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	ID
	Proposal
	Originator
	Technical Goal
	Technical Issues
	Relevant spec location
	Resolution

	Test Driver Configuration

	1
	Add <Transport> as a Configuration    Group child element in the ebTest.xsd schema
	Tim Sakach
	To permit the test driver to “switch” transports and perform same conformance tests
	Requires modification of ebTest.xsd schema and specificatio modification
	Test Framework 1.0 section 4.2.1
	Appendix G and Test Framework section 4.2.1 10/23/03

	2
	Add <Envelope> as a ConfigurationGroup child element in the ebTest.xsd schema
	Tim Sakach, Michael Kass
	To allow the Test Driver to configure itself to generate RNIF, ebXML or other types of messaging envelopes
	Requires modification of ebTest.xsd schema 
	Test Framework 1.0 section 4.2.1 and Appendix C, Test Suite Schema
	Appendix G and Test Framework section 4.2.1

10/23/03

	3
	Enumerate <Mode> parameter in ConfigurationGroup to be either “Service” or “Connection”
	Mike Kass
	To “lock down” possible values for Test Driver configuration
	Requires modification of specification and ebTest.xsd schema 
	Test Framework 1.0 section 4.2.1 and Appendix C, Test Suite Schema
	Appendix G and Test Framework section 4.2.1

10/23/03

	4
	Add a <NotificationMode> to ConfigurationGroup.  This is missing from the specification.  Give it a value of either “Loop” or “Reporting”
	Mike Kass
	To allow a Test Driver to configure itself to report messages that it receives back to the <NotificationURL>, and to “lock down” values
	Requires modification of specificiation, ebTest.xsd schema 
	Test Framework 1.0 section 4.2. and Appendix C, Test Suite Schema 
	Appendix G and Test Framework section 4.2.1

10/23/03

	5
	Change <ConfigurationGroup> content to be non messaging-type specific, using generic name/value pairs for configuring the Test Driver
	Monica Martin
	Modify ebXMLTestSuite schema to reflect generic name/value pairs and modify Test Framework specification to reflect changes
	Identify the “core” Configuration Paramters that MUST be “known” to a Test Driver, and eliminate all others, using a generic name/value pair scheme to allow customization of a test suite
	Test Framework 1.0 section 4.2.1 , modify <ConfigurationGroup> schema in Appendix G
	Modified schema in Appendix G and modified spec section 4.2.1 

10/23/03

	6
	Move <ConfigurationGroup> and its content outside the scope of the Test Suite and its schema
	Tim Sakach,

Han Kim
	Remove <ConfigurationGroup> from Test Suite Schema, and modify specification
	Test Driver will have to store name/value pairs for internal use and for mutation of messagen envelopes and payloads
	Test Framework 1.0 section 4.2.1 and remove from schema in Appendix C, create a new <ConfigurationGroup> schema in Appendix G
	Removed <ConfigurationGroup> from schema and modified spec section 4.2.1 and Appendix G to reflect changes 10/22/03

	Script Parameters

	7
	Move the <SetParameter> element before the <MessageDeclaration> element in the <PutMessage> operation
	Michael Kass
	Allow “local” message content parameter setting prior to declaring message content, rather than after it
	Requires modification of specification and ebTest.xsd schema
	Test Framework 1.0 section 7.1.3 and Appendix C, Test Suite Schema
	Modified ebTest.xsd schema 9/29/03 and Test Framework section 7.1.3

10/23/03

	8
	Add <SetParameter> element before the

<Mutator> element in <SetPayload>
	Michael Kass
	Allow “local” message content parameter setting prior to performing mutation of payload
	Requires modification of specification and ebTest.xsd schema
	Test Framework 1.0 section 7.1.3 and Appendix C, Test Suite Schema
	Modified ebTest.xsd schema 10/02/03 and Test Framework section 7.1.3

10/23/03

	9
	Move the <SetParameter> element before the <TestPreCondition> and <TestAssertion> element of the <GetMessage> operation
	Michael Kass
	Allow “local” message content parameter setting prior to performing Precondition and Assertion testing
	Requires modification of specification and ebTest.xsd schema
	Test Framework 1.0 section 7.1.7 and Appendix C, Test Suite Schema
	Modified ebTest.xsd schema 9/29/03
and Test Framework section 7.1.7

10/23/03

	10
	Move the <SetParameter> element before the <TestPreCondition> and <TestAssertion> element of the <GetPayload> operation
	Michael Kass
	Allow “local” message content parameter setting prior to performing Precondition and Assertion testing
	Requires modification of specification and ebTest.xsd schema
	Test Framework 1.0 section 7.1.7 and Appendix C, Test Suite Schema
	Modified ebTest.xsd schema 9/29/03 and Test Framework section 7.1.7
10/23/03

	Scripting extension

	11
	Add a TestStep ID or Number attribute
	Woo, Jungyub
	In order to reference Test Step “context” ( meaning ConversationID, MessageId, CPAId ) a Test Step ID must be assigned so that another Test Step can use that particular context
	Change the Test Framework specification section and appropriate Test Suite schema to reflect the addition of an ID or number
	Test Framework specification section 7.1.2 and Appendix C 
	Modified section 7.1.2 and Test Suite schema

	12
	Add “BLOCK” and “RELEASE” as Test Step operations
	Woo, Jungyub
	Current PutMessagae and GetMessage operations are too limited to do more sophisticated types of send/receive operations
	Change the Test Framework specification section and appropriate Test Suite schema to reflect the addition of an ID or number
	Test Framework specification, section 7.1.8 and Test Suite schema Appendix C
	This could be accomplished through “asynchronous” attribute applied to each Test Step. Done in the modified Test Suite schema., and modified section 7.1.2 of the specification

	13
	Add branching syntax to ebTest schema
	Michael Kass
	To enhance the current “aggregation” approach to test result determination and provide a more flexible testing architecture
	Requires modification of specification and ebTest.xsd schema
	Test Framework 1.0 section 7.1 and Appendix C, Test Suite Schema
	Modifed ebTest.xsd schema to enable “branching” of Test Steps and section 7.1.2 of the specification.

	Message Templates

	14
	Modify ebTest.xsd schema to support message envelope mutation via XSLT and Xupdate using a <Mutator> element
	Michael Kass
	To widen the scope of message envelope testing (including non-XML payloads) through “customized” templates
	Requires modification of specification section and ebTest.xsd schema
	Test Framework 1.0 section 7.1.3 and Appendix C, Test Suite Schema
	Modified ebTest.xsd schema 9/29/03
and Test Framework section 7.1.3

10/23/03

	15
	Modify ebTest.xsd schema to support payload mutation via XSLT and Xupdate using a <Mutator> element
	Tim Sakach, Serm Kulvatunyou
	To widen the scope of message payload testing (including non-XML payloads) through “customized” templates
	Requires modification of specification section and ebTest.xsd schema
	Test Framework 1.0 section 7.1.5 and Appendix C, Test Suite Schema
	Modified ebTest.xsd schema 9/29/03 and Test Framework section 7.1.5
10/23/03

	Test Requirements Modifications

	16
	Modify ebXMLTestRequirements.xsd schema to permit nesting of <TestRequirement> and <FunctionalRequirement>  elements
	Michael Kass
	To allow a logical containership of test requirements within test requirements
	Modify spec documentation and modify schema to allow unlimited nesting of either of these elements within each other
	Specification section 5.2 and Test Requirements schema in Appendix B
	Modified ebXMLTestRequirements.xsd schema 9/29/03 and Test Framework section 5.2

10/23/03

	17
	Establish dependency relationships between Test Requirements
	Serm, Monica Martin
	Modify ebXMLTestRequirements.xsd schema to support these dependencies through nesting ( done ) and references (done)
	
	
	Modified ebXMLTestRequirements.xsd schema, and section 5.2 of specification 10/23/03

	Framework Generalization (message creation templates  and message store)

	18
	Modify ebTest.xsd schema to be “non-ebXML specific”… and permit any type of messaging envelope, or none at all
	Tim Sakach, Serm Kulvatunyou, Jacques Durand
	Permit RosettaNet, SOAP, HTTP, SMTP, FTP or other types of message testing
	Modify current ebTest.xsd schema to be a “generic” to any message envelope
	Specification  section 7.1.3, and ebTest.xsd schema in Appendix C
	Modified ebTest.xsd schema 9/29/03 and Test Framework section 7.1.3

10/23/03

	19
	Modify ebMessageStore.xsd schema to permit “any” XML message content to be stored as a child of the <MessageStore> element
	Michael Kass
	Permit any type of message envelope to be stored in the MessageStore
	Modify current schema to be a “generic” schema that facilitates this
	Modify spec section 7.1.11 and schema in Appendix D
	Modified ebXMLMessageStore.xsd schema 9/29/03 and Test Framework section 7.1.11

10/23/03

	General Specification Editing

	20
	Move section 7.1.11 (MessageStore Schema) into its own section
	Michael Kass
	Correct improper location in specification
	Create a new spec section for this item
	Test Framework 1.0 section 7.1.11
	Changed to section 7.2

10/23/03

	21
	Move 7.1.12 (Service-specific Message Payloads) into its own section
	Michael Kass
	Correct improper location in specification
	Create a new spec section for this item
	Test Framework 1.0 section 7.1.12
	Changed to section 7.3

10/23/03

	22
	Move 7.1.13 (Test Report Schema) into its own section
	Michael Kass
	Correct improper location in specification
	Create a new spec section for this item
	Test Framework 1.0 section 7.1.13
	Changed to section 7.4

10/23/03

	Plug-in 3rd Party applications (Schematron)

	23
	Add Schematron to the possible types of message validation in the <ValidateContent>  operation
	Tim Sakach
	Add to description in specification, 
	Update specification to define how Shematron scripting and  results incorporated into Test Case execution
	Test Framework 1.0, section 7.1.9 
	Schematron files will be recognized via “schemaLocation” attribute URI 

	Payload Integrity Testing

	24
	Remove <PayloadDigests> from Test Suite Schema, and use XML DSIG to verify message/payload integrity
	Michael Kass, Pete Wenzel
	Modify <ConfigurationGroup> schema and section 4.2.1 of specification
	XMLDSig is a standard feature  in X ML e-Business messaging, and should be used in liu of MDA5 payload verification
	section 4.2.1
	Modified schemas and updated section 4.2.1 of spec

10/23/03

	25
	Eliminate  “PayloadVerify” as a service Action and use XMLDSIG to verify message integrity
	Pete Wenzel, Michael Kass
	Modify specification in section 3.2.4.2 to reflect this subset of Actions
	Using MD5 hash to determine payload integrity can be accomplished using XMLDSIG.  
	3.2.4.2
	To be determined

	Remote Test Driver Configuration

	26
	Make  “Configurator” an RPC call or remove it as part of the Test Framework.  Using the IUT messaging system to configure the same system is not a good practice, and is likely impossible.  


	Michael Kass, Woo, Jungyub
	Avoid possibility of not being able to determine if an error is a result of MSH non-compliance, or the communication channel used by the Test Service to report back to the Test Driver
	Change the current documentation in the Test Service section of the specification to define the alternate channel to be used.
	Test Framework #3.2.4.2
	To be determined

	Remote Error Reporting

	27
	Either define exactly what errors for each possible messaging envelope system (ebXML, RNIF, BizTalk..)  might be generated at the application level, and what errorcodes we should provide or remove ErrorAppNotify as a Test Service Action
	Michael Kass
	Modify specification in section 3.2.4.2 to reflect this subset of Actions
	To create a “universal” e-Business testing Framework, application-level errors must be identified for each e-Busines MSH type, and a generic ErrorList system must be defined for them to “report” their errors back to the Test Driver.
	3.2.4.2
	To be determined

	28
	The question as to the purpose of 

“ErrorURLNotify” was raised by implementers of the Test Framework.  Unless the specification is clear as to why this action is necessary, and if this Service Action can be used for a “generic” e-Business MSH Test Framework
	Michael Kass
	Modify specification in section 3.2.4.2 to reflect either the generic purpose of this action for any messaging service or remove it from the specification.
	To handle a situation where the errror reporting location is unknown to the MSH, this Action was created to send an ErrorList to a designated Test Driver address.  
	3.2.4.2
	To be determined

	Remote Message Initiation

	29
	Make “Initiator” an RPC call .  Don’t use same protocol that you are testing to run Test Driver.
	Michael Kass,

Woo, Jungyub
	Avoid possibility of not being able to determine if an error is a result of MSH non-compliance, or the communication channel used by the Test Service to report back to the Test Driver
	Change the current documentation in the Test Service section of the specification to define the alternate channel to be used.
	3.2.4.2
	To be determined

	API Definitions

	30
	Create a standard API between the Test Service and any MSH
	Woo, Jungyub
	Provide a uniform API for Test Service implementers that defines all functions of all IIC Test Service actions 
	All MSH implementations vary in their underlying API. Providing a standard Test Service API will better define for vendors what they need to implement for a Test Service
	Test Framework specification, section 3.2.3.2
	Defined an abstract Test Driver “Receive” interface with a “ReceiveMessage” method to accept message envelope and payloads from MSH

	31
	Create a standard API between the  Test Service and any IIC Test Driver
	Woo, Jungyub
	Provide a uniform API for Test Service implementers that defines how the Test Service will send the full information needed by a Test Driver to completely evaluate message content
	Not all message information is exposed by an MSH and made available to the Test Service, so an API that allows retrieval of this information and transmission to the Test Driver is necessary
	Test Framework specification, section 3.2.3.1 (new section defining API)
	Defined an abstract Test Service “Send” interface with a “SendMessage” method to accept message envelope and payloads from the Test Driver

	MS BIP Test Suite Recommendations

	32
	Better differentiate conformance from interop test cases.. currently both look identical
	Woo, Jungyub
	Currently, the conformance and interop test cases look identical, confusing anyone who is using them

(e.g. MS conformance test case #14 and BIP test case 1.2)
	Better define the current BIP test case to only test the critical interoperability assertion.. not “redo” conformance testing
	IIC BIP Test Suite document
	To be done


