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1 Reason for Change

It has been identified some editorial inconsistencies in the OMA-ORG-IOP-Process-v1.4 document.
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

Review and agree the propose changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Clarification about the ETR document
8. Engagement Before Consistency Review 

...

As it is shown in the figure engagement of the IOP WG in an enabler SHOULD start already before the consistency review for an enabler is launched (see step 11 in figure 1).  In this phase: 

· The TWG in a close cooperation with the IOP WG SHOULD create the testing requirements for the enabler (ETR).. 

· The IOP WG in close cooperation with the TWG responsible for the enabler SHOULD create the EICS pro-forma and the Enabler Validation Plan.

Change 2:  The reference should be to the TWG (Technical Working Group) instead to IOP WG

8.1   IOP Dates in WISPR

In particular, the  TWG in charge of the Work Item SHOULD provide a contact person, the role of whom will be to liaise with IOP WG and update the IOP dates which SHOULD be mentioned in the WISPR.

In order to ensure the progress and quality of test development in OMA, IOP WG and TWG responsible for the Work Item will work closely together during the Enabler Interoperability development phase.

Change 3:  Clarification that the activity for any new Work Item is in relation to the OMA Interoperability process. 

Engagement of Technical WGs with IOP WG new Work Items

The IOP activities for any new Work Item from OMA Technical Plenary SHALL be initiated when TWG contacts IOP WG regarding Enabler Test Requirement and Enabler Validation Plan documents (figure 1, stage 11). This SHOULD happen as soon as possible, but no sooner than stage 10.1 as described in [OMAPROC].

...

Change 4:  The document should be EICS instead of ETS
9.5.1  Ownership

EICS for an enabler is a document which SHOULD be created and maintained by the IOP WG. The document is OMA confidential before approval by OMA.  

Input to the EICS is the [OMADICT], ETR, RD and AD for the enabler. 

A template for  EICS is available at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/.
Change 5:  Changes to Test Tool evaluation process
9.10 Evaluation of Test Tools
For evaluating test tools for OMA, they SHOULD be assessed from two different aspects:

A. Tool development fulfils contractual requirements

B. Tool functionality sufficient for use in OMA IOP Program

Fulfilment of condition A is dependent on the requirements OMA had specified for the development. This is the responsibility of the BoD IOP Steering Committee.

Fulfilment of condition B is dependent on the requirements of OMA IOP Program for the Enabler. This is the responsibility of IOP WG. 

The following principles SHOULD be followed when evaluating test tools:

· Each Test Tool that will be used in OMA sanctioned testing needs SHOULD be evaluated by OMA members or independent evaluators.

· IOP WG and TWG SHOULD be involved in reviews for condition A, before expiry of the beta testing period as well as final approval in order to determine if the tools contractual development requirements have been met.

· The Test Tools SHOULD be evaluated only after the corresponding Test Cases have been approved. The approved test cases are then used to develop any Test Tools needed for testing. The developed Test Tools SHOULD undergo an evaluation period before they are approved for use.

· There MUST be a beta period for each release of test tool versions.

· All PR’s related to beta testing MUST be raised on the OMA PR system. All PR’s need to be reviewed by IOPWG and discussed with test tool vendor prior to the next release of software. Once agreed, then the next release is made available for retest and regression testing

· During the beta period the beta-level test tools MUST be used in testing and TestFests in addition to the approved test tools. The information contained in the Enabler Test Report, as described in section 10.2.3 forms the basis for validating the test tools for condition B.

· After a beta period expires, IOP WG SHOULD make a decision on condition B whether the criteria have been met or if there needs to be a new beta period for the test tool. The responsibility for the evaluation of the test tools lies with IOP WG, but participation from all OMA members is required for the activity to be successful.

The following criteria are used for approving a test tool:

· The test tool has been used in at least 2 successful, independent tests across the tool emulation modes.  The verification will be running the test cases covered by the test tool against a volunteered client / server depending on the mode under test.  

· E.g. If the tool emulates both a client and a server implementation.  The approval criteria would be verification against 2 clients for the server emulator and 2 servers for the client emulator.

· No unaddressed Problem Reports exist.

· Final discussion and approval of test tool by IOP WG

Change 6:  TestFests already use electronic reporting mechanisms

10.2 Reports in OMA Enabler Interoperability Testing

This section will describe all of the different report document types included in the OMA Enabler Interoperability testing activities.

10.2.1  Test Session Report

Test Session Reports are used to record results from TestFest, bi-lateral, Conformance or Interoperability test sessions. Results from prototype testing sessions should not be taken into account in the test session reports. The Trusted Zone SHOULD produce a Test Session Report pro-forma for each enabler. Testing parties SHOULD file one Test Session Report for each Test Session.

The Test Session Report will contain one field for each test case in the ETS.

The testing parties MUST indicate for each test case if the test result was

· Passed,

· Failed,

· Out of Time, or

· Inconclusive.

Results achieved during testing are entered using an electronic format has been created to facilitate ease of input and evaluation of the results. 
When the testing is finalised, all parties MUST sign the Test Session Report with an electronic Key-Code provided with the Test Report and MUST send it back to the Trusted Zone who MUST use it to produce Implementation Test Reports and Enabler Test Reports.

After the TestFest is concluded the details of the Test Session Report will not be possible to change. 

A template for Test Session Report is available at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/.
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