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1 Reason for Change

A new document type, Test Files Package (TFP) has been agreed by IOP and REL.  As a consequence, it needs to be added to the document types listed in the main process document.
In addition, some fundamental mentions should be added to cover the types of uses and approvals required.

2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

As this is a new document type it does not affect any previous activities.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

The TFP document type should also be covered in the IOP Process where more information on its use should be provided.  The mentions in this document would therefore support such inclusion in the IOP Process.
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

REL is requested to review the proposed changes with respect to the high level process needs to cover the TFP.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  add TFP to the abbreviations table
3.3
Abbreviations

	AD
	Architecture Document

	AHG
	Ad hoc Group

	BoF
	Birds of a Feather

	CR
	Change Request

	DTD
	Document Type Definition

	ERELD
	Enabler Release Definition

	ERP
	Enabler Release Package

	ETR
	IOP Enabler Test Requirements Document

	ETS
	IOP Enabler Test Specification

	EVP
	IOP Enabler Validation Plan

	IOP
	Interoperability

	IPR
	Intellectual Property Right

	NDA
	Non-Disclosure Agreement

	OMA
	Open Mobile Alliance

	PR
	Problem Report

	PTP
	Physical Technical Plenary

	RD
	Requirements Document

	RRELD
	Reference Release Definition

	RRP
	Reference Release Package

	SWG
	Sub-Working Group

	TFP
	Test Files Package

	TP
	Technical Plenary

	TWG
	Technical Working Group

	VTP
	Virtual Technical Plenary

	WAP
	Wireless Application Protocol

	WG
	Working Group

	WI
	Work Item


Change 2:  Add TFP into the table
12.1.2
Permanent Document Types

	Document Type (abbr)
	Characteristics
	Description

	
	Versioned
	Numbered
	

	AD
	X
	
	Architecture Document

	CHARTER
	
	
	Charter

	DDS
	X
	
	Data Definition Specification

	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

	ETR
	X
	
	Enabler Test Requirements

	ETS
	X
	
	Enabler Test Specification

	EVP
	X
	
	Enabler Validation Plan

	INF
	
	
	Informational Document

	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

	TFP
	X
	
	Test Files Package

	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

Change 3:  add the TFP description – editor need to assure alphabetic order is preserved
12.1.3.21
Test Files Package (TFP)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

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

Examples:
OMA-TFP-CMI-V1_0-20090103-D
OMA-TFP-POC-V2_1-20080509-C
The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release when the package was originally produced.  If a later release can reuse the same package, it does not need to create a new package with the associated version – it can reuse the package by proper reference.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

Change 4:  add TFP to the validation effort
13.1.4.2
Stage 15. Validation Task

A determination should be made regarding the kind of validation required for a candidate release package before it can be approved.  The possible validation approaches shall be:

· Validate the material in the release package through the use of end-to-end service delivery focused tests written to exercise aspects of conformance and interoperability.  This testing is expected to involve a number of devices and other service end-points and infrastructure components.

· Alternative validation program which can provide a high degree of confidence in the quality of the release package (Stage 15.1).

· Mixture of the above that recognizes that some elements of the release package may be testable and others may not.  This approach should provide confidence of the quality of all elements of the release package.

The validation activities to be undertaken will be documented in the Enabler Validation Plan (EVP) for each enabler.  The EVP will cover testing and alternative validation activities to be accomplished.  The EVP and any needed Enabler Test Specifications (ETS) and Test Files Packages (TFP) SHOULD be approved to Candidate by TP before testing and validation activities take place.
Change 5:  add TFP to the test creation phase

13.1.4.4
Stage 16. Test Document Creation

The IOP group SHALL ensure Enabler Test Guidelines (ETG), Enabler Test Specification (ETS) and Test Files Package (TFP) documents are produced to fully describe and support the needed testing activities required to validate the enabler release package.

The Enabler Validation Plan SHALL detail the approach to be undertaken during the interoperability validation.

The Enabler Test Specification SHALL have an end-to-end service delivery focus and exercise aspects of conformance and interoperability to the enabler using a number of devices and other service end-points and infrastructure components.

The Test Files Package SHALL describe and be the holder of files needed to support the test activities.  This would include executable script files, media files or stored contents needed to be available when the tests are performed.
The IOP group SHALL cooperate with the technical working group and any other working groups it needs to when producing the Enabler Validation Plan and Enabler Test Specification documents to ensure the test cases reflect the requirements as specified in the Enabler Test Requirements.

The reviewed test case documents form the basis of the interoperability tests.

Change 6:  add TFP to the mention of ETS staying in Candidate following enabler approval

13.1.4.7
Stage 19. Approving the Candidate as an Approved Specification

A candidate item which has been subject to the public review and interoperability validation process and has addressed all comments and resolved all problems SHALL be approved by the Technical Plenary unless either a substantial objection is received from a member or any working group. If there is an objection the Technical Plenary SHALL work to resolve the dissenting response. The Technical Plenary MAY make a request to the IOP group or Technical Working group to reconsider aspects of the interoperability validation or candidate item or the Technical Plenary MAY request one or more OMA working groups for additional clarification or opinion before making the decision, or the Technical Plenary MAY resolve any objections directly.

Where the item being approved is an Enabler Release, it is expected that the associated Enabler Validation Plan (EVP) will be approved concurrently as the associated validation activities will be complete.
As the Enabler Test Specification(s) (ETS) and Test Files Package(s) (TFP) associated with the enabler may be subject to subsequent maintenance in support of continuing test activities, it is also expected that the associated ETS and TFP would continue in Candidate state until such time as no further support for the tests is expected to be provided.
If the dissenting opinion cannot be resolved by the Technical Plenary then the Technical Plenary MAY vote on the approval of the release package.  Appeal to the Board of Directors is available in situations where the objector believes due process has not been followed as defined in section 11.4.

Change 7:  etc

Appendix B ABNF Grammar for Document Names

The following ABNF [RFC4234] defines the document naming and numbering scheme in OMA.

OMA_DOCUMENT
= OMA_STR delim DOC_CLASSIFICATION

OMA_STR
= “OMA”

DOC_CLASSIFICATION
= PERMANENT / INTERNAL

PERMANENT
= [AFFILIATE delim] PERM_VERS / PERM_VERS_NUM / PERM_NUM / PERM_NONVERS_NONNUM

AFFILIATE
= LITERALS
; name of the affiliate that
 

; was integrated into OMA, see text

PERM_VERS
= VERS_DOC                  FUNC_AREA VERSION DATE_STR STATE

PERM_VERS_NUM
= VERS_NUM_DOC PERM_DOC_NUM FUNC_AREA VERSION DATE_STR STATE

PERM_NUM
= NUM_DOC      PERM_DOC_NUM FUNC_AREA         DATE_STR STATE

PERM_NONVERS_NONNUM
= NONVERS_NONNUM_DOC        FUNC_AREA         DATE_STR STATE

VERS_DOC
= ( “AD” /
    “DDS” /
    “EICS” /
    “ERELD” /
    “ERP” /
    “ET_RPT” /
    “ETR” /
    “ETS” /
    “EVP” /
    “IOP_RPT” /
    “ORG” /
    “RD” /
    "RRELD" /
    "RRP" /
    "SUP" /
    “TFP”     “TS” /
    RTYPE “RR” /) delim
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