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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

	<List the groups involved in the review.  The first four should be Req, Arch, Sec and IOP (these should not be deleted).  List the source and any other OMA group involved.>

<Delete this row>
	<note if served as Host, Source or Reviewer of material (where they are providing comments)>
	<note which groups were explicitly invited>
	<provides place to note if group had been involved with material before the review or if there were key non-technical issues or concerns that the group would like to note explicitly.  This would provide opportunity to note the comprehensiveness of prior involvement or willingness to engage.  Specific technical comments should be presented in the space available below.>

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
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	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	COM-PCPS
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full / Follow-up / Preliminary
	2014.01.23
	Select: F2F / Email / ConfCall
	
	OMA-<type>-<desc>-<version>-2014mmdd-<state>

	
	
	
	
	


3. Review Comments

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

	ATT-001
	2014.05.25
	Q
	3.2
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Need clarification on “Chat PoC Group”; Especially what is the “persistent PoC group”
Proposed Change: 
May need a new definition of what the “persistent PoC Group” means
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-002
	2014.05.25
	Q/T
	3.2
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Need more clarification on how “PoC Host” is created. The current “PoC Host” definition doesn’t talk about how a PoC Participant becomes a PoC Host and no requirements are defining this process.
Proposed Change: 
Add a new requirement to define how a PoC Participant can be authorized as a PoC Host and for how long.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-003
	2014.05.25
	Q/E
	6.1.2
PCPS-OMC-012
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  are the requirements PCPS-OMC-012 and PCPS-HLF-001 duplication?
Proposed Change: 
If they are indeed the same we should remove one of the requirements.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-004
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.3
PCPS-IPA-004
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Resolve the TBD in PCPS-IPA-004 with correct section number
Proposed Change: 
Change the text below as marked:

Since Instant Personal Alert does not create a PoC session, a PoC subscriber’s presence condition is not affected by Instant Personal Alerts. 
Informational Note: See Chapter 6.1.23 Presence Features 
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-005
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.3
PCPS-IPA-005
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  No section 6.1.9.6 in this doc.
Proposed Change: 
Need to correct the reference with the right one.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-006
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.3

PCPS-IPA-006
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Need to resolve the TBD references in the Informational Note.
Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

	ATT-007
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.3

PCPS-IPA-007
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Typos
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

A PoC subscriber who is participating in a PoC session SHALL be able to receive and send Instant Personal Alerts.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-008
	2014.05.25
	Q/T
	6.1.4
PCPS-SSP-002
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  This requirement doesn’t make sense. Why the service entity provides early start to speak indication to the originator when the other party will not able to hear?
Proposed Change: 
Either refine the requirement to a legitimate one or remove it.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-009
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.4
PCPS-SSP-004
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  The requirement is not clear enough and a rewording will make it clear.
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The inviting PoC subscriber MAY cancel the PoC session invitation if the invited PoC subscriber takes too long to answer.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-010
	2014.05.25
	Q
	6.1.4
PCPS-SSP-005
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  this requirement is the duplication of PCPS-SSP-002 
Proposed Change: 
The resolution of comment to PCPS-SSP-002 should be applied to resolve this comment. 
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-011
	2014.05.25
	Q
	6.1.4
PCPS-SSP-006
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  If the comment to PCPS-SSP-002 is accepted; this requirement should be reviewed and revised to make them consistent.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-012
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.4
PCPS-SSP-011
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  This requirement seems incomplete as no indication what is being “confirmed”
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The PoC service entity SHALL be able to receive a “answer confirmation” indication from each invited PoC group member.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-013
	2014.05.25
	Q
	6.1.4
PCPS-SSP-013
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  If the comment on PCPS-SSP-011 is accepted this requirement is in conflict as one is SHALL the other one is MAY
Proposed Change: 
Make PCPS-SSP-013 and PCPS-SSP-013 consistent.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-014
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.4

PCPS-SSP-023
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  typos
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:
It SHALL be possible for the PoC service provider to configure a maximum number of PoC participants in an ad-hoc group session.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-015
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.4

PCPS-SSP-031
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  this requirement is redundant as we have both 6.1.4

PCPS-SSP-023 and 6.1.4

PCPS-SSP-017
Proposed Change: 
Remove this requirement
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-016
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.4

PCPS-SSP-032
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Incomplete requirement
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The PoC service entity SHALL be able to reject the joining subscriber when the PoC subscriber is not a member of the restricted group. In this case, the PoC service entity SHALL provide a reject indication and cause to the rejected subscriber
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-017
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.4

PCPS-SSP-033
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Incomplete requirement
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The PoC service entity SHALL be able to reject the joining subscriber when the maximum number of participants has already joined the group session. In this case, the PoC service entity SHALL provide a reject indication and cause to the rejected subscriber.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-018
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.4

PCPS-SSP-034
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  :  Incomplete requirement
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The PoC service entity SHALL be able to reject the joining subscriber when the requested group does not exist. In this case, the PoC service entity SHALL provide a reject indication and cause to the rejected subscriber.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-019
	2014.05.25
	T
	6.1.5
PCPS-COM-014


	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Need to add definition of “restricted chat PoC group” in section 3.2
Proposed Change: 
A CR should be created to add definition of “restricted chat PoC group” either in section 3.2 or in here in the requirement

With the addition of new requirement for “restricted PoC group” similar to PCPS-COM-015

	Status: OPEN

	ATT-020
	2014.05.25
	T
	6.1.5

PCPS-COM-015
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Need to add definition of “unrestricted chat PoC group” in section 3.2
Proposed Change: 
A CR should be created to add definition of “unrestricted chat PoC group” either in section 3.2 or in here in the requirement


	Status: OPEN

	ATT-021
	2014.05.25
	Q
	6.1.5
PCPS-COM-017
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  don’t know what the “two modes” are in this requirement.
Proposed Change: 
Clarify what these “two modes” delivery are
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-022
	2014.05.25
	Q/E
	6.1.5

PCPS-COM-020
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Not sure what is the meaning of “only” in the requirement and propose to remove it
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

A participant of the PoC session SHALL be able to add new subscriber(s) into the 1-1, Pre-arranged or Ad-hoc PoC group sessions, subject to service provider policy.  
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-023
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.5

PCPS-COM-022
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Use the correct “Presence Feature Requirements” section number in the informative note.
Proposed Change: 
Change the “Informative Note” to “Informational Note” with the correct reference section; e.g. 6.1.23
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-024
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.5

PCPS-COM-026
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  editorial
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The added subscriber’s Identity SHALL be included in the list of participants (subject to restriction policy), which is distributed to those session participants who have requested the participant information updates, subject to privacy rules.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-025
	2014.05.25
	Q/T
	6.1.5

PCPS-COM-028
6.1.6

PCPS-MAN-023
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Conflicting requirements and should be consistent. It cannot be both SHALL and MAY
Proposed Change: 
Make the requirements consistent
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-026
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.6
PCPS-MAN-006
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Typo?
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

PoC service providers SHALL be able to generate and manage pre-arranged chat PoC group lists, accept/reject lists, and answer mode setting.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-027
	2014.05.25
	Q
	6.1.6

PCPS-MAN-011
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Clarify the requirement. Should a PoC session be terminated even there is only ONE participant left (i.e. not ALL participants left)? 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-028
	2014.05.25
	Q
	6.1.6

PCPS-MAN-015
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  the TBD should be resolved
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-029
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.6

PCPS-MAN-018
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Editorials
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The PoC subscriber uses a pre-arranged chat PoC group as a means to establish a PoC session where the PoC group attributes control the session type and who MAY participate in the PoC session.  A pre-arranged chat PoC group identity SHALL be used to address the group and initiate a PoC session.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-030
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.6

PCPS-MAN-023
6.1.4

PCPS-SSP-031


	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Looks like these two requirements are duplicated
Proposed Change:
Remove one of them
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-031
	2014.05.25
	Q/E
	6.1.6 
Figure 1
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Should this figure be moved to Scope Section?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-032
	2014.05.25
	Q
	6.1.7.1
PCPS-USA-002

6.1.6

PCPS-MAN-023

6.1.4

PCPS-SSP-031


	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Duplication with PCPS-SSP-031 and PCPS-MAN-023

Proposed Change: 
Remove the duplications and only keep ONE.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-033
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.7.2
PCPS-MPC-007
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  This is a charging requirement and should be move to the Charging section
Proposed Change: 
Move this requirement to section 6.1.38
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-034
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.8
PCPS-AMT-012
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  editorial 
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

If a PoC Client supports streamed video the PoC Client SHALL be able to receive and display live-streamed video. The receiving PoC Client MAY be able to store the video in local memory for playback use, subject to digital rights management restrictions.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-035
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.9.1
PCPS-RMC-016
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  This is a charging requirement and should be move to the Charging section
Proposed Change: 
Move this requirement to section 6.1.38
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-036
	2014.05.25
	T
	6.1.9.2
PCPS-IPI-004
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  The requirement in the Informational Note should be moved into the normative requirement.
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The originating PoC Server SHALL send PoC Addresses of all invited PoC Users to all terminating PoC Servers with the indication of each PoC Address of all the invited PoC Users to be presented to, or hidden from, the other invited PoC Users. The default setting is to make the PoC Address of the invited PoC Users be hidden.
Informational Note: If the indication is not included in an invitation, the originating PoC Server sets the indication based on the settings; 
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-037
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.9.2

PCPS-IPI-005
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  be consistent of use of Service Provider policy.
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The terminating PoC Server MAY, according to the settings of the PoC Service Provider policy, remove the received invited party identity information.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-038
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.10.2
PCPS-EPS-004
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  editorial
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The PoC Group Administrator of Pre-arranged Chat PoC Groups SHALL be able to assign expelling rights to other PoC User(s) in the PoC Group.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-030
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.14
PCPS-QOE-010
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  This is a charging requirement and should be move to the Charging section
Proposed Change: 
Move this requirement to section 6.1.38
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-040
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.21.1
PCPS-OPR-009
6.1.7.1

PCPS-USA-004
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Duplicated requirements with one is SHALL and the other one is MAY
Proposed Change: 
Remove the duplication
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-041
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.21.2
PCPS-OPI-001
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Clarification is needed on whose ID is restricted
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

When a PoC subscriber receives the incoming PoC session invitation, he SHALL also receive the identity of the inviting PoC subscriber, in the form of user identity and, if provided, the display name.  If the inviting PoC subscriber’s identity is restricted, it SHALL NOT be provided in this case.  
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-042
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.21.3
PCPS-OPC-004
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  editorial and wrong reference
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The PoC service entity SHOULD be able to provide PoC subscriber off-line access to session history information based on relevant information collected for charging purposes (Chapter 6.1.38 Charging). 

	Status: OPEN

	ATT-043
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.22
PCPS-PRS-005
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Reference to the Incoming Session Barring is wrong
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The PoC service enabler MAY communicate the presence state:

Do Not Disturb – New Incoming Session (Yes/No):  Indicates whether the PoC subscriber is currently willing to accept new incoming PoC sessions.  If the PoC subscriber activates the Incoming Session Barring (as described in Section 6.1.21.4) this element is set to indicate the subscriber’s Incoming Session Barring setting.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-044
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.22

PCPS-PRS-006
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Reference to the Incoming Alert Barring is wrong
Proposed Change: 
Change the below text as marked:

The PoC service enabler MAY communicate the presence state:

Do Not Disturb - Alerts (Yes/No):  Indicates whether the PoC subscriber is currently willing to accept incoming instant personal alerts.  If the PoC subscriber activates the Incoming Alert Barring setting  this element is set to indicate the subscriber’s Incoming Alert Barring setting.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-045
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.23
PCPS-MGO-013
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  unresolved reference in the requirement
Proposed Change: 
Need to resolve the ref TBD
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-046
	2014.05.25
	T
	6.1.27
PCPS-PRV-005
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  This requirement is not complete with unknown TBD reference
Proposed Change: 
The group should discuss and agree to complete the requirement; or remove it.
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-047
	2014.05.25
	T
	6.1.34

	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Need definition of “Separate 1-to-1 PoC Session”
Proposed Change: 
Create a definition in section 3.2 about “Separate 1-to-1 PoC Session”
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-048
	2014.05.25
	E
	6.1.35
PCPS-SEL-023
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  This is a charging requirement and should be move to the Charging section
Proposed Change: 
Move this requirement to section 6.1.38 
	Status: OPEN

	ATT-049
	2014.05.25
	Q
	6.1.36.1
PCPS-NET-004
	Source: Jerry Shih, AT&T
Form: OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0107-INP_RDRR_ATT_Commenta
Comment:  Is floor control performance related signalling protocols?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
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