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1 Reason for Change

This CR proposes changes to the OMA Process Document section 13.1.5 Review Process. A summary of the changes follows below:
· Throughout the text, “comment” and “issue” are used interchangeably and often together. Given that we use “comment period” and “handling of comments” this CR proposes to only use “comments”

· The current text uses “owning TWG”, “originating TWG”, “submitting TWG” and “the TWG that is producing the material to be reviewed”, etc. This CR proposes to use “submitting CR” consistently, because this term is also used in other section of the process document
· Flowery prose and extensive explanatory text without normative language has been significantly trimmed down

· Text on how many days there should be between the review request and the review has been removed. In practice this is not used, and the process already states that the date is set in coordination with host and TWG

· Text that reviews may not overlap is removed. We’ve never enforced this, nor can we

· The text on the review notification is improved, so that the sub-section on “availability of material” can be removed. Also, much of this is a duplication of section 12.5 “Document submission and availability”

· The section on “handling of comments” was significantly condensed, and re-ordered

· Text on recording or capturing of comments was repeated over many sub-sections. This duplication has been largely removed

· Section on follow-up reviews was significantly condensed. E.g. text on timing was removed, as much of this is a duplication of section 12.5 “Document submission and availability”

Revision R01 includes comments received during the REL meeting on April 23.

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

To review and agree the proposed changes.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  (optional)Brief description of specific change

13.1.5 Review Process

Reviews permit members to raise comments regarding the work of the groups, but are not intended to be a gate or block to work advancing. That is the role of the Approval activities in Technical Plenary. There is no ‘Passing’ or ‘Failing’ of a review.
13.1.5.1 Preliminary Reviews

Prior to a formal review, one or more preliminary reviews MAY be held. These help get views from the broader membership. As informal reviews, there are no formal comment capture procedures. The submitting TWG need not respond with the same level of detail as for formal reviews.
Preliminary reviews may be held by the review host (e.g. Requirements Group for RD) and may address particular aspects of the work (e.g. pre-review session with Security) or limited scope (e.g. Sections 1-5). Scheduling of preliminary reviews is ad hoc in nature and may be facilitated by normal agenda handling.

13.1.5.2 Scheduling of Formal Reviews

Once material is stable and mature, a formal review is appropriate.
 The formal review SHOULD include a comment period of minimum 14 days. For reviews of a large body of material, a longer comment period SHOULD be considered. The review host and source TWG contact will use their best judgment in this regard. 
The submitting TWG SHALL request the review. Upon receipt of the request, the host SHOULD set a date for the review in coordination with the TWG. The review host SHOULD consider common holidays, vacation periods, and other external factors that may affect preparation or participation in the review.
 The date for the review SHOULD avoid other competing OMA activities known to be taking place.
Once the date is set, notification of the review SHALL be sent through the normal channels (e.g. mail list). The notification will, at minimum, identify the review type, the submitting TWG, review contact person (review moderator), pointer to the material to be reviewed, mail list to be utilized and the scheduled date and format.



13.1.5.3 Handling of Comments

Members MAY submit comments during the comment period. The Review Contribution (RC) document is the preferred method for such submission. Comments SHALL be captured in the Review Report. In addition to the comments, proposed resolutions may be offered.


 
13.1.5.5 Update of Material and Review Response
Following the review, the submitting TWG is responsible for generating responses to all comments. Responses are included in the Review Report. Responses should describe the resolution. Responses may result in
 changes to the document(s) being reviewed. The Document Change Management process (section 13.5) SHALL be used.  
The review is closed when the review report is agreed. 
13.1.5.6 Follow-up Reviews

Based on the level of the comments or effort to resolve them, a follow-up review MAY be needed. 
 The follow-up review may be shorter than 14 days as it addresses the responses and resulting document updates. New comments may be raised, but the moderator has discretion regarding handling of redundant comments.

 There may be further follow-ups, but the moderator should seek timely closure of the reviews.
13.1.5.7 Submission to Technical Plenary

The final Review Report SHALL be submitted to the Technical Plenary as part of the package supporting approval. Key comments, where there were still disagreements among the review participants should be noted to permit the Technical Plenary to weigh the decision of the submitting group.
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