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1 Reason for Change

This CR contains those changes (19-35) from CR OMA-IOP-2009-0075R02-CR_IOP_PROC that were agreed on the IOP conference call May 18th20009.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None
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

IOP WG agrees the proposed changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Chapter 9.11.3
· Original text

During development of the test specification, and after the Technical Plenary has approved the Candidate Enabler Release, the IOP WG MAY agree to allow Prototype Testing of the Enabler to occur at a scheduled TestFest. This SHOULD be seen as a session where implementers can test immature and incomplete implementations rather than an interoperability test event.

Draft ETS, TFP and EICS documents SHOULD have been created by IOP SWG but do not need to have been finally approved before Prototype Testing is allowed to take place.

For Prototype Testing, it is not a requirement that all mandatory items are supported.
· Problem

· There is already a chapter for Prototype Testing (10.6.1). Second paragraph is covered by 10.6.1. Items -> features.
· Modified text

Move the following text in the beginning of 10.6.1, then delete chapter 9.11.3:
During development of the test specification, and after the Technical Plenary has approved the Candidate Enabler Release, the IOP WG MAY agree to allow Prototype Testing of the Enabler to occur at a scheduled TestFest. This SHOULD be seen as a session where implementers can test immature and incomplete implementations rather than an interoperability test event.

For Prototype Testing, it is not a requirement that all mandatory features are supported.

Change 2:  Chapter 9.11.4
· Original text

· Problem

· Entry criteria for normal or Virtual OMA TestFests is covered by chapter “10.2 Participation”. This chapter also talks about EICS submissions. Rules for bi-lateral testing are covered by “9.14 Vendor Bi-lateral and Virtual TestFest without Host Testing”.
· Modified text

Delete the whole chapter 9.11.4, since it does not provide any new information.
Change 3:  Chapter 9.12

· Original text

· Problem

· This chapter should be a sub-chapter of “9.11.2 Interoperability testing”
· Modified text

Move this chapter under chapter 9.11.2 and rename it “9.11.2.1 OMA Hosted TestFests”.
Change 4:  Chapter 9.13

· Original text

· Problem

· This chapter should be a sub-chapter of “9.11.2 Interoperability testing”

· Figure 3 contains the same information as Table 2, so it can be removed.
· Modified text

Move chapter 9.13 under section 9.11.2 and rename it “9.11.2.2 OMA Virtual TestFests”. 
Delete Figure 3. 
Delete the following text as unnecessary “Details for virtual TestFest with Host can be found in section10. For details on Virtual Test without Host, please refer to 9.12 section, Bi-lateral testing”
Change 5:  Chapter 9.14
· Original text

· Problem

· This chapter should be a sub-chapter of “9.11.2 Interoperability testing”

· VTF is already covered by Chapter “9.13 Virtual TestFest”. Since that chapter already states that “VTF without Host” follows the same rules as bi-lateral testing, so there is no need to have references to VTF in this section.
· Modified text

Move chapter 9.14 under section 9.11.2 and rename it “9.11.2.3 Bi-lateral Testing”.

Remove references to VTF testing as follows:

· …As with the other test methods available, bilateral and Virtual TestFest without Host will follow the principles and guidelines set by IOP WG…
· …In these this testing methods, Test Responsible is one of the…

· …A separate report SHOULD be submitted from each enabler-specific bi-lateral or VTF test session…
· …The results of bi-lateral and Virtual TestFest without Host testing SHALL be considered…

· …Results from bi-lateral and Virtual TestFest without Host Test Session Reports SHALL…

Change 6:  Chapter 10.1  –  TestFest Event Schedule
· Original text

The Test Fest schedule for TestFest & Virtual TestFest WILL be agreed by the IOP WG. The Enablers to be scheduled for each TestFest Event will be decided after analyzing the results of the IOP Enabler Poll [OMAIOPPROC] and then reflected in the IOP Work Plan.  In addition each Enabler EVP document SHOULD have a section indicating whether the Enabler can be offered at Virtutal TestFests. Any possible testing restrictions on Test Cases SHOULD be highlighted as well in the correspondent EVP document.
· Problem

· We have neither IOP enabler Poll nor IOP Work Plan anymore. WILL is not a RFC2119 word.
· Modified text

The Test Fest schedule for TestFest & Virtual TestFest SHALL be agreed by the IOP WG. Each Enabler EVP document SHOULD have a section indicating whether the Enabler can be offered at Virtutal TestFests. Any possible testing restrictions on Test Cases SHOULD be highlighted as well in the correspondent EVP document.
Change 7:  Chapter 10.1 

· Original text

· Problem

· Typo. There should be a linefeed before sub-title “TestFest Registration” 

· Modified text

Add a linefeed before “TestFest Registration”.

Change 8:  Chapter 10.2 –  4th bullet 1st sub-bullet
· Original text

· An EICS for each Enabler to be tested that the TestFest. All items that are mandated by the EICS MUST be supported by the implementation, as a minimum, before entering the TestFest. These items are marked in the EICS with an “M”, which indicates Mandatory. If an implementation claims to support an optional item, marked with an “O” that has Mandatory items associated with it, then these items MUST also be supported by the implementation.
· Problem

· EVP may define a lowered entry criteria.
· Modified text

· An EICS for each Enabler to be tested that the TestFest. All items that are mandated by the EICS MUST be supported by the implementation, as a minimum, before entering the TestFest, unless otherwise stated in the EVP. These items are marked in the EICS with an “M”, which indicates Mandatory. If an implementation claims to support an optional item, marked with an “O” that has Mandatory items associated with it, then these items MUST also be supported by the implementation.
Change 9:  Chapter  10.2 –  paragraph 5 - 6
· Original text

A signed copy of the NDA MUST be faxed to Michelle Janata at (+1) 858-623-0743.

After faxing the signed NDA, two (2) signed original copies MUST be sent to the OMA Office at:

Open Mobile Alliance, 4330 La Jolla Village Drive, Suite 110, San Diego, CA 92122, USA.

(Signed originals are NOT required to be on file before the start of the TestFest).

· Problem

· It is better that “dynamic” information like people’s names are only maintained on the OMA web site. In that way there is no need to update the process if there is a change in personnel. All the above information can already be found behind the link above these paragraps.
· Modified text

Delete paragraphs 5-6 i.e. the “original text” listed above. 
Change 10:  Chapter 10.3 –  bullets 1 and 2
· Original text

· The Server Team must have participated on-site in a previous TestFest.

· Such participation WILL be permitted on an event by event basis, and is always subject to the prior approval of the TestFest organizing staff. Criteria used WILL be agreed with the IOP Working Group prior to the commencement of registration, and published on the registration web site.  
· Problem

· Why is the first restriction needed? WILL is not a RFC 2119 word.
· Modified text

Remove first bullet i.e. “The Server Team must have participated on-site in a previous TestFest.”

Second bullet should read:

· Such participation SHALL be permitted on an event by event basis, and is always subject to the prior approval of the TestFest organizing staff. Criteria used SHALL be agreed with the IOP Working Group prior to the commencement of registration, and published on the registration web site.  

Change 11:  Chapter  10.4 –  3rd paragraph – fourth bullet
· Original text

peformed
· Problem

· typo
· Modified text

performed
Change 12:  Chapter  10.6.2 
· Original text

· Problem

· WILL is not a RFC2119 word. Several typos.
· Modified text

Change all WILLs into SHALLs. Space is missing in second paragraph between “TFP” and “and”. Dot and space is missing in fifth paragraph between  “Approved EVP” and “The Trusted Zone”.
Change 13:  Chapter  10.8 –  paragraph 1
· Original text

. During registration Where companies have opted…
· Problem

· Typo
· Modified text

. During registration where companies have opted…
Change 14:  Chapter 10.8 –  paragraph 2
· Original text

Companies who abandon the TestFest Event before the end of Scheduled Testing and who do not complete (sign the final results) ALL Test Session Reports for the test sessions that they have been requested to perform, will not be recognized in the test results for the TestFest. All results achieved and correctly signed by this company will be included in the final Enabler Test Report but the company will receive no recognition in the Enabler Test Report or on the OMA Product Listing Web Site. The company will not receive an Implementation Test Report.
· Problem

· Contradicting statements. They are recognized in the “test results” like the text following the highlighted text says.
· Modified text

Companies, who abandon the TestFest Event before the end of Scheduled Testing and who do not complete (sign the final results) ALL Test Session Reports for the test sessions that they have been requested to perform, will receive no recognition in the Enabler Test Report or on the OMA Product Listing Web Site. The company will also not receive an Implementation Test Report.

All test results achieved and correctly signed by this company will be included in the final Enabler Test Report.
Change 15:  Chapter  10.9 – paragraphs 1 and 2
· Original text

OMA does not run its’ own certification programs, but OMA encourages external certification authorities to develop programs related to OMA Enabler Specifications. However, OMA recognizes that not all enablers will be the subject of a certification program by an external source. 

Separate from any external certification program, OMA operates an Interoperabitlity Recognition program, for those developers of Enabler Implementations that are active participants in the OMA specification development and IOP Process. 
· Problem

· Overly argumentative and irrelevant.
· Modified text

OMA operates an Interoperability Recognition program, for those developers of Enabler Implementations that are active participants in the OMA specification development and IOP Process. 

Change 16:  Chapter  10.10.1 –  paragraph 6
· Original text

IOP WG SHOULD also publish an up-to-date list of Problem Report Resolutions [OMAPR].
· Problem

· [OMAPR] is not listed in references. PR resolutions are maintained in the PR tool, but not “published” other than as part of the IOP Report.
· Modified text

IOP WG SHOULD also maintain an up-to-date list of Problem Report Resolutions.

Change 17:  Chapters 10.11.4, 10.13 and 10.14 
· Original text

· Problem

· “10.11.4 Enabler IOP Report” has nothing to do with “TestFest Organization”. Neither do “10.13 Enabler Release Approval Criteria” or “10.4 Enabler IOP Program Exit Criteria”
· Modified text

Re-organise the chapters. Create a new chapter “11 Enabler Release Approval” and move “10.13 Enabler Release Approval Criteria” and “10.11.4 Enabler IOP Report” under that (as 11.1 and 11.2). Re-number “10.4 Enabler IOP Program Exit Criteria” as chapter 12. Example:
11 Enabler Release Approval 


11.1 Enabler Release Approval Criteria


11.2 Enabler IOP Report

12 Enabler IOP Program Exit Criteria
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