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Clarification Request

Request from: James Fredericks <jfredericks@phoenix.com>
References: BTL – 8.4.4 and 135.1 - 2007 - 8.5.4, COMMAND_FAILURE Tests
Stage:  FORMCHECKBOX 
Request,  FORMCHECKBOX 
Listed,  FORMCHECKBOX 
Analysis,  FORMCHECKBOX 
Resolved
Background / Proposed Solution: 
135-2008 Section 12.7.23 through 12.7.29 contains text “…This property is required if intrinsic reporting is supported by this object.” And footnote 4 similarly. And in section 12.19 similarly.
This clarification request concerns whether their presence constitutes satisfaction of the Test Conditionality for 8.4.4. and 8.5.4 in Test Plan section 5.2.10 “Must be executed. 

 This test must be repeated once for each object type that is capable of generating event notifications with an Event_Type of COMMAND_FAILURE.”
Question: 

Does the presence of these properties that are required if intrinsic reporting is supported, mean that the vendor cannot skip just by saying of the COMMAND_FAILURE / TO_OFNORMAL event “it will never happen; the Feedback_Value property cannot be decoupled from the input signal that is normally used to verify the output”.
Response:
If they also don't support TO_FAULT, then the device shall not contain the intrinsic properties for these object types. If they don't have a real feedback value, whether they are allowed to have just the TO_FAULT, needs to be refered to the SSPC because it concerns required functionality.
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