship between the two releases as the test class was also produced and others updated re template, support of ECMAScript and such.
Validation of the EFI V1.1 candidate

Since release as a candidate there appears no traction re validating EFI V1.1 through the interoperability preparation and test fests.

To the best of the submitters knowledge there has been active interest in implementing and using EFI V1.1 but this has not generated inputs to the IOP process.

The net result is that there has been and appears to be not immediate prospect of EFI becoming approved through successful interoperability validation.

The choices before us for EFI V1.1

There seem to be the following choices

i. to leave the EFI V1.1 as candidate until such time as interoperability testing and validation is performed and completed.

a. this may be via test fests or some other vehicle IOP-Browsing have advised on such as bilateral testing of implementations

ii. to simply propose to TP the EFI V1.1 enabler be given approved (-A) status using the route through the IOP process where a decision not to do IOP validation is undertaken (see http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/Public_documents/IOP/Permanent_documents/OMA-ORG-IOP_Process-V1_4-20060615-D.zip section 9.3)

iii. to suggest EFI V1.1. be given an alternative status.
Today, using Process doc V1.3, the only alternative is obsolete. As has been described in doc OMA-OP-2006-0031-INP_CR_Obsolete and revisions the term obsolete is deems to have negative connotations. EFI V1.1 is still current, no later releases have been made and none are planned. Therefore the term obsolete seems harsh. However a term like “historic” in the way IETF use it seems preferable for this option

In the opinion of the submitter 

Option i) is likely to lead to EFI V1.1 remaining as candidate for the foreseeable future as there is no outlook for IOP being undertaken and completed.

Option ii) is possible, the risks being mitigated by the fact the interested parties were part of the spec development and if problems were to have been found changes would have been forthcoming within the 2 years since the EFI V11 was released.

Option iii) with the term “obsolete” has too many negative connotations. OMA enablers today look at EFI as ways to meet their requirements, referencing an “obsolete” spec seems inappropriate. However “historic” can simply imply the spec has been around for a while and is not being maintained and says nothing more or less.

Proposal

It is proposed
1. That option i), namely leaving EFI V1.1 as candidate waiting for IOP validation to occur, not be pursued since it is simply deferring the inevitable decision to make an alterative choice in the future
2. That option ii), namely to seek approval based in minimum risk in not undertaking IOP be considered the second choice.

3. That option iii), namely seeking an appropriate other status, be considered the prime choice with the caveat that that status is not “obsolete” and that the status of “historic” or an equivalent is adopted.
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

MAE is asked to review this document and the proposal. 

MAE is asked to adopts the proposals made above and make a recommendation to BAC to this effect.
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