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1 Reason for Change

Document “OMA-REL-2010-0013R01-INP_Proposal_TimeoutForApproval” was discussed in the REL/IOP joint conference call on the 4th of March 2010 and the concept was agreed in principle. Action points were given in the conference call to draft change requests to process documents. 

This CR aims to change IOP process document to incorporate the concept of TimeoutForApproval. It also aims to fulfil the action point  “REL-2010-A016 Marcus to draft a CR against the IOP process document.” 
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

N/A
3 Impact on Other Specifications

N/A
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 reviews proposed changes and agrees change request.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Definitions

MAX TIMEOUT
Each Enabler Release reaching Candidate state gets assigned a MAX Public Review Period. The MAX Period sets the limit for an unchanged Candidate awaiting Approval.
Enabler Interoperability Development

The ownership of the activity to develop the needed specification validation and testing capability for each OMA Work Items and Enabler Release MUST liaise with IOP WG. Engagement of the IOP WG can be divided into two phases:

· Phase one, consisting of steps to be performed before Consistency Review.

· Phase two, consisting of steps to be performed after Candidate Release Approval by the TP.

An overall IOP Documentation flow is shown below.
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Figure 1 – IOP Documentation Flow

11 Enabler Release Approval

 Enabler Release Approval Criteria

In general it is important to have sufficient statistical information for status transition of an enabler and approving it. The main source of statistics is the OMA sanctioned Test Events (TestFests, Virtual TestFests, and Bi-lateral testing sessions). 

When there are sufficient testing information and statistics for those enablers that the IOP WG has taken interoperability testing responsibility for, then the IOP WG SHOULD request status transition for the enabler and RECOMMEND the Candidate Enabler Release to be Approved by creating an Enabler IOP Report.  The Enabler IOP Report SHOULD be directed to REL, which in turn and in accordance with its process puts the recommendation to TP. Before approving the Enabler IOP Report the IOP WG SHALL ensure that:

· All mandatory test requirements of the enabler, as identified in the ETR document, have been covered by the EVP. In case some mandatory ETR requirement was found to be untestable, the EVP SHALL provide an explanation why the requirement could not be tested. The EVP clearly defines the approval criteria for the Enabler.

· All enabler validation test cases, as identified by the EVP, have been covered in sufficient numbers of OMA sanctioned Test Events. In other words, sufficient interoperability testing coverage using relevant combination of mobile network technologies shall be encouraged.  The enabler approval criteria as defined in the EVP, is fulfilled.

· Functionality in the specifications of a Candidate Enabler Release has been tested according to its EVP, and EICS.
· The IOP WG SHALL determine that it has addressed any identified interoperability issues in the enabler’s technical specification.  In particular, IOP WG shall ensure that there are no open unresolved Problem Reports for the enabler.

· Testing of the enabler has been documented in an Enabler IOP Report as described in section 11.2.
TIMEOUT Approval Criteria

Each Enabler Release reaching Candidate state gets assigned a MIN and MAX public review period. The MIN period ensures that the release is visible for sufficient interval. The MAX period sets the limit for an unchanged Candidate awaiting approval.

The public review period runs concurrent with IOP validation. The time period may be reset if Candidate is revised. If WG progresses the Candidate the intervals may be revised. Minor change may mean minor adjustment to schedule and major revision would have greater impact on schedule update.

REL is primary decider on schedule revisions and considers impact to IOP on validation activities and effort involved accordingly.

When the MAX public review period is reached, TIMEOUT occurs. IOP should be canvassed  if they are ‘near completion’ of validation.  That effort should preferentially be completed.

Any inputs from public review should be responded and there should no be outstanding comments or problem reports. If WG has updated draft(s) to revise candidate, it overrides the timeout.

· After MAX TIMEOUT occurs and there is general agreement with WG and IOP, that the work on Enabler is done and Approval is acceptable, then the IOP WG SHOULD request status transition for the enabler and RECOMMEND the Candidate Enabler Release to be Approved by creating an Enabler IOP Report. The Enabler IOP Report SHOULD be directed to REL, which in turn and in accordance with its process puts the recommendation to TP. 
7.1 Enabler IOP Report

IOP WG may request the OMA Trusted Zone to create a skeleton of an Enabler IOP Report by collating the test result information presented in the Enabler Test Reports once the test coverage of the Enabler in question fulfils the requirements described in section 10.11.3.  The Trusted Zone will provide the skeleton, containing the collated Enabler Test Report data to the OMA IOP SWG.

When the Enabler IOP Report is agreed by the IOP SWG, the document MUST be submitted to the OMA Trusted Zone for checking.  Should the OMA Trusted Zone agree with the Enabler Test Report data presented in the document, then the OMA Trusted Zone will submit the Enabler IOP Report to the IOP WG for Agreement.  If the OMA Trusted Zone disagrees with the Enabler Test Report data, then the document will be returned to the IOP SWG along with the reasons why the document cannot be forwarded.  Upon agreement by the IOP WG, the IOP WG SHOULD present it as the recommendation to the Release Planning committee to be packaged together with the Enabler Release specifications for the Technical Plenary approval.

The required content of the report SHOULD include:

· Concerned enabler including revision

· Type of testing (E.g. TestFests, Bi-lateral or Virtual TestFests)

· A summary of the number of times each enabler validation test case , as identified in the EVP, has been executed by different technologies and a result summary breakdown.  In the event that there is no test evidence for some enabler validation test case, the reason(s) for the missing test information SHALL be provided in the IOP Report.

· Version of test specification used

· Version of test code used (if any)

· PRs/Change Requests issued and their status

· IOP WG recommendation for approval of the Enabler Release
or
· Explanation if MAX TIMEOUT was used as criteria for creating Enabler IOP Report
Results from prototype testing events SHOULD be taken into account in the enabler IOP reports.  However, the recommendation for approval status SHOULD NOT be based on results got from prototype testing activities only.  At least, one formal test event or one bilateral testing SHOULD have been organised and associated results be provided to the trusted zone.
A template for Enabler IOP Report is available at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/.

…
11Enabler Release Approval

11.1 Enabler Release Approval Criteria
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· Functionality in the specifications of a Candidate Enabler Release has been tested according to its EVP, and EICS.
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