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Consolidated Reviewer Comments  (please contact the CDRL POC with any questions regarding these comments)
	Comment #
	Comments
	Type/Location
	Reviewer(s)

	1
	Make sure requirements traceability (to SOO, URDB, Inception use case) are all presented in the same format for all use cases.  (Can tell that BAE’s, Boeing’s and NGIT’s formats are different.)  Thorough assessment of URDB requirements and whether they are fully satisfied, partially satisfied, not met, or informational (as done in Use Case 2.10) is preferred.  
	Global
	Nancy Adamyk

	2
	Add Inception use case 7.0 System or All to the table. This was provided in the Use Case Diagram originally provided to Logicon, but a written paragraph was not provided.  A number of URDB requirements were originally allocated to this Inception Use Case.
	Table 1

Page 2
	Nancy Adamyk

	3
	Re-check traceability.   Some of the use cases (Start JMPS and Mission Binder ones) are broad reaching, and should apply to all Inception use cases in which the User may use JMPS software.  This may include all of the Inception use cases, or perhaps use case 7.0 should be used.
	Inception Use Case Trace

Pages 3, 6, 8, 10, 13, 21, 23, 26, 54
	Nancy Adamyk

	4
	Inception use case trace:  Add 3.1.1 (PGM Planning)
	Pages 37, 42


	Nancy Adamyk

	5
	Inception use case trace: add names of use cases, not just numbers.  Also consider adding 3.1 (Interdiction) and 3.2 (Fighter)
	Maintain JTIDS

Page 46
	Nancy Adamyk

	6
	Add Inception use case trace.  (recommend 3.1.1 PGM planning)
	GPS Cryptokey

Page 56
	Nancy Adamyk

	7
	If the user decides not proceed with data synchronization, why does the system report synchronization is complete?  Change the requirement to return a message to indicate that connection is complete, without synchronization.
	Connect to JMPS Network

Page 5

Paragraph A4
	Nancy Adamyk

	8
	This is counter to normal Microsoft operation.   For example in Microsoft Word - if you open a document and make changes, and then decide to save as a different file, you can do so. Was this selected to perform this way, where it will not allow ‘save as’ to a new file after making some changes, for a specific purpose?  This may be irritating to the User, and the design should consider this.
	Link Route

Page 32

Paragraph A5


	Nancy Adamyk

	9
	Assumption states copy and moves are from mission binder to other repository location.  Denver says can move and copy outside repository and 2.5.3.8 states can move to folders in Explorer window (i.e. outside of repository).  Rewritten text does not clarify this.  Please clarify in the Use Case text.
	User Interacts with Mission Binder 

Page 14

Section 2.5.2f/g
	Leon Peshek

	10
	Items can be dragged and dropped; what about folders?  If so,  add text to the Use Case to clarify this capability.
	User Interacts with Mission Binder Page 17

Section 2.5.3 - 10
	Leon Peshek

	11
	In talking with Denver, he stated that a user will be able to right click on an item in the Mission Binder and then choose export to a file device from a dropdown menu brought about by the Right click action. This is not addressed in the rewritten text.  Add this clarification to the Use Case.
	User Interacts with Mission Binder  -General (Page 12)
	Leon Peshek

	12
	System tells user he has run out space.  Suggest changing to tell user before performing function that he does not have sufficient space.
	Backup/Archive Mission Binders

Page 24

Section 2.7.4 A7
	Leon Peshek

	13
	The rewritten Use Case text doesn’t state what happens to links during Restore.  According to Denver all links within the mission binder will be retained in restored mission binder.  However, cross links between mission binders (one of which was not backed-up) and shortcuts will not be retained.  This should be written into the Use Case text for clarification.
	Restore Mission Binder - 

General (Page 26)


	Leon Peshek

	14
	Recommend stating in the Use Case that standard day data is computed by a model embedded in JMPS.
	Interface to Weather 

Page 40

Section 2.12.1
	Leon Peshek

	15
	Assumptions.  Recommend adding that GPS Almanac database can be exported to media.
	GPS almanac 

Page 49

Section 2.14.2
	Leon Peshek

	16
	Clarify the restrictions (or lack thereof) and the User permissions and level of discretionary control available.  Specify that any user with MB access has access to ANY and ALL MBs.  Specify in the "Basic Course section"?
	Create or Open Mission Binder 

Page 10

2.4.3 OMB-00150
	Peter Forney

	17
	States that user can change the order of elements of subfolders and files in a MB.  Need to state that: 1) the order can be changed at any time, 2) that the user preferences (configuration files) should be read to provide that order, 3) ‘user’ can be a UPC.


	User Interacts with Mission Binder

Page 16

2.5.3; #14; UMB-02560
	Peter Forney


Comments that apply more specifically to implementation vs. Use Cases.

	1
	Specify that background processes do not refresh In-Ram cache. 

I'd like to see this reworded to indicate that such a cache exists and gets queried before the disk cached data.  Having had discussions with the developer, I know that's what he intends to do, so I'd like to see that explained here.
	Interface to Weather Data 

Page 41

Section 2.12.1
	Fred McCall

	2
	Setting up background process (pg 44).  Once a user has requested pulling data in a particular area of interest, when do we stop pulling that data?  Do Background processes "age-out" over time, Or, do you continue to pull data for that AOI specific data forever?  Explain how background processes are aged out.
	Interface to Weather Data

Page 44 

Section 2.12.3; Retrieve METCAST data
	Peter Forney


End of Comments

Risks or Issues

	Item #
	Risk or Issue Description

	1
	Regarding comments 1-6 on traceability.  Difficulties will arise for our UPC and T&I Focus Areas at NAWCWD if we don’t resolve the issue of traceability of specific URDB requirements to components and test.
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