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	Review Report Document Id
	OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0104-INP_RDRR_RD_Comments_2.doc
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Material Being Reviewed:
	OMA-RD-PCPS-V1_0-20140428-D

	Group Presenting Document:
	COM-PCPS

	Date of This Report:
	26 May 2014


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

	M101
	2014.05.26
	E
	3.2 
	Source: MSI

Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Definitions; Editor’s note: “Action is to correct PoC V1.0 sourced requirements for correct usage of "PoC Subscriber" versus "PoC User"
Proposed Change: Review PoC V1.0 sourced requirements and implement correct usage. Remove Editor’s note in Definitions section. See proposed changes:

OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0111-CR_RD_PCPS_1.0_Subsc vs User 3.2 thru 6.1.3.doc
OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0112-CR_RD_PCPS_1.0_Subsc vs User 6.1.4 thru 6.1.6.doc
OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0114-CR_RD_PCPS_1.0_Subsc vs User 6.1.7 thru 6.1.21.7.doc
OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0116-CR_RD_PCPS_1.0_Subsc vs User 6.1.22 thru 6.1.23.doc
OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0118-CR_RD_PCPS_1.0_Subsc vs User 6.1.27 thru 6.1.34.doc
OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0120-CR_RD_PCPS_1.0_Subsc vs User 6.1.35 thru 6.2.doc
	Status: OPEN 



	M102
	2014.05.26
	E
	All tables in Section 6
	Source: MSI

Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Table columns labelled  ‘PoC Rel Source’ and ‘Req Mod’ are not needed

Proposed Change: Remove these two columns in tables 1 thru 78. See proposed changes:
OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0122-CR_RD_PCPS_V1.0_Poc_Rel_Source_and_Req_Mod_columns_removed
	Status: OPEN 



	M103
	2014.05.26
	E
	F.1
	Source: MSI

Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508

Comment: Table in Section F1 not complete (Requirements Source Information)

Proposed Change: Update. See proposed changes:
OMA-COM-PCPS-2014-0123-CR_RD_PCPS_1.0_Update_Requirements_Source_Information
	Status: OPEN 



	M104
	2014.05.26
	E
	6.1.18
	Source: Motorola Solutions
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Dispatcher Functions (sec 6.1.18); last sentence in preamble:
“A limited functionality for 1-many-1 PoC Group communications is specified in section-TBD.”
Proposed Change: Delete statement and the TBD. All ‘1-many-1’ discussion is already in this section, Dispatcher Functions.
	Status: OPEN 

	M101
	2014.05.26
	Q
	6.1.29
	Source: Motorola Solutions

Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Support of PoC Usage in Enterprise/Corporate Environment (Sec 6.1.29); Second sentence:
“The following requirements applicable to PoC usage in enterprise/corporate environment are in addition to other requirements covered throughout refTBD Chapter 6:”

Not clear what the ‘other requirements’ are.

Proposed Change:  If the ‘other requirements’ can’t be identified, delete the statement.
	Status: OPEN 

	M101
	2014.05.26
	Q
	6.1.20
	Source: Motorola Solutions
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Lawful Interception (Sec 6.1.20); PCPS-LAW-005; Informational note states that other references may be added in the future. Very vague, little information
Proposed Change: Determine what reference would be informational or delete informational note.
	Status: OPEN 

	M101
	2014.05.26
	Q
	6.1.27
	Source: Motorola Solutions
Form: RDRR-PCPS-V1_0-20140508
Comment: Privacy (Sec 6.1.27); PCPS-PRV-005; Requirement states:
“Privacy requirements SHALL be compliant with requirements stated in [refTBD Privacy].”

A privacy requirement asking for a reference to the Privacy section?
Proposed Change:  Doesn’t make sense, delete requirement.
	Status: OPEN 
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