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	Title:
	Clarify Document Class
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	OP WG

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-ORG-Process-V1_3-20060529-A

	Submission Date:
	08 Aug 2006

	Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 0: New Functionality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1: Major Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2: Bug Fix
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 3: Clerical

	Source:
	Linyi TIAN, Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., tianlinyi@huawei.com

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Change

Now in OMA process document there is no enough information to know the class (formative, informative) of a certain document. The clarification is needed. And the description of the documents is missed.
Note: Most description comes from the template or the process document itself.

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

It is recommended that OP WG agree this contribution and notify the OMA working groups about this change.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Add a recommendation
12.1.3 Permanent Document Name Models and Examples

12.1.3.1 Architecture Document (AD)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-AD-” <FuncArea> “-” <Vers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-AD-MMS_ENC-V1_1-20030205-D
OMA-AD-IMPS-V1_2_2-20040404-A
Architecture Documents are normative technical documents intended to provide the enabler’s high level architecture from a market perspective. The version string for the AD is not related to the package (i.e. enabler or reference release) version.  An AD may be included in more than one release package and if the same version is used that fact should be clear from the common AD document reference.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document

12.1.3.2 Charter (CHARTER)

Type:
non-versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-CHARTER-” <GroupName> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-CHARTER-MWG-20040502-A
OMA-CHARTER-IOP_IMPS-20080204-D
Charter Documents are normative documents intended to define the scope of OMA standing committee, e.g. Technical Plenary, Working Groups, Sub-Working Groups, etc.
12.1.3.3 Enabler Implementation Conformance Statement (EICS)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-EICS-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-EICS-MMS-V1_2-20040303-D
OMA-EICS-DS-V1_1_2-20030303-D
EICS Documents are normative documents intended to provide an enabler implementation conformance statement for a specific enabler release across all of the technical specifications included. The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.4 Enabler Release Definition Document (ERELD)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

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

Examples:
OMA-ERELD-DS-V1_2-20040103-A
OMA-ERELD-BAC_PUSH-V2_3-20090214-D
ERELD Documents are normative documents intended to define the scope of an enabler release according to OMA Release process. The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.5 Enabler Release Package (ERP)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

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

Example:
OMA-ERP-DRM-V2_0-20040805-C
The ERP is expected to be used for a zip file which contains the elements of the enabler release.  The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available package.

12.1.3.6 Enabler Test Report (ET_RPT)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ET_RPT-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘I’

Examples:
OMA-ET_RPT-MMS-V1_3-20040607-D
OMA-ET_RPT-LOCATION-V2_3-20030706-I
ET_RPT Documents are informative documents intended to describe the results from the testing carried out at a specific OMA Test Fest concerning a specific enabler version. The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.7 Enabler Test Guidelines (ETG)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ETG-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-ETG-BROWSING-V1_2-20040105-D
OMA-ETG-DM-V2_1-20040106-A

ETG Documents are formative technical documents intended to detail the infrastructure, operational and participation requirements identified for conformance or interoperability testing that will be addressed by OMA testing of the Enabler. The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

Prior to the adoption of Enabler Test Guidelines (ETG), documents known as Enabler Test Plan (ETP) were produced and served a similar role.

12.1.3.8 Enabler Test Requirements (ETR)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ETR-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>

States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-ETR-BROWSING-V1_2-20040105-D
OMA-ETR-Presence_SIMPLE-V1_0-20050815-C
OMA-ETR-DM-V2_1-20040306-A

ETG Documents are formative technical documents intended to cover at least those requirements collected in the Requirements Document (RD) and the Architecture Document (AD) in addition to any other items the TWG has identified as important enough to warrant attention from interoperability perspective and identify any technical functionalities that should be covered by testing. The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.9 Enabler Test Specification (ETS)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

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

Examples:
OMA-ETS-MMS-V1_1-20040103-D
OMA-ETS-LOCATION-V2_0-20030509-C
ETS Documents are formative technical documents intended to detail conformance and interoperability test cases for a specific enabler version. The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.10 Enabler IOP Report (IOP_RPT)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-IOP_RPT-” <EnablerName> “-” <EnablerVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-IOP_RPT-LOC_MLP-V3_0_3-20030912-A
OMA-IOP_RPT-LOC-V1_2-20031103-D
IOP_RPT Documents are formative documents intended to summarize the efforts done to prove the interoperability aspects of the specific enabler verion, as they are being considered for approval by the OMA Technical Plenary as an OMA Enabler Release. The <EnablerVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying enabler release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.11 Liaison Relation Request (LRR)

Type:
non-versioned, non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-LRR-” <Entity> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>

States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-LRR-W3C-20030504-A
OMA-LRR-PP_SA1-20021110-D
Liaison Documents are formative documents intended to communicate some specific issues between two technical bodies. The <Entity> string should describe the group to whom the relationship is requested.  For all LRRs, the <Entity> field must be unique.

12.1.3.12 Outgoing Liaison Statement (LS)

Type:
non-versioned; numbered

Model:
“OMA-LS_” <DocNum> “-” <Description> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>

States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-LS_0012-QuestionsOnIMS-20040209-A
OMA-LS_0204-DependenciesOn3GPP2-20040901-D
The <DocNum> is an OMA-wide sequence number and is provided by the Liaison Coordinator for logging and recording purposes.  The <Description> is free form text providing a summary of purpose of the LS.

12.1.3.13 OMA Working Processes and Procedures (ORG)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-ORG-” <Description> “-” <Vers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-ORG-Process-V1_4-20050301-D
OMA-ORG-ConsistencyReviewProcs-V2_0_1-20060102-A
The ORG doc type SHALL be used for documents that describe process and procedures.  This includes internal Best Practices documents regarding those same processes and procedures.  While these documents are primarily expected to support internal activities these documents MAY be made public.  When the ORG doc type is used for normative documents (e.g. Process Documents) they MUST be approved by TP before becoming effective.

12.1.3.14 Requirements Document (RD)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-RD-” <FuncArea> “-” <Vers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-RD-DM-V1_3-20031221-D
OMA-RD-DS-V1_6-20031112-C
Requirement Documents are normative technical documents intended to provide the enabler’s use cases and high level requirements from a market perspective. The version string for the RD is not related to the package (i.e. enabler or reference release) version.  An RD may be included in more than one release package and if the same version is used that fact should be clear from the common RD document reference.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document

12.1.3.15 Reference Release Definition Document (RRELD)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-RRELD-” <RefRelName> “-” <RefRelVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-RRELD-IdentityReport-V1_2-20060103-C
OMA-RRELD-ContentLandscape-V1_3-20090214-D
ERELD Documents are normative documents intended to define the scope of a reference release according to OMA Release process.  The <RefRelVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying reference release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the specific release date.

12.1.3.16 Reference Release Package (RRP)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-RRP-” <RefRelName> “-” <RefRelVers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Example:
OMA-RRP-FooDataModel-V2_0-20040805-C
The RRP is expected to be used for a zip file which contains the elements of the reference release.  The <RefRelVers> is in the form of <Vers> that is tied to the version of the underlying reference release.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the specific release package.

12.1.3.17 Support Document (SUP)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-SUP-” <FuncArea> “-” <Vers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-SUP-AC_ap0001-V1_0-20050913-D
OMA-SUP-DTD_drmrel-V1_4-20060214-C

The SUP document type provides a means to retain and reference non-specification documents needed to be associated with a enabler or other package.  The formal document name, as SUP document, may differ from the normal usage.  For example, a DTD file is expected to be available in the external DTD directory but would not normally include the <DateStr> or <State>.  The linkage of the formal document and the normal usage file should be described in the appropriate package description (e.g. ERELD).  The <FuncArea> name component should provide some form of type identification (e.g. AC, DTD, etc.), where possible, to permit easy recognition of the likely information contained therein.

12.1.3.18 Template Document (TEMPLATE)

Type:
non-versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-TEMPLATE-” <FuncArea> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
State:
‘I’

Examples:
OMA-TEMPLATE-InputContrib-20031221-I
OMA-TEMPLATE-LiasonStatement-20031112-I
The <FuncArea> should describe the document type for which the template is intended.

12.1.3.19 Technical Specification (TS)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-” {<Affil> “-”} “TS-” <FuncArea> “-” <Vers> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-SYNCML-TS-DataSync-V1_1_2-20050301-D
OMA-TS-MMS-V2_0_1-20060102-A
OMA-TS-DM-DCMO-V1_0-20060808-D
Technical Specification Documents are normative technical documents intended to provide the technical details of the realization of requirements consolidated in the RD documents from a market perspective. The version string indicates the specification version and typically assigned by the work programme.  The enabler package version may be different.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.20 Work Item Document (WID)

Type:
versioned; numbered

Model:
“OMA-WID_” <WidNum> “-” <FuncArea> “-” <Vers> “-”  <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-WID_0045-PoC-V2_0-20040103-D
OMA-WID_0035-MMSrel2-v2_1-20040503-A
Work Item Documents are formative documents intended to describe the scope of the release package (i.e. work products of OMA such as enablers and reference releases) during its formative stages, this being used to define the expected deliverables sufficiently to seek and have the OMA Technical Plenary approve it to be worked on. The <DocNum> is assigned by the Work Programme Secretary and the <FuncArea> is the registered name associated to the WID.  These items are forever associated with the WID for the work item.  The version string indicates the WID version.  The package (i.e. enabler or reference release) version may have a different version number.  For the same version string, the date string should be used for identifying the latest available document.

12.1.3.21 White Paper (WP)

Type:
non-versioned, non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-WP-” <FuncArea> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
States:
‘D’, ‘C’ and ‘A’

Examples:
OMA-WP-UsageOfDRM-20040203-D
OMA-WP-TestingMethodologyForLocation-20030202-A
White Papers are informative technical documents intended to provide a means to address market or technical issues in support of the activities of OMA.  This includes technical best practices documents related to implementation of OMA Specifications or technical matters regarding OMA Specifications.

12.1.3.22 Review Report (xxRR)

Type:
versioned; non-numbered

Model:
“OMA-” <RTYPE> “RR-” <ReviewDoc> “-” <BaseVersion> “-” <DateStr> “-” <State>
where <RTYPE> is
“AD” for Architecture Document Review
.
“RD” is Requirements Document Review
 
“CON” is for Consistency Review

States:
‘D’ and ‘I’

Examples:
OMA-RDRR-DM-V1_2-20040203-D
OMA-CONRR-IMPS-V1_3-20040802-I

Work Item Documents are formative documents intended to capture the issues and comments as well as the responses associated with the package/document that is being reviewed. The <ReviewDoc> is a name associated with the package/document that is being reviewed.  For example, in the case of RDRR, the <ReviewDoc> should be from the name of the requirements document.  In the case of CONRR the <ReviewDoc> should be from the name of the ERELD enabler being reviewed.  The <BaseVersion> is tied to the version of the material under review (e.g. RD, AD, ERELD).  The <DateStr> is represents the date of the review report itself and is not associated with the underlying material.
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