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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Avoid changing Comment Ids once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Release
	Reviewer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full 
	2008.12.15
	F2F
	REQ-NWI

REL

ARC
	OMA-REQ-NWI-2008-0041-MINUTES_15Dec2008_REQ_NWI_ARC_Cancun

	Full
	2008.12.16
	Email
	REQ
	Email on REQ-NWI list “[PUSH2.3] Comment from REQ to the WIRR”


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-WID_0181-gLoc-V1_0-20081203-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008.12.15
	T
	
	Source: Vodafone
Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: why not use the BCAST solution ?
Proposed Change: WID will be updated to clarify the collaboration expected with BCAST on requirements, arch, etc.
	Status: CLOSED

Response: CD has already defined DCD/BCAST adaptation, and PUSH/BCAST is expected to be similar. However the architectural and technical options will be considered with BCAST’s input.

	A002
	2008.12.15
	T
	
	Source: REL

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: suggests discussions with BCAST to determine overlap and delta. – Possibilities to adapt at a higher protocol level.
Proposed Change: WID will be updated to clarify the collaboration expected with BCAST on requirements, arch, etc.
	Status: CLOSED

Response: This will be one option considered by CD. It is possible to offer options to adapt at the higher layer in the BCAST case, and low layers in other bearer cases (e.g. Cell Broadcast, or when BCAST is not supported by the device).

	A003
	2008.12.16
	T
	
	Source: REL
Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting
Comment: Please provide clear work areas with prioritization in the WID.
Proposed Change: WID will be updated as requested.
	Status: CLOSED

Response: Prioritized work areas were included in the updated WID.

	A004
	2008.12.23
	T
	
	Source: REQ
Form: REQ-NWI mailing list

Comment: during the REQ meeting in Macau, our group felt that the PUSH 2.3 RD is better to be developed in the CD WG rather than the REQ WG.

While REQ have the expertise to generate requirements for broad topic WIs, we feel the PUSH delivery is a particular and vertical issue that  members from CD are really familiar with. Furthermore, CD has worked  historically on the previous versions of PUSH.

We would like you to propose the PUSH RD to be developed in CD instead of REQ as a comment for the PUSH_2_3 WIRR.
Proposed Change: The WID has been updated as proposed.
	Status: CLOSED

Response: The WID has been updated as proposed.


3.2 OMA-REQ-NWI-2008-0037R02-INP_W0182_PUSH2_3_Point2Multipoint_pres_for_info
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2008.12.15
	T
	
	Source: REL

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: what is meant by direct and indirect. – Some content can be Pushed directly embedded in the message – alternatively the message can contain a URL to the content.
Proposed Change: This was explained in the meeting, and explanatory text will be added to the WID presentation.
	Status: CLOSED

Response: Direct means that the content is embedded in the Push message. Indirect means that the content is referenced (e.g. by a URI) embedded in the Push message.

	B002
	2008.12.15
	T
	
	Source: REL

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: what is meant by direct and indirect. – Some content can be Pushed directly embedded in the message – alternatively the message can contain a URL to the content.
Proposed Change: This was explained in the meeting, and explanatory text will be added to the WID presentation.
	Status: CLOSED

Response: Direct means that the content is embedded in the Push message. Indirect means that the content is referenced (e.g. by a URI) embedded in the Push message.

	B002
	2008.12.15
	E
	
	Source: REL

Form: REQ-NWI+ARC meeting

Comment: REL – mistake in time between RD review start and end.
Proposed Change: Presentation to be updated.
	Status: CLOSED

Response: Timelines were corrected in the updated presentation in the WIRR package.
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