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TITLE: Liaison Statement to JTC 1/SGFS From JTC 1/SC 18 on Standardization of
Profile Test Specifications

JTC 1/SC 18 has considered document SGFS N 383 and makes observation on both
general and specific matters:

General Observations:

The production of test suites is dependent on where the resources lie to produce them.
It is not possible to define any hard principles. However, the SGFS has a role to play
in attempting to ensure that the mechanisms used for the development of test suites
are reusable by different profiles and base standards.

The SGFS role should be based on the development of procedures which encourage
harmonization. The SGFS should not attempt to develop such mechanisms itself.

The experience of developing text specifications for ODA provides some useful
principles which could be developed for other areas.

Developed at the same time, or shortly after, the base ODA standard were:
- the rules and a proforma for the definition of profiles

- a conformance testing methodology

- an implementation testing methodology

- a test suite notation.

The above process has encouraged the development of a set of harmonized profiles
and provides the mechanisms for the efficient development and re-use of test suites.

Specification Observations on ODA:
It should be clearly stated whether or not the profile test specifications are restricted to
Abstract Test Suites or the testing methodology for profiles. If the scope is intended to

" cover testing methodology then, in the case of ODA, TR 10183 should be taken into
account. | -
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References to ‘PICS Proforma’ should be modified if ISPs on ODA are to be taken into
account. The correct terminology for ODA is GSS/RSS Proforma.

In the case of ODA (considered as a framework standard) conformance is, in general,
related to ISPs. For this reason, a base standard abstract test suite is not developed.
Effort is being concentrated on abstract test cases for profiles. Hence the first bullet in
item 2 of SGFS N 383 is inappropriate. In the case of ODA, SC 18 understands that
current development work on ISP abstract test cases is already the subject of
harmonization and a workshare programme between developers intending to submit
ATCs to regional workshops and PAGODA.



