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	Group Presenting Document:
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	Date of This Report:
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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 CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and ‘Q’ for Question for clarification
2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	COM-PCPS
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full
	2014.05.26
	Email
	
	OMA-RD-PCPS-V1_0-20140428-D


3.  Review Comments

3.1 OMA-RD-PCPS-V1_0-20140428-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2014.05.26
	E
	ToC
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “Enhanced PoC Session Establishment” header does not have section number
Proposed Change: Fix F.2.2.1 so correct reference is shown in ToC
	Status: OPEN


	A002
	2014.05.26
	E
	ToC
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling” header is not aligned with section number
Proposed Change: Fix F.2.2.6 so header and section number are aligned
	Status: OPEN


	A003
	2014.05.26
	E
	ToC
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “Dynamic PoC Groups” header not aligned with section number
Proposed Change: Fix F.2.2.11.2 so header and section number are aligned
	Status: OPEN


	A004
	2014.05.26
	E
	1, Par4
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: PoC is used without context
Proposed Change: Expand the term to “Push-to-talk over Cellular (PoC)”
	Status: OPEN


	A005
	2014.05.26
	E
	1
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: The reference to the WID description mentions R12 features, but does not mention alignment with other OMA enablers
Proposed Change: Expand the WID reference for all enhancements in scope
	Status: OPEN


	A006
	2014.05.26
	T
	3.2
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Resolve Editor’s Notes for PoC Subscriber versus PoC User
Proposed Change: Agree upon the definitions of Subscriber and User and review all instances in the RD to update for the right reference
	Status: OPEN


	A007
	2014.05.26
	E
	4
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Resolve Editor’s Note
Proposed Change: Update the text
	Status: OPEN


	A008
	2014.05.26
	E
	4.1
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Resolve Editor’s Note
Proposed Change: Update the text
	Status: OPEN


	A009
	2014.05.26
	E
	5
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Resolve Editor’s Note
Proposed Change: Update the text
	Status: OPEN


	A010
	2014.05.26
	E
	5.1
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Resolve Editor’s Note
Proposed Change: Update the text
	Status: OPEN


	A011
	2014.05.26
	E
	6
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Requirements columns “PoC Rel Source” and “Req Mod” should be removed
Proposed Change: Delete them
	Status: OPEN


	A012
	2014.05.26
	T
	PCPS-HLF-001
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: This is about a user 

Proposed Change: Change subscriber to user
	Status: OPEN


	A013
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Use 1-1, 1-to-1 or one-to-one consistently in the entire document 

Proposed Change: Use 1-to-1
	Status: OPEN


	A014
	2014.05.26
	Q
	6.1.2
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: A group member is referred to, but there is no mention of a relationship to a user or subscriber.  Are the definitions in 3.2 enough or should this be addressed here as well?
Proposed Change: Add an information note to PCPS-OMC-001 that a PoC group member must be a verified PoC user?
	Status: OPEN


	A015
	2014.05.26
	E/T
	PCPS-IPA-004
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: This is not really a requirement, but can be reworded to be a requirement
Proposed Change: Make this an informational note or re-state as a requirement
	Status: OPEN


	A016
	2014.05.26
	E
	All
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: TBD references need to be resolved
Proposed Change: Put in the appropriate references
	Status: OPEN


	A017
	2014.05.26
	E
	PCPS-SSP-013
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “The inviting PoC subscriber MAY receive indications that the invited PoC subscriber has accepted the invitation.” should be for multiple subscribers since this is for 1-to-many 

Proposed Change: Change to “The inviting PoC subscriber MAY receive indications that the invited PoC subscribers have accepted the invitation.”
	Status: OPEN


	A018
	2014.05.26
	E
	PCPS-SSP-005
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “If the inviting PoC subscriber keeps the PoC session and receives the ready-to-speak indication, then inviting party MAY start to talk, otherwise speaking is not permitted.” does not make grammatical sense 

Proposed Change: Change to “If the inviting PoC subscriber keeps the PoC session and receives the ready-to-speak indication, then inviting party MAY start to talk, otherwise speaking is not permitted.”
	Status: OPEN


	A019
	2014.05.26
	Q
	PCPS-SSP-007
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: How does the phrase “” fit with the rest of the requirement? 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN


	A020
	2014.05.26
	Q
	PCPS-SSP-010 & PCPS_SSP-019
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Are these duplicate requirements?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN


	A021
	2014.05.26
	E
	PCPS-SSP-023
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Error “maximum number maximum number” 

Proposed Change: Remove duplication
	Status: OPEN


	A022
	2014.05.26
	Q
	6.1.4
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Is it obvious that Floor Control does not apply to the first StS for the inviting party or should it be explicitly stated?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN


	A023
	2014.05.26
	E
	PCPS-COM-007
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “right-to-speak” is used 

Proposed Change: Have consistent terms for request-to-speak, right-to-speak, start-to-speak, etc.
	Status: OPEN


	A024
	2014.05.26
	T
	6.1.6
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: This section is not about Management of the enabler itself but management capabilities of the subscribers, service provider, host, network operator, etc..
Proposed Change: Correct the general statement at the beginning of the section.
	Status: OPEN


	A025
	2014.05.26
	E
	PCPS-MAN-015
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “heSHALL”  needs a space
Proposed Change: Change to “he SHALL”
	Status: OPEN


	A026
	2014.05.26
	T
	6.1.6
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Why is Figure 1 here?
Proposed Change: Delete it as there are no references to it
	Status: OPEN


	A027
	2014.05.26
	T
	PCPS-MPC-009
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Resolve Editor’s Note
Proposed Change: I think it can be deleted
	Status: OPEN


	A028
	2014.05.26
	E
	PCPS-AMT-030
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Grammar error
Proposed Change: Fix it
	Status: OPEN


	A029
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.9.3, Par2
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “He” is improper 

Proposed Change: Change to “A PoC User”
	Status: OPEN


	A030
	2014.05.26
	Q
	6.1.9.4
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Does this sentence make sense?  “The Incoming Condition Based PoC Session Barring feature is supported.”
Proposed Change:  Delete it.
	Status: OPEN


	A031
	2014.05.26
	E
	PCPS-ANP-001
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Grammar error
Proposed Change: Remove extra “.”
	Status: OPEN


	A032
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.10.2
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Description is poorly worded 

Proposed Change: Add “feature” where double-space is?
	Status: OPEN


	A033
	2014.05.26
	E
	PCPS-EPS-001 & PCPS-EPS-002
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Text error 

Proposed Change: Capitalize “expelling”
	Status: OPEN


	A034
	2014.05.26
	T
	PCPS-SSC-007
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Editor’s Note on CBUS needs to be resolved 

Proposed Change: Resolve it
	Status: OPEN


	A035
	2014.05.26
	T
	6.1.11.3
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Editor’s Notes needs to be resolved 

Proposed Change: Resolve them
	Status: OPEN


	A036
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.11.6
6.1.12


	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “PoC Enabler” is no longer valid
Proposed Change: Change to “PCPS V1.0 Enabler”
	Status: OPEN


	A037
	2014.05.26
	Q
	6.1.13, QoE1
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Does this need to be clarified between the “early RtS” and the regular “RtS”?
Proposed Change: Clarify?
	Status: OPEN


	A038
	2014.05.26
	E/Q
	6.1.13, Par10
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Should “OMA PoC Service Enabler test specifications and conformance testing. .  ” be references and there is an extra period
Proposed Change: Resolve possible references and get rid of the extra period
	Status: OPEN


	A039
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.13

All
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Evaluate use of “PoC Service Enabler”
Proposed Change: Change the applicable uses to “PCPS Service Enabler”
	Status: OPEN


	A040
	2014.05.26
	E
	PCPS-PER-001 & PCPS-PER-002 &
others
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “enhancements” is used 

Proposed Change: Should these be changed to “objectives” as “enhancements” doesn’t really have context?
	Status: OPEN


	A041
	2014.05.26
	Q
	PCPS-PER-016
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: This has an exact value – “1 minute” 

Proposed Change: Should this value be “TBD”?
	Status: OPEN


	A042
	2014.05.26
	Q
	6.1.13 & 6.1.14
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Is the order of these two sections reversed?
Proposed Change: Should “QoE” be before “Performance” as the performance objectives are in the context of enhancements.
	Status: OPEN


	A043
	2014.05.26
	T
	PCPS-QPP-010
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Editor’s Note
Proposed Change: Resolve it
	Status: OPEN


	A044
	2014.05.26
	T
	PCPS-DPF-014
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Privacy issues
Proposed Change: Use the same clause that is used elsewhere to indicate that this “subject to privacy rules”
	Status: OPEN


	A044
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.19.1 and PCPS-OSW-003
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Duplicate description
Proposed Change: Remove from OSW-003
	Status: OPEN


	A045
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.20, Par2
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “This section specifies PoC Service Enabler requirements for lawful interception.” is redundant with first paragraph 

Proposed Change: Delete it
	Status: OPEN


	A046
	2014.05.26
	T
	PCPS-LAW-001
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Editor’s Note 

Proposed Change: Resolve it
	Status: OPEN


	A047
	2014.05.26
	Q
	PCPS-HLF-009 & PCPS-OPR-009
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Are these duplicate requirements? 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN


	A048
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.21.7
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “This section contains the high level Operational Requirements for Deactivate Incoming Talk-burst of the PCPS enabler.” Is the wrong description
Proposed Change: Change to “This section contains the high level Operational Requirements for Service Mobility of the PCPS enabler.”
	Status: OPEN


	A049
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.24
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Feature names is “Sessions”
Proposed Change: Fix in section description text
	Status: OPEN


	A050
	2014.05.26
	T
	6.1.25
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Editor’s Note 

Proposed Change: Resolve it
	Status: OPEN


	A051
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.29
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Description is incorrect  

Proposed Change: Update it to “This section contains the high level requirements for PoC usage in enterprise/corporate environment functionality of the PCPS enabler.”
	Status: OPEN


	A052
	2014.05.26
	Q
	PCPS-DUR-003
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Does Advanced Revocation Alter apply here?  Does there need to be an informative note? 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN


	A053
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.31
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Description indicates “manual override”
Proposed Change: Change to “Manual Answer Override”
	Status: OPEN


	A054
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.31
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “Functionality” in the table needs to be bold 

Proposed Change: Make it so
	Status: OPEN


	A055
	2014.05.26
	Q
	PCPS-SOP-007/008
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Should the simultaneous sessions adhere to the Multiple Group Operation?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN


	A056
	2014.05.26
	T
	PCPS-SOP-009
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: The suspension is only true if the first PoC session was 1-1
Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN


	A057
	2014.05.26
	E
	PCPS-SEL-004
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: “” is not defined and should be “Start-to-Speak (StS)”
Proposed Change: Change it
	Status: OPEN


	A058
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.2
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Consistent usage of “PCPS Enabler” versus “PCPS V1.0 Enabler” 

Proposed Change: Make consistent
	Status: OPEN


	A059
	2014.05.26
	T
	PCPS-SYS-006
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Editor’s Note is not valid 

Proposed Change: Delete it
	Status: OPEN


	A060
	2014.05.26
	T
	PCPS-SYS-007
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Editor’s Note is not valid 

Proposed Change: Delete it
	Status: OPEN


	A061
	2014.05.26
	Q
	PCPS-SYS-008/9/10 & PCPS-OSM-002
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Are these redundant? 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN


	A062
	2014.05.26
	T
	PCPS-SYS-011
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Editor’s Note needs to be resolved
Proposed Change: Can this requirement be deleted?
	Status: OPEN


	A063
	2014.05.26
	E
	Table 80
	Source: Qualcomm
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: All requirements are not present
Proposed Change: Add all requirements
	Status: OPEN
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