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Short Testing Plan Document


Testing Form Data
These tests were performed by a group of people working together at the Chicago SIF conference.  It was strictly Level 1 logical testing.  Because of the expense involved in creating Vertical Reporting agents it was made clear that no one was going to build an agent to handle this until it was released in the specification.  As a result Level 1 was the highest level we could perform. 
Use case descriptions can be found in the SIF_ReportObjectv2p0_UseCases document submitted with this test plan.
ESP Solutions Group and Edustructures have volunteered to Level 2 and Level 3 test this object formally within five months of the release of the specification.
	ITEM
	APPLICATION RESPONSE

	1.1.   Application Date
	05/03/06

	1.2.   Work Group (Author of Object)
	Vertical Reporting

	1.3.   Work Group Leader/Sponsor
	Eric Peterson / Alex Jackl

	1.4.    Object for Testing
	SIF_ReportObject (v2p0 update of v1p5r1 object))

	1.5. First Agent selected for Testing 

(Developer Organization and Authorized Representative)
	Level 1 testing only – n/a

	1.6. ZIS selected for Testing

          (Developer Organization and Authorized Representative)
	Level 1 testing only – n/a

	1.7. Second Agent selected for testing 
(Organization Name and Authorized Representative)
	Level 1 testing only – n/a

	1.8. Testing Site 
	Chicago Workgroup Meeting

	1.9. Testing Site Type (Showcase, Production, Connect-A-Thon)
	Human Connect-a-Thon


1) Use Cases used for Testing Object

	USE CASE (S) NAME
	USE CASE NUMBER
	USE CASE REFERENCE

	1.  eTranscript data moved from District to District
	Number: VR2p0-UC01
	Plan Reference: n/a

	2. Student Roster report moved from district to state
	Number:VR2p0-UC02
	Plan Reference: n/a

	3.SCO moved from Assessment Engine to LMS
	Number: VR2p0-UC03
	Plan Reference: n/a


2) Test Cases used for Testing Object

	TEST CASE (S) NAME
	TEST CASE NUMBER
	TEST CASE REFERENCE

	1.  Moving eTranscript
	Number: VR2p0-TC01
	Plan Reference:  VR2p0-UC01

	2.  Student Roster
	Number: VR2p0-TC02
	Plan Reference:  VR2p0-UC02

	3.  Transporting SCOs
	Number: VR2p0-TC03
	Plan Reference:  VR2p0-UC03


7) Test Script Procedures Log

	OBJECT TEST NUMBER

1 – Initial Test

2 – Retest 

3 – Retest 


	DATE OF TEST
	TEST ADMINISTRATOR
	RESULT- PASS
	RESULT-ERROR
	REASON FOR ERROR

	VR2p0-TC01 (Initial)
	04/27/06
	Alex Jackl
	Pass
	n/a
	This was a clear pass but eTranscript choreography is still to be worked out.

	VR2p0-TC02 (Initial)
	04/27/06
	Alex Jackl
	Pass
	n/a
	We found no difference in behavior from 1p5r1 and the 2p0 SIF_ReportObject in this test case.

	VR2p0-TC03 (Initial)
	04/27/06
	Alex Jackl
	n/a
	Failed
	The group argued about how large a binary object could be passed and since we had arbitrarily picked a very large binary object it was not clear if this would work as is. 

	VR2p0-TC03 (Retest)
	04/28/06
	Alex Jackl
	Pass
	n/a
	We decided this was a pass but the issue of binary size needs to be addressed.   We will bring this issue up with Infrastructure.


Result Table 

	Object Name
	WG /TF Sponsor
	WG/TF Lead
	LEVEL PASSED
	DATE OF TEST
	COMMENTS

	SIF_ReportObject
	Alex Jackl
	Eric Peterson
	1
	4/28/06
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