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1 Reason for Contribution

 This contribution contains the comments on the: OMA-TS-PoC-ControlPlane-V2_0-20061221-D.
2 Summary of Contribution

Contains a list of all errors found during the consistency review of the CP document. 

3 Detailed Proposal

1. OMA-TS-PoC-ControlPlane-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2007.01.11
	T
	1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: It is better to reference the SD directly for the high level procedures.

Proposed Change: Reference the SD instead.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D002
	2007.01.11
	E
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The references are unordered.

Proposed Change: Sort the references in some order e.g. alphabetic order.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D003
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The reference [draft-answermode] does not exist any longer (not even an old version)
Proposed Change: ?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D004
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The reference [draft-ietf-sip-acr-code] has a newer version.

Proposed Change: Update the reference and the CP specification if necessary.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D005
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The reference [draft-URI-list-capacity] has a newer version.

Proposed Change: Update the reference and the CP specification if necessary.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D006
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The reference [draft-multiple-refer] has a newer version.

Proposed Change: Update the reference and the CP specification if necessary.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D007
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The reference [draft-poc-p-headers] has changed name to draft-allen-sipping-poc-p-answer-state-header-04.txt

Proposed Change: Update reference
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D008
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The reference [draft-URI-list-handling] does not exist any longer.

Proposed Change: ?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D009
	2007.01.11
	E
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The reference [OMA-PoC-SD] does not contain complet information.
Proposed Change: Complete information.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D010
	2007.01.11
	E
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The reference [OMA-PoC-UP] does not contain complet information.
Proposed Change: Complete information.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D011
	2007.01.11
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The reference [draft-ietf-mmusic-sdp-bfcp] is now RFC 4583

Proposed Change: Update reference and check if any change in CP is required.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D012
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	2.1
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Reference to Shared Policy missing.

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D013
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Some of the drafts are expired

Proposed Change: Update the technical and reference content of the expired drafts.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D014
	2007.01.22
	E
	2.1
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Some of the references' links do not have the hyperlink formatting in them.

Proposed Change: Update
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D015
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1 ([OMA ClientProvisioning])
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The reference is not complete.

Proposed Change: Update.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D016
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1 ([OMA-PoC-UP] and otehr 1.0 versions)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The reference is not complete

Proposed Change: Update.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D017
	2007.01.11
	E
	2.1 [3GPP TS 24.229]
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Need to update to Release 7

Proposed Change: Update reference
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D018
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.2 (
[OMA DM])
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Should the DM reference be 1.2 as stated in the ETR?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D019
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.2 ([Provisioning Content] and [OMA-PoC-AD])
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Incomplete references.

Proposed Change: Update.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D020
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: I can not find that Ad-hoc PoC Group is defined anywhere????

Proposed Change: Add definition.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D021
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Discrete Media not defined in CP

Proposed Change: Define Discrete Media
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D022
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Is Talk Burst and Talk Burst Control needed in CP.

Proposed Change: Remove from definition?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D023
	2007.01.11
	E/T
	3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: PoC Service Provider not defined.

Proposed Change: Add definition for PoC Service Provider

(use SD definition)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D024
	2007.01.22
	T
	3.2
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Definitions are not aligned with the SD document.

Proposed Change: Align the definitions in CP and SD and update ETR accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D025
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	3.2
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Definition Pre-arranged PoC group is referring to [OMA-POC-XDM] shall it refer to [XDM-SharedGroups] instead?

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D026
	2007.01.22
	T
	3.2
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Definitions are not aligned with the SD document.

Proposed Change: Align the definitions in CP and SD and update ETR accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D027
	2007.01.22
	T
	3.2 (FDCFO)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  This definition is more like abbreviation description and not definition of what the term is.

Proposed Change: Add definition for FDCFO
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D028
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2 (SIP Session)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  References need to be in the references style.

Proposed Change: UpdateS 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D029
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2 Chat PoC Group
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The "…. does not result in other members of the Chat PoC Group being invited" is confusing since a chat group does not always have any members.

Proposed Change: …..does not result in other members of the Chat PoC Group being invited

( 

….does not result in other PoC Users being invited
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D030
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2 Controlling PoC Function
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The Controlling PoC Function definition mention RTP Media but not MSRP.

Proposed Change: Update to also include MSRP.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D041
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2 Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problems

Proposed Change: discrete media ( Discrete Media
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D042
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2 Distinguished Participant
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The Distinguished Participant definition mention RTP Media but not MSRP.

Proposed Change: Update to also include MSRP.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D043
	2007.01.11
	E
	3.2 Home PoC Server
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem at the end of definition.

Proposed Change: user ( PoC User
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D044
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2 Media Burst Control Protocol
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Claims that MBCP is defined in CP: " Media Burst Control Protocol (MBCP) is a protocol for performing Media Burst Control, and is defined in these specifications."

Proposed Change: Modify as follows: 

Media Burst Control Protocol (MBCP) is a protocol for performing Media Burst Control, and is defined in [OMA-PoC-UP].
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D045
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2 Media Burst Control Schemes
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains Talk Burst Control in definition.

Proposed Change: Remove Talk Burst Control from definition.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D046
	2007.01.11
	E
	3.2 Media Stream
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem

Proposed Change: each media flow ( each Media flow
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D047
	2007.01.11
	E
	3.2 Participating PoC Function
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains Talk Burst Control

Proposed Change: Talk Burst Control ( Media Burst Control
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D048
	2007.01.11
	E
	3.2 PoC Session Identity
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains TBCP

Proposed Change: TBCP ( MBCP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D049
	2007.01.11
	E
	3.2 Pre-established Session
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem

Proposed Change: user ( PoC User
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D050
	2007.01.11
	E
	3.2 Primary PoC Session
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem

Proposed Change: user ( PoC User 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D051
	2007.01.11
	E
	3.2 Secondary PoC Session
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem

Proposed Change: media ( Media
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D052
	2007.01.11
	E
	3.2 SIP Session
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: References to RFCs within the definition shall have [] around them

Proposed Change: RFC 3261 ( [RFC3261] and RFC 2543 ( [RFC2543]
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D053
	2007.01.11
	E
	3.2 SIP Session
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: References to RFCs within the definition shall have [] around them. RFC 2396 is not in clause 2.

Proposed Change: RFC 3261 ( [RFC3261] and RFC 2396 [5] ( [RFC2396].

Add RFC2396 in clause 2.1.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D054
	2007.01.11
	T
	3.2 Talk Burst Control Protocol
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: If needed, reference to these specifications is not correct.

Proposed Change: Make a reference to PoC 1 UP specification.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D055
	2007.01.11
	E/T
	3.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Some abbreviations are not used in the document.

Proposed Change: Remove the following abbreviations from 3.3:

APP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D056
	2007.01.18
	E
	3.3,
PoC
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The abbreviation “PoC” is interpreted differently in different PoC specs. Some with lower case “t”, some with uppercase “T”, some using hyphen, some not. In analogy with “Point-to-point”  defined in [OMA Dictoinary], hyphen should be used, and lower case “t”. 

Also, 3GPP TR 23.979 uses the term with lower case and hyphens.

Proposed Change: Change to “Push-to-talk over Cellular” where needed.

Note. This change is valid for all PoC enabler documentation and XDM enabler.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D057
	2007.01.11
	T
	4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The introduction need to be updated.

Proposed Change: Add the following after clause 7:

Clause 8: "PoC Box" defines the procedures at the NW PoC Box and the UE PoC Box required to realize the PoC Box feature of the PoC service. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D058
	2007.01.11
	T
	5.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The PoC Box is missing in the last paragraph. Further "…SHALL route via the…" can be modified.

Proposed Change: PoC Client and PoC Server ( PoC Client, PoC Box and PoC Server

SHALL route via the ( SHALL be routed via the
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D059
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: References to RFC shall be embraced with [] without spaces, e.g. [RFC 3485] ( [RFC3485]

Proposed Change: Update the whole subclause to have correct format of references.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D060
	
	T
	5.3
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  " If the SIP/IP Core supports SIP signaling compression, the SIP/IP Core SHALL support SigComp " This text gives a requirement on SIP/IP Core. Was this an intent of an OMA PoC TS?

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D061
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem

Proposed Change: SIP / IP Core ( SIP/IP Core

(2 occurences) and [RFC 3325] ( [RFC3325] and invited PoC User ( Invited PoC User
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D062
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In NOTE 3 Talker Identification is used.

Proposed Change: Talker Identification ( Sender Identification
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D063
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.6.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem in the table.

Proposed Change: uri-parameter ( uri parameter, invited PoC User ( Invited PoC User
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D064
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.6.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Bad English: "….the Warning header when Warning header…."

Proposed Change: the Warning header when Warning header ( the Warning header when a Warning header
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D065
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Bad English. The paragraph 4 could be improved to increase readability.

Proposed Change: Modify as follows:

PoC Session Identity identifies the PoC Session the way that e.g.:

( The PoC Session Identity identifies the PoC Session in the way that e.g.:

Add an "a" in the beginning of each bullet.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D066
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Error in message name

Proposed Change: TBCP Connect message ( MBCP Connect message
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D067
	2007.01.11
	T
	5.7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: PoC Network (in the NOTE) not defined

Proposed Change: Define PoC Network or change to PoC network
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D068
	
	T
	5.8
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: In SharedGroupXDM is possible to assign a group a QoE profile. Shall also this be described here? 

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D069
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.8.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem

Proposed Change: Service Provider ( PoC Service Provider
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D070
	2007.01.11
	T
	5.8.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Priority not defined

Proposed Change: Priority ( priority or define Priority
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D081
	2007.01.11
	T
	5.8.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: WPS is not in the abbreviation list in 3.3

Proposed Change: Add WPS in 3.3
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D082
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.8.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The Note shall have the "NO" format.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D083
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.8.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The bullet list need be cleaned. Each bullet shall end with ";" with the exception of the last bullet that shall end with a "."

Proposed Change: Clean the list.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D084
	2007.01.11
	E
	5.8.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Talk Burst is used in 3:rd bullet.

Proposed Change: Remove Talk Burst.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D085
	2007.01.11
	T
	5.8.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unclear "it" in "If PoC Server supports Nick Names, and if the Nick Name (see subclause 5.4 "Nick Name") is received in a SIP request or SIP response, the PoC Server SHALL use it as a Nick Name."

Proposed Change: Clarify the sentence. Can the whole paragraph be split into several paragraphs? The paragraph is hardly readable.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D086
	2007.01.11
	T
	5.8.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The last paragraph is almost not possible to read. It is one sentence and when reading it I get the impression that the PoC Server SHALL have a unique Nick Name to (?).

Proposed Change: Need to be simplified, restructured and rephrased.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D087
	2007.01.11
	T
	6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: A separate subclause for File transfer is needed but missing. File transfer is different than initiating a PoC Session with MSRP only. Since in the last case it shall be possible to add other Media Types e.g. PoC Speech according to the RD. However, there is no such requirement for File Transfer.

Proposed Change: Introduce a subclause for File transfer.

(Changes in other subclauses and in UP may be required)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D088
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Incomplet ending of the 1:st paragraph.

Proposed Change: …with the clarifications in the following. ( with the clarifications in this subclause.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D089
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Formatting problems in bullet 4. Bullet 4 also include bullet 5.

Proposed Change: Split the paragraph so it likes the following after the split.

 4. SHALL include the PoC feature tag '+g.poc.groupad' in the Contact header of the SIP REGISTER request that contains the contact address of the PoC Client, if receiving of Group Advertisement messages is supported;
5. SHALL include the PoC feature tag '+g.poc.discretemedia' in the Contact header of the SIP REGISTER request, if Discrete Media is supported;
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D090
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about automata and principal feature tags.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D091
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note security problems and 3GPP2 MMD.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D092
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.1.2
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  It is not clear in the section that the Contact header should not include the poc feature tag. It would be helpful to include the note about it. How about the de-PUBLISH? 

Proposed Change: Clarify by adding note.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D093
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.1.2 bullet 4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Need to be modified to also include the UE PoC Box, i.e. SHALL include "pref" also in the UE PoC Box case.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D094
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.12
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unclear how the PoC Client knows if Simultaneous Sessions are supported by the PoC Server.

Proposed Change: Add the following text.

The PoC Client can know if Simultaneous PoC Sessions are supported by the Home PoC Network by checking the parameter SIMU-SESNS. If the SIMU-SESNS parameter is provisioned as specified in Appendix B "Appendix The parameters to be provisioned for PoC service" to a value grater than zero the Home PoC Network supports Simultaneous PoC Sessions.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D095
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.12.1 bullet 2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unclear that the "poc_sess_priority" parameter is not the only parameter included in the SDP.

Proposed Change: Include a reference to the subclause 6.1.3.1a before this step.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D096
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.12.2 bullet 2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unclear that the  "poc_lock" parameter is not the only parameter included in the SDP.

Proposed Change: Include a reference to the subclause 6.1.3.1a before this step.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D097
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.13
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note. However, expelling of Participants is already in the SCR tables for the Dispatcher case and not for normal Participants.

Proposed Change: Editor's note can be removed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D098
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.13
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Terminology problem in bullet 2 (SIP NOTIFY) list.

Proposed Change: SIP NOTIFY body ( SIP NOTIFY request body.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D099
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.13
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: NOTE 1 contains TBCP.

Proposed Change: TBCP ( MBCP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D100
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.13 bullet 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Wrong bullet structure.

Proposed Change: Indent bullets a) and b).
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D101
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.14
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In bullet 6 and 7 it is not clear that adding anything to the URI (using the escape mechanism) is only possible if it contains a SIP URI i.e. it is not possible in the case of a TEL URI.

Proposed Change: Describe the limitation giving a hint that converting the TEL URI to a SIP URI makes it still possible in the same way as in NOTE 4 in subclause 6.1.13. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D102
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.14
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Terminology problem in bullet 2 (SIP NOTIFY) list.

Proposed Change: SIP NOTIFY body ( SIP NOTIFY request body.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D103
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.14
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: NOTE 1 contains TBCP.

Proposed Change: TBCP ( MBCP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D104
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.15
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The NOTE gives the impression that it is possible to send a MESSAGE without an relation to a PoC Session. This is not true.

NOTE:
The SIP MESSAGE can be sent inside or outside the existing SIP dialog, when sent to the Participants of the PoC Session. If sent inside the existing SIP dialog, the Accept-Contact header is not needed to be included.
Proposed Change: Modify the note to be as follows:

NOTE:
The SIP MESSAGE can be sent inside or outside the existing SIP dialog. If sent inside the existing SIP dialog, the Accept-Contact header is not needed to be included.

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D105
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.15
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: NOTES are not numbered.

Proposed Change: Number the NOTES i.e. NOTE 1 and NOTE 2.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D106
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.16.1 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The interaction with user plane also includes initialization of the 2 stage release procedure.

Proposed Change: 1) Rephrase or 2) only say interact with the user plane in the bullet and then modify UP to say something about releasing the granted permission to send Media or for canceling the queued Media Burst Request. Alternative 2) is recommended.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D107
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.16.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:  Terminology problem in bullet 2 (SIP NOTIFY) list.

Proposed Change: SIP NOTIFY body ( SIP NOTIFY request body.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D108
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.17
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: There is no relation between FDCFO Proceed SIP MESSAGE an IM hence the IM procedures shall not be used.

Proposed Change: Use procedures similar to Instant Personal Alert and Group Advertisment.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D109
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.17
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: What is a SIP 2XX success response?

Proposed Change: SIP 2XX success response ( SIP 2xx final response.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D110
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.17 bullet 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Is missing an ";" at the end.

Proposed Change: Add a ";" at the end of the bullet.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D111
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.17 bullet 4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The NOTE 1 should be part of the normative bullet 4.

Proposed Change: Modify bullet for to also include the NOTE 1 as follows:

4.     SHALL include a list of full duplex voice call addresses in the form of MIME application/vnd.poc.fdcfo+xml body as specified in the subclause E.1.4 "FDCFO Proceed Document"; and,
NOTE 2 ( NOTE
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D112
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.18
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The 1:st paragraph ends in a strange way. 

Proposed Change: Remove the ":" at the end, add PoC Client:.

Remove from second paragraph "The PoC Client".

Make a bullet list of the SHALL …
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D113
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Wrong format of RFC references.
Proposed Change: [RFC 3841] ( [RFC3841]

[RFC 3903] ( [RFC3903]
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D114
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The NOTE is more like an editor's note.

Proposed Change: Resolve the Note or remove the Note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D115
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The PoC Service settings are not consistent between CP, section 6.1.2 and SD, section 4.26.

Proposed Change:  Update CP and SD.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D116
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.3.1 
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Second list bullet 1 contains an "and," at the end.

Proposed Change: Move "and," to bullet 2.
	 2Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D117
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.3.1 bullet 7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unclear ending of the bullet "… SHALL be included as specified in subclause 5.4 "Nick Name"."

Proposed Change: ….SHALL be included as specified in subclause 5.4 "Nick Name". ( ….the Nick Name SHALL be included as specified in subclause 5.4 "Nick Name".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D118
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.3.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note.

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D119
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.3.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The sentence before the bullet list contains the following:" When composing an SDP offer according to rules and procedures of [RFC3264] and [RFC4566] the PoC Server:". This subclause is about the PoC Client.

Proposed Change: the PoC Server ( PoC Client
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D120
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.3.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Wrong reference in NOTE 3. 

Proposed Change: [OMA TS IM] ( [OMA-PoC-IM]
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D121
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.3.1a bullet 2c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains the unnecessary TBCP

Proposed Change: remove ….with TBCP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D122
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.3.1a bullet 2e
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: 

e) under the media level definition of MSRP, add to "a=accept types:" SDP attribute a MIME Type "application/vnd.oma.final-report+xml", "application/vnd.oma.detailed-progress-report+xml" or "application/vnd.oma.optimized-progress-report+xml" if either Discrete Media Transfer Final Report, detailed Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report or optimized Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report respectively, is indicated to be supported.
Does this mean that a PoC Client can support only one of them, not all of them??

Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D123
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.3.1a bullet 3c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains the unnecessary TBCP

Proposed Change: remove ….with TBCP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D124
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.3.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Wrong NOTE numbering

Proposed Change: NOTE 1 ( NOTE
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D125
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.3.3.1 bullet 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: 

6. SHALL, for each URI in the MIME resource-lists body, set the "copyControl" attribute to 'to' or 'cc', and set the "anonymize" attribute to 'true' if the URI is requested to be anonymous, according to rules and procedures of [draft-URI-list-capacity];
It is a little bit confusing why invited parties are anonymous and a clarification could be useful. It will also be easier to see the difference between this and the normal anonymity described in bullet 11.

Proposed Change: modify as follows:

if the URI is requested to be anonymous and not presented to Invited PoC User(s)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D126
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.3.3.1 bullet 7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains some strange formulations: "MAY include a Reject-Contact header with the feature tags and 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' along with 'require' and 'explicit' 'automata' along with 'require' and 'explicit' and in another Reject-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'principal' along with 'require' and 'explicit' if the PoC Client doesn't want to be routed to a PoC Box;"

Further, a SHALL is more correct since there is no other way defined how to do it. (The if statement at the end makes it optional anyway)

Proposed Change: Rephrase as follows:

"SHALL include a Reject-Contact header with the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' along with 'require' and 'explicit' along with 'require' and 'explicit' and in another Reject-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'principal' along with 'require' and 'explicit' if the PoC Client doesn't want to be routed to a PoC Box;"
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D127
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.3.3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem in NOTE 3.

Proposed Change: SIP INVITE ( SIP INVITE request
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D128
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.3.3.2 bullet 4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: 

4. SHALL include in an Accept-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' along with 'require' and 'explicit' along with 'require' and 'explicit' and in another Reject-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'principal' along with 'require' and 'explicit' if the PoC User explicitly requests that only a PoC Box is to accept the invitation;
The Reject-Contact header is not correct!

Proposed Change: 

4. SHALL include in an Accept-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' along with 'require' and 'explicit' along with 'require' and 'explicit' and in another Accept-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'principal' along with 'require' and 'explicit' if the PoC User explicitly requests that only a PoC Box is to accept the invitation;

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D129
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.3.3.2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Wrong style of the header!

Proposed Change: Change from "normal" to "Heading 6"
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D130
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.3.3.2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The bullet list is inconsistent.

Proposed Change: Use ";" at the end of each bullet with the exception of the last that should end with a "." and the second last that should end with "; and,"
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D131
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.4.2 bullet 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: It is not clear that the "a=sendonly" attribute shall be included in the SDP.
Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D132
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.4.3 bullet 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: It is not clear that the "a=sendrecv" attribute shall be included in the SDP.
Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D133
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.4.6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note.

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D134
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.5.1 
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Inconsistent with PoC 1.0.1 in the 1:st bullet list bullet 3.

Proposed Change: Replace the whole bullet 3 with the following Note:

NOTE:
The PoC Session Identity includes the Session Type uri-parameter indicating the PoC Session type e.g. "session=prearranged", "session=chat" or "session=adhoc" as defined in E.5.1 "Session Type uri-parameter";


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D135
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.5.1 bullet 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Bullet 3 (200 OK list) contains some strange English.

3. MAY notify the Media Burst Control Scheme to the PoC User if received the indication of Media Burst Control Scheme; and,
Proposed Change:
3. MAY notify the Media Burst Control Scheme to the PoC User if an indication of Media Burst Control Scheme is received; and,

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D136
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.6.1 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The interaction with user plane also includes initialization of the 2 stage release procedure.

Proposed Change: 1) Rephrase or 2) only say interact with the user plane in the bullet and then modify UP to say something about releasing the granted permission to send Media or for canceling the queued Media Burst Request. Alternative 2) is recommended.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D137
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1.6.2 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The interaction with user plane also includes initialization of the 2 stage release procedure.

Proposed Change: 1) Rephrase or 2) only say interact with the user plane in the bullet and then modify UP to say something about releasing the granted permission to send Media or for canceling the queued Media Burst Request. Alternative 2) is recommended.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D138
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: NOTE 1 contains TBCP.

Proposed Change: TBCP ( MBCP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D139
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In bullet 8 and 9 it is not clear that adding anything to the URI (using the escape mechanism) is only possible if it contains a SIP URI i.e. it is not possible in the case of a TEL URI.

Proposed Change: Describe the limitation giving a hint that converting the TEL URI to a SIP URI makes it still possible in the same way as in NOTE 4 in subclause 6.1.13. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D140
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.1.9 bullet 3c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an unnecessary "and" at the end.

Proposed Change: remove …and,
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D141
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.1A
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The "… the PoC Client SHALL perform procedures specified in [OMA-PoC-1-CP] "Procedures at the PoC Client"." is unclear. 

Proposed Change: Modify as follows:

… the PoC Client SHALL perform procedures specified in [OMA-PoC-1-CP] "Procedures at the PoC Client" instead of the procedures in this document.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D142
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The bullet 11, 12 and 13 is in the wrong list. It should be in the receive INVITE list instead of the send response list.

Proposed Change: Move 11,12 and 13 in the second list to the 1:st list. Recommended place is between bullet 9 and 10.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D143
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.1 bullet 5
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Warning headers cannot be included in INVITE.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 5.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D144
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The paragraph 2 and 3 only mentions Media Stream. The same should apply for Media-Control Entities as well.

Proposed Change: Modify paragraph 2 and 3 to also include Media-floor Control Entities also, e.g.:

…. which removes a Media Stream…. ( which removes a Media Stream or a Media-Floor Control Entity or both….
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D145
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an Editor's note regarding setting Media to inactive.

Proposed Change: Resolve and remove the editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D146
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an Editor's note regarding setting how to distinguish between PoC Speech and Audio.

Proposed Change: Resolve and remove the editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D147
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.1a bullet 2c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Talk Burst Control Protocol is unnecessary.

Proposed Change: Remove … with Talk Burst Control Protocol…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D148
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.1a bullet 3d
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: An unnecessary "Talk Burst Control Protocol" statement.
Proposed Change: Remove: ….with Talk Burst Control Protocol
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D149
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.2 bullet 2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is a check for the Dispatch Type uri-parameter in both the Contact header and in the Authenticated Originator's PoC Address. The Contact header should be enough. A reference would also be nice.

Proposed Change: Clarify and add a reference to E.5.2.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D140
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note.

Proposed Change: Resolve and remove the editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D141
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.2.1.3 bullet 13
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem

Proposed Change: section ( subclause
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D142
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.3 bullet 3 and 5
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is a check for the Dispatch Type uri-parameter in both the Contact header and in the Authenticated Originator's PoC Address. The Contact header should be enough. A reference would also be nice.

Proposed Change: Clarify and add a reference to E.5.2.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D143
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.1.3 bullet 4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: References to bullet 3, 4, 5 and 6 are not correct. I am completely lost.

Proposed Change: Update reference to be correct or restructure this part in the subclause.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D144
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: It would be better to switch the bullet 1 with 2, i.e. start with user plane interaction before sending 200 OK..

Proposed Change: Make bullet 1 bullet 2

Make bullet 2 bullet 1.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D145
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	6.2.5
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Duplicated bullet 5 

Proposed Change:  Renumber bullet list.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D146
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	6.2.5
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Shall it be specified also how the PoC client may use the GroupUsageList AUID in shared List XDMS to store information received in the GA

Proposed Change:  Add a new bullet “MAY store the address and the usage of  the group in the SharedListXDMS using the application  usage org.openmobilealliance.group-usage-list as specified in [XDM-Shared-List] and in [POC-XDM].” Also the reference to [XDM-Shared-List] in section 2.1
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D147
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.5 bullet 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Alert-Info is not allowed in MESSAGE

Proposed Change: Remove …the Alert-Info header or …

(two occurrences)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D148
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unclear and/or

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D149
	2007.01.11
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The FDCFO Proceed SIP MESSAGE has nothing to do with IM. 

Proposed Change: Remove references to IM and clarify what to do instead.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D150
	2007.01.11
	E
	6.2.9
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The sentence "If the PoC User accepts the switch to full duplex voice call, the PoC Client " shall not be indented.

Proposed Change: Make the sentence "If the PoC User accepts the switch to full duplex voice call, the PoC Client:" a normal paragraph without indent.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D151
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Shall it be specified also how the PoC client may use the GroupUsageList AUID in shared List XDMS to store information received in the GA

Proposed Change:  Add a new bullet “MAY store the address and the usage of  the group in the SharedListXDMS using the application  usage org.openmobilealliance.group-usage-list as specified in [XDM-Shared-List] and in [POC-XDM].” Also the reference to [XDM-Shared-List] in section 2.1
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D152
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.3.1 (POC_CP-SJR-C-043-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The description of this SCR states: " Terminating PoC Client cancelling a PoC Session request: On-demand case (receiving SIP CANCEL)". The text "cancelling" should change to supports reception of CANCEL. The terminating PoC Client does not cancel a PoC Session.

Proposed Change: Clarify. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D153
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.1.1 bullet 2cii
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: This bullet is wrong in the following way:

The bullet shall be last without any check if an Accept-Contact header.

Proposed Change: Move after bullet 2ciii, renumber it to iii.

Remove 

…and the Accept-Contact header contains the feature tag 'automata' and the feature tag 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' or 'principal' and the parameters 'explicit' and 'require'…..


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D154
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.1.1 bullet 2cii
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: This bullet should be after 2ci.

Proposed Change: Move bullet after 2ci and or, and renumber it to ii and add an or,
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Solved by:'

OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1355R01-CR_CP_7.1.1_Reception_of_an_initial_SIP_INVITE_request


	D155
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.1.1 bullet 3a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note as follows:

<Unconditional forward invitations to the NW PoC Box when the PoC User is not registered>

replaced by: 

<allow-unconditional-nwpocbox-routing>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D156
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: When rejecting a session setup request due to Media Type not allowed, why not send a 415 Unsupported Media Type instead of 403 Forbidden (which is not as informative)?

Also, a list of allowed Media Types supported by the PoC Server could be included in that case.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D157
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D158
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.2.1.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: When sending warning “107 Not authorized to add <Media Type>”, why not include those Media Types allowed?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D159
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.1 bullet 10
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Duplicated information (100 trying exception mentioned earlier) and bad English.

Proposed Change: Change:

SHALL include Warning header(s) received in incoming provisional responses to SIP INVITE request with the exception of the SIP 100 "Trying" response.

( 

SHALL include Warning header(s) received in incoming provisional responses to the SIP INVITE request.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D160
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.11.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Paragraph after NOTE 1 contains "Talk Burst".

Proposed Change: Talk Burst ( Media Burst
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D161
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.11.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Interworking attribute missing, if needed.

Proposed Change: Include if needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D162
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.11.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about PoC Speech.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D163
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.2.1.12
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: PoC Server’s handling of media content is missing in the text. 

Proposed Change: Add text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D164
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.14.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problems in second paragraph.

Proposed Change: PoC Group Members ( members of the PoC Group
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D165
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.14.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problems in the paragraph. above the NOTE 2

Proposed Change: PoC Group Members ( members of the PoC Group
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D166
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.14.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D167
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.15
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The Note contains some strange English. " In case of restricted Chat PoC Group, allowed Invited PoC Users are listed in the <list> element of the PoC Group document too "

Proposed Change: Rephrase as follows:

In case of restricted Chat PoC Group, allowed Invited PoC Users are also listed in the <list> element of the PoC Group document.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D168
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.16
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Reference title  in NOTE 3 not in italic style.

Proposed Change: change reference title to italic
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D169
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.17 bullet 2a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: same phrase repeated 2 times: " In case no SIP response is received the SIP 100 "Trying" SHALL be used when no SIP response is received yet "

Proposed Change:Remove …when no SIP response is received yet
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D170
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the behviour different when initiating a Pre-arranged PoC Group that already exists and joining a Chat PoC Group that already exists. Seem not logical since from a Media point of view the exact same case!

Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D171
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an Editor's note about rejecting Media.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D172
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's not regarding reducing Media-floor Control entity parameters

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D173
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is Note 4 needed. Do we need a Note for each parameter.

Proposed Change: Remove Note 4.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D174
	2007.01.11
	E/T
	7.2.1.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an Ediot's note regarding PoC Speech.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D175
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.1a bullet 2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: strange wording ".. of the …"

Proposed Change: of the ( the
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D176
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.1a bullet 2c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: List below " When composing an SDP answer according…" contains an unnecessary Talk Burst Control Protocol

Proposed Change: Remove …with Talk Burst Control Protocol…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D177
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.1a bullet 2c, 3d,3e
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Talk Burst Control Protocol is unnecessary.

Proposed Change: Remove … with Talk Burst Control Protocol…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D178
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.1a bullet 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: strange wording " SDP answer the of the PoC Server "

Proposed Change: SDP answer the of the PoC Server ( SDP answer when the PoC Server
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D179
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.1a bullet 3c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: List below " When composing an SDP answer according…" contains an unnecessary Talk Burst Control Protocol

Proposed Change: Remove …with Talk Burst Control Protocol…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D180
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.2 
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Note 5 talks about members and are confusing since there are no members in Ad-hoc or 1-1 case.

Proposed Change: Rephrase.

How the multiple invited members are conveyed in the SIP INVITE request is specified in [draft-URI-list]. How each URI in the list is anonymized is specified in [draft-URI-list-capacity].
( 

How multiple URIs are conveyed in the SIP INVITE request is specified in [draft-URI-list]. How each URI in the list is anonymized is specified in [draft-URI-list-capacity].
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D181
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In the list below the " Upon receiving a SIP 200 "OK" response….". Bullet about sending 200 OK shall be moved after the user plane interaction.

Proposed Change: Move bullet 3 after bullet for and add the note:

NOTE x: Resulting User Plane processing is completed before the next step is performed.


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D182
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.2 bullet 7c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Bullet ends with "skip the next step" this is not correct since next step does not talk about QoE.

Proposed Change: Move bullet 8 after bullet 9.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D183
	2007.01.18
	E
	7.2.1.2,
STEP 6 (a) (ii)
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: Could be more than one body to remove

Proposed Change: Replace “MIME body” by “MIME bodies”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D184
	2007-01-20
	T
	7.2.1.20
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  How to handle the new group element <supported-services needs to be defined

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 



	D185
	2007.01.18
	E
	7.2.1.20,
2nd para-graph
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: wrong element name

Proposed Change: replace “<allow-group-advertisement-sending>” by “<group-advertisement>”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D186
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.22
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note regarding <remove-media-handling>.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D187
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.22
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note regarding Disconnecting of a Media Stream by a Participant who is authorized to remove a Media.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D188
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.24 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: What does " If the validation is not correct" means, software problems?

Proposed Change: If the validation is not correct or the request is not authorized, ( If the request is not authorized,
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D189
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.24 bullet 5
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Duplicated information. There is a reference to a chapter "7.2.1.19 "PoC Session role transfer" but the authentication is aready described in the beginning of the bullet:

"SHALL, for the case of a PoC Address extracted from the Refer-To header identifying an individual PoC User, check if the action <allow-dispatch> is allowed for that PoC User, according to subclause 7.2.1.19 "PoC Session role transfer"…..

Proposed Change: Replace:

check if the action <allow-dispatch> is allowed for that PoC User, according to subclause 7.2.1.19 "PoC Session role transfer"

( 

authorize that PoC User according to subclause 7.2.1.19 "PoC Session role transfer"


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D190
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.25
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: FDCFO Proceed request has nothing to do with IM it’s a service and is more similar to Instant Personal Alert or Group Advertisement.
Proposed Change: Remove any reference to IM and describe how to handle responses.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D191
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Second and third paragraphs ending is unclear.

Proposed Change: 

…from a PoC Dispatcher ( … initiated by a PoC Dispatcher.

…from a PoC Fleet Member ( … initiated by a PoC Fleet Member
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D192
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note that seems to be resolved already.

Proposed Change: Remove editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D193
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In the list after "Upon receiving a SIP 200 OK response…." the bullet 2 has an ending that can be misunderstood.

2. SHALL include the warning text set to '103 Too many group members' as specified in subclause 5.6 "Warning header" in the SIP 200 "OK" response, if the Pre-arranged PoC Group has more than <max-participant-count> members as specified in [XDM-Shared-Groups].

The bullet can be understood as if all members were invited.

Proposed Change: Modify as follows:

2. SHALL include the warning text set to '103 Too many group members' as specified in subclause 5.6 "Warning header" in the SIP 200 "OK" response, if all members were not invited because the Pre-arranged PoC Group has exceeded the <max-participant-count> members as specified in [XDM-Shared-Groups].
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D194
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In the list after " Upon receiving a SIP 200 "OK" response " sending 200 OK shall be done after user plane interaction.

Proposed Change: Move bullet 5 after bullet 6 and add the note:

NOTE x: Resulting User Plane processing is completed before the next step is performed 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D195
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is 2 list starting with "Upon receiving a SIP 200 OK response". Very confusing and also unnecessary.

Proposed Change: Restructure! Note that the second list will be a, b, c and so on if the condition: if the SIP final response has not yet been sent to the Inviting PoC Client is fulfilled.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D196
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In the list after "Upon receiving a SIP final response other than 2xx or 3xx that is one of the SIP 4xx, 5xx or 6xx final responses the PoC Server:" the 1:st bullet always result in that the Inviting PoC Client is removed. The bullet 2 seems to be unnecessary.

Proposed Change: Restructure so that either bullet 1 or 2 is done not either of bullet 1a and 1b

(This statement may occur on several places in the CP and need to be updated at the same time)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D197
	200y.mm.dd
	T
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  How to handle new group elements like <supported-services> needs to be defined.

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 



	D198
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.3.1 bullet 10
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In the list below the "Upon receiving a SIP INVITE" response….". Bullet about sending 200 OK shall be moved after the user plane interaction.

Proposed Change: Move bullet 10h after bullet 10i and add the note:

NOTE x: Resulting User Plane processing is completed before the next step is performed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D199
	2007-01-20
	E
	7.2.1.3.1 bullet 4
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Where shall the <allow-dispatch> element be defined? In PoC-TS, in PoC-XDM or in Shared groupXDM?

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 



	D200
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.3.2 bullet 8
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Confusing "or" in the bullet.

Proposed Change: Rephrase:

MAY remove the Alert-Info or the Call-Info header; (
MAY remove the Alert-Info or the Call-Info header or both;
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D201
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.3.3 bullet 6g
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The sending 200 OK shall be done after user plane interaction.

Proposed Change: Move bullet 6g after bullet 6h and add the note:

NOTE x: Resulting User Plane processing is completed before the next step is performed 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D202
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.4 bullet 14
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The sending 200 OK shall be done after user plane interaction.

Proposed Change: Move bullet 14 after bullet 15 and add the note:

NOTE x: Resulting User Plane processing is completed before the next step is performed 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D203
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.4 bullet 5
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Misplaced " -
Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;"
Proposed Change: Restructure bullet 5, the Note and the "Otherwise…"

5…..

5a If Privacy is not allowed + Otherwise…

5b If privacy is allowed

NOTE
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D204
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.4 bullet 8a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Inconsistent bullet list format in 8a.

Proposed Change: Remove the "." at the end and replace it with a "; and,"
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D205
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.4 bullet 8b
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains a "..skip next step" at the end of 8b. This is not correct because next step is not about  QoE.

Proposed Change: Move bullet 9 after bullet 10.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D206
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.5 bullet 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Misplaced " -
Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;"
Proposed Change: Restructure bullet 6, the Note and the "Otherwise…"

6…..

6a If Privacy is not allowed + Otherwise…

6b If privacy is allowed

NOTE
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D207
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.5.13
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The sending 200 OK shall be done after user plane interaction.

Proposed Change: Move bullet 13 after bullet 14 and add the note:

NOTE x: Resulting User Plane processing is completed before the next step is performed 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D208
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.2.1.6,
2nd para-graph
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  According to the definition of a Restricted Group only members can join. But there is now nothing in this CP spec saying that a Pre-arranged PoC Group is a restricted group. (The definition of it does not mention “Restricted” or that it contains a list of members.) Something is missing because the PoC V1.0 RD subclause 6.1.2 clearly states that Pre-arranged PoC Group is a Restricted Group. The same requirement is put  on restricted Chat PoC Group according to PoC V1.0 RD subclause 6.1.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D209
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.2.1.6,
2nd para-graph
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  PoC does not take advantage of the possibility to define a joining policy based on age restrictions. In Shared Group XDM spec element <age-restrictions> can be used to specify the allowed age for joining for example a Chat PoC Group. In some countries there may be legal constraints for accessing information.

Proposed Change: -
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D210
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: 1:st paragraph. Format of Media streams are unclear.

Proposed Change: changing the formats of supported Media Streams

(
changing the Media formats of supported Media Streams
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D211
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.7 bullet 10
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The phrase "…accepted by the originating PoC Client" is very unclear. Use current or something instead.
Proposed Change: Rephrase and avoid using accepted by the "originating PoC Client".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D212
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.7 bullet 5
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: There are no procedure associated with Nick Name during a PoC Session so this bullet is not needed.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 5.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D213
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.7 bullet 6c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unclear  what the intention is with this bullet.

c) if the current Media-floor Control Entity binding of a Media used and offered by the originating PoC Client is not the same as in the received SDP offer;
My understanding is reflected in the proposed change below:

Proposed Change: 

c) if the current Media-floor Control Entity binding of a Media is not the same as in the received SDP offer;
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D214
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.8 bullet 11
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The "…for each PoC User" is not 100% correct since some of URIs can be identifying Pre-arranged PoC Groups instead of PoC Users.

Proposed Change: for each PoC User ( for each URI in the list
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D215
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.8 bullet 2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Misplaced " -
Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;"
Proposed Change: Restructure bullet 2, the Note and the "Otherwise…"

2…..

2a If Privacy is not allowed + Otherwise…

2b If privacy is allowed

NOTE
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D216
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.1.9.1 bullet 2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Wrong order of sending 200 OK and interact with user plane.

Proposed Change: Move bullet after bullet 3
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D217
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.9.1 bullet 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Formatting problem.

Proposed Change: 2:nd sentence starting with "When .." shall be a separate paragraph without number.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D218
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.1.9.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem in bullet 3a iv, 3b iv, 4c iv 

Proposed Change: SIP response ( SIP 2xx response
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D219
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.2.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: this copycontrol procedure is very similar to Instant Messaging using IMESSAGE, and a URI-List with attribute  ‘copy control’ according to IETF draft-ietf-sip-uri-list-message-00.txt
Maybe a 2.1 requirement to also specify it for Group Advertisement with Exploder-URI?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D220
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note regarding Checking the policy in PoC Session initiation.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D221
	2007-01-20
	T
	7.2.2.1
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  How shall the new group element <subject> be handled? Shall it be sent to the invited user?

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 



	D222
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.1 bullet 8 (INVITE)
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The bullet is not correct since it claims that it is the PoC Address of a PoC Client that should be included.

SHALL include a Referred-By header with the Authenticated Originator's PoC Address of the Inviting PoC Client;

Proposed Change: Rephrase as follows:

SHALL include a Referred-By header with the Authenticated Originator's PoC Address of the Inviting PoC User;
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D223
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.2.1 NOTE 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem

Proposed Change: invited PoC Client ( Invited PoC Client
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D224
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an unresolved editor's note regarding PoC Speech

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D225
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about automata and PoC Box.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D226
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about Warning header and to many embedded PoC Groups.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D227
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.2.2 bullet 11 (INVITE)
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Duplication. Bullet 11 is the same as in the general 7.2.2.1.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 11. Keep bullet in general.

(If this is okay bullet 10 should be moved to general)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D228
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.2 bullet 2,3 (183) 
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Almost the same content. 

Proposed Change: Merge bullet 2 and 3.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D229
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Bullet 2 and 3 is the same with the exception that bullet 2 also talks about generating the SIP BYE request.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 3. Make 2 bullet out of bullet 2.

One talking about generating the SIP BYE request and the second about the Resource Priority
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D230
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.2.2.4 bullet 2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem.

Proposed Change: Resource-Priority ( Resource-Priority header
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D231
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.5
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: PoC Traffic Optimization is just one example of when the PoC Server can take an own initiative. Other examples can be User plane adaptation.

Proposed Change: MAY be initiated by the PoC Server for PoC Media Traffic Optimisation purposes 

(
MAY be initiated by the PoC Server e.g. for PoC Media Traffic Optimisation purposes
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D232
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The first paragraph is not correct. The text should be describing why this procedure is used.

Proposed Change: Replace 1:st paragraph with something along the lines:

This subclause describe the procedure the PoC Server is using when sending a Group Advertisement. The procedure is initiated by procedures described in the subclause 7.2.1.12 "Group Advertisement request".

(In this way the reader can in an easy way trace from where it started)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D233
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.6 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: This check is already done in subclause 7.2.1.12.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 1.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D234
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The first paragraph is not correct. The text should be describing why this procedure is used.

Proposed Change: Replace 1:st paragraph with something along the lines:

This subclause describe the procedure the PoC Server is using when sending Discrete Media using the SIP MESSAGE method. The procedure is initiated by procedures described in the subclause 7.2.1.23 " Discrete Media request ".

NOTE: The procedures the PoC Server is using when sending Discrete media using MSRP is described in [OMA-PoC-UP] and in [OMA_IM_TS_Endorsement].

(In this way the reader can in an easy way trace from where it started)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D235
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.8
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The first paragraph is not correct. The text should be describing why this procedure is used.

Proposed Change: Replace 1:st paragraph with something along the lines:

This subclause describe the procedure the PoC Server is using when sending FDCFO Proceed request. The procedure is initiated by procedures described in the subclause 7.2.1.25 " FDCFO Proceed request ".

(In this way the reader can in an easy way trace from where it started)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D236
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2.8
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: FDCFO is a service and the sending of the FDCFO request has nothing to do with IM. The model should be Instant Personal Alert or Group Advertisement instead. 

Proposed Change: Remove IM reference and describe responses.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D237
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.2a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: PoC Network (in the 1:st paragraph) not defined

Proposed Change: Define PoC Network or change to PoC network
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D238
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.2.3.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The SD (4.18.2.3 last paragraph) mentions a local policy that can be used when sending media to a PoC Box. This local policy is not mentioned in this subclause.

Proposed Change: Remove paragraph in SD or update this subclause.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D239
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about checking something in the proxy case.

Proposed Change: Remove editor's note and add a bullet before 18 with the following text:

xx. SHALL remove the uri-parameter "stay-on-media-path" if included in the Contact header of the incoming SIP INVITE request if acting as a SIP proxy according to rules and procedures of [RFC3261].

(We have to consider if we need a separate SIP proxy list since at the moment B2BUA and SIP proxy list seems to be mixed)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D240
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.10.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is authorization of the Resource-Priority header needed in the Proxy case (see the second last paragraph)

Proposed Change: Add authorization of the Resource-Priority header?
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D231
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.10.1 bullet 5
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: If authorization of the Resource-Priority header failed in bullet 1a) it is strange that the same Resource-Priority header is included in the outgoing SIP BYE request.

Proposed Change: Modify as follows:

… in the SIP BYE request received from the PoC Client assigned during the PoC Session establishment;

(
in the SIP BYE request received from the PoC Client assigned during the PoC Session establishment and if authorization of the Resource-Priority header was successful in step 1a);
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D232
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.3.1.11
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: PoC Server’s handling of media content is missing in the text.

Proposed Change: Add text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D233
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.1.12.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem in NOTE 1. A stand-alone Secondary is not defined.

Proposed Change: Secondary ( secondary
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D234
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.14
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The NOTE does not contain all PoC Service settings

Proposed Change: Add text content, reference content, privacy, etc.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D235
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.1.14 bullet 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The list does not follow our style.

Proposed Change: add an "and," after a). End bullet b) with "." instead of a ";".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D236
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.14 bullet 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The default value "snot supported" does not work for all PoC Service settings. We need a list with the default value of all optional PoC Service settings now.

Proposed Change: Update bullet 6 with the list of all PoC Service settings and the default value of each one of them.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D237
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.1.15
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The first paragraph contains some old stuff:

Upon receiving a PoC Session release request from the User Plane as specified in [OMA-PoC-UP] "Receive TBCP Talk Burst Acknowledgement message (R: TB_Ack)" or "T15 (Connect message re-transmit) timer fired N times" or "Receive PoC Session release indication from PoC Client (R: PoC Session release from PoC Client)", the PoC Server:

Proposed Change: Update as follows:

Upon receiving a PoC Session release request from the User Plane as specified in [OMA-PoC-UP] "Receive MBCP Media Burst Acknowledgement message (R: TB_Ack)" or "T15 (Connect message re-transmit) timer fired N times" or "Receive PoC Session release indication from PoC Client (R: PoC Session release from PoC Client)", the PoC Server:


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D238
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.16
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D239
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.17
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D240
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.17
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: FDCFO is a service more like Instant Personal Alert and Group Advertisement a has nothing to do with IM.

Proposed Change: Remove references to IM and describe responses.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D241
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.1.17 bullet 2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Not according to CP style in a list.

Proposed Change: Add an "and," at the end of bullet 2.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D242
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note regarding PoC Speech.

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D243
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.1a bullet 2c, 3d, 3e
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unnecessary Talk Burst Control Protocol

Proposed Change: Remove: …. with Talk Burst Control Protocol
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D244
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.1b
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note regarding PoC Speech.

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D245
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.1b bullet 3c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unnecessary Talk Burst Control Protocol

Proposed Change: Remove: …. with Talk Burst Control Protocol: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D246
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.1c bullet 2c 3d
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unnecessary Talk Burst Control Protocol

Proposed Change: Remove: …. with Talk Burst Control Protocol: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D247
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Bullet 3and 4 in the list below " Upon receiving an initial SIP INVITE request that contains a Request-URI not owned by this PoC Server, the PoC Server:" contains "…when staying on the media path and Talk Burst Control path…" The expression could be the expression we normally use.

Proposed Change: Change: 

"…when staying on the media path and Talk Burst Control path…"

(
"…when staying on the Media path …"
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D248
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.4 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The phrase ", the PoC Server is acting as a B2BUA" is confusing since this part of the subclause is the 1-1 and Ad-hoc case i.e. the PoC Server is by definition a B2BUA.

Proposed Change: Remove: …., the PoC Server is acting as a B2BUA
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D249
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.4 bullet 19
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Since all other feature tags of this type is in the general subclause this can be moved too.

Proposed Change: Move bullet 19 to 7.3.1.1 "General".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D250
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.4 bullet 20
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Moving feature tag for interworking is already in the 7.3.1.1 "General" subclause and can be removed from here.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 20
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D251
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1.4 bullet 4c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The phrase "cache 'Official Government Use' as the Local QoE Profile assigned to the PoC User, if the PoC Server is acting as a B2BUA" is confusing since this part of the subclause is the 1-1 and Ad-hoc case i.e. the PoC Server is by definition a B2BUA.

Proposed Change: Remove last part: …, if the PoC Server is acting as a B2BUA
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D252
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.1.7 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The list does not follow our style.

Proposed Change: add an "and," after a). End bullet b) with "." instead of a ";".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D253
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.1.7 bullet 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The list does not follow our style.

Proposed Change: add an "and," after b). End bullet c) with "." instead of a ";".
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D254
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminating PoC Network and PoC Server is confusing since PF never talks directly with a terminating something.

Proposed Change: Terminating PoC Network ( PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function

terminating PoC Server ( PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function

(several occurrences)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Solved by:

OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1496R01-CR_CP_backward_compatibility_corrections


	D255
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Bullet list problems in the list below provisional responses:

Proposed Change: 

Bullet 6b shall end with a "."

Bullet 7 shall not be indented.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D256
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Bullet list problems in the list below 200 OK response:

Proposed Change: 

Bullet 2b shall end with a "."

Bullet 2 shall not be indented.

Remove "and," at end of bullet 9.

Change in bullets 6, 10, 11 "." ( ";"
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D257
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The list below provisional responses: The warning headers are only needed in the first provisional response.

Proposed Change: Add at end of bullet 9, 10 and 11 the following:

… if not previously sent in a provisional response for this dialog
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D258
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.2.1, 7.3.2.2, 7.3.2.1a and 7.3.2.1b
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The section name for 7.3.2.1 is missing and there is some numbering problem, since 7.3.2.1a and b are in section 7.3.2.2.

Proposed Change: Update
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D259
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.1a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains editor's note about PoC Speech.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D260
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.1a bullets 2c,3d,3e
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unnecessary use of Talk Burst Control Protocol

Proposed Change: Remove …with Talk Burst Control Protocol
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D261
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.1b
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains editor's note about PoC Speech.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D262
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.1b bullet 3a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Formatting problem in the bullet 3a.

Proposed Change: Format as other bullets b, c…
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D263
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.1b bullets 2c, 3d
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unnecessary use of Talk Burst Control Protocol

Proposed Change: Remove …with Talk Burst Control Protocol
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D264
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.1c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains editor's note about PoC Speech.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D265
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.1c bullets 3c, 4d
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unnecessary use of Talk Burst Control Protocol

Proposed Change: Remove …with Talk Burst Control Protocol
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D266
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an Editor's note about an access rule?

Proposed Change: Clarify what access rule and/or resolve the editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D267
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Formatting problem in bullets 8 and 9

Proposed Change: Change "." ( ";" at end of bullets.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D268
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem in NOTE 2.

Proposed Change: Change invited PoC Client ( Invited PoC Client
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D269
	2007-01-20
	E
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The reference to [PoC-XDM Specification shall be changed to [XDM-Shared-Policy]

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 



	D270
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.2 bullet 12
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unnecessary"." in bullet

Proposed Change: Change 7.3.2.2.5.3 "Forward invitations to a NW PoC Box".if ( 7.3.2.2.5.3 "Forward invitations to a NW PoC Box" if
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D271
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2 bullet 14
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The bullet and sub-bullets references parameters stored in PoC XDM.

Proposed Change: Change all occurrences of …stored in PoC XDM ( …stored in Shared Policy XDMS
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D272
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.2 bullet 4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Formatting problems.

Proposed Change: Format as e.g. bullet 3.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D273
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2 bullet 4a,b
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Bullet a and b does not fit together with bullet 4. There is a conditional statement missing.

Proposed Change: Add, after bullet 4 and as a new bullet on the same level, a statement along the lines:

x.  If the Invited PoC User is not registered the PoC Server:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D274
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The bullet 6 in the second bullet list (sending INVITE) is ending with a MAY. Why is it MAY. If Invited Parties Identity information is sent out shouldn't the "copycontrol" be done then??

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D275
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Bullet 1 ii) under the "Upon receiving a SIP 200 "OK" response to the SIP INVITE, the PoC Server:" the interaction with user plane is not needed since there is no user plane yet.

Proposed Change: Remove Bullet 1 ii): SHALL interact with User Plane as specified in [OMA-PoC-UP] "Participating PoC Function procedures at PoC Session release ";
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D276
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The bullet 4 under " Whenever the PoC Server sends the SIP 200 "OK" response the PoC Server:" is part of bullet 3 at the moment.

Proposed Change: Split bullet 3 so that bullet 4 is a separate bullet.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D277
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The bullet 6 in the second bullet list (sending INVITE) is ending with a MAY. Why is it MAY. If Invited Parties Identity information is sent out shouldn't the "copycontrol" be done then??

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D278
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.3 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains "…stays in the media path and Talk Burst Control path or not…" The expression could be the expression we normally use.

Proposed Change: Change: 

"…stays in the media path and Talk Burst Control path or not…"

(
"…stays in the Media path or not…"
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D279
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.2.3 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem.

Proposed Change: media path ( Media path
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D280
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.2.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about PoC Box.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D281
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains editor's note about Accept-contact and reject contact.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D282
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains editor's note about access rule.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D283
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about access rules

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D284
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about access rules for PoC Box routing determination.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D285
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about PoC Box Alert User Timer.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D286
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.2 bullet b
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Strange SIP return code.

Proposed Change: Change:

If no response was received return an appropriate SIP 5xx response

(
If no response was received return an appropriate SIP 4xx response
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D287
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.3 bullet 8
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The Referred-By is not included in the case privacy is requested. This limitation is not needed since the NW PoC Box is a trusted entity.

8. SHALL include the Referred-By header from the incoming SIP request if anonymity is not requested by the value 'id' in the Privacy header;

Proposed Change: Change to:

8. SHALL include the Referred-By header from the incoming SIP request;
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D288
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.3 bullet 9
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The invites parties identities are included in the INVITE sent to the PoC Box. Is this really required. Is this in the RD.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 9 and the NOTE??
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D289
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.2.5.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The bullet lists does not follow the CP style.

Proposed Change: Add ";" after all bullets except the second last where it should be "; and," and the last that should end with "."


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D290
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The paragraph below the first bullet list contains:

"Otherwise the PoC Server SHALL include the Answer-Mode header set to 'Manual;Require' into the SIP re-INVITE request; and," 

The SHALL is not needed since manual is the default action in SIP. Further the paragraph need to be more indented so it is clear that it belongs to the bullet list.

Proposed Change: Change SHALL ( MAY

Indent the paragraph on step more. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D291
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In the paragraph above "Upon receiving a SIP 180 "Ringing" response to the SIP INVITE request the PoC Server:" the following sentence is unnecessary:

A SIP UPDATE request MAY be used only if the PoC Client has indicated support for the SIP UPDATE method.

The reason is that the decision if a UPDATE or a re-INVITE is sent is already taken in the Controlling PoC Server based on the Allow header received from the PoC Client when PF is a proxy.
Proposed Change: Remove "A SIP UPDATE request MAY be used only if the PoC Client has indicated support for the SIP UPDATE method."
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D292
	2007.01.11
	E
	7.3.2.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The " Upon receiving a SIP 180 "Ringing" response to the SIP INVITE request the PoC Server:

" should also include "if the PoC Server act as a PoC Server, not be included in each bullets in the list.

Proposed Change:
Add …if the PoC Server act as a PoC Server

Remove from the bullet 1 and 2:

… if acting as a SIP proxy
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D293
	200y.mm.dd
	E
	7.3.2.3
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The reference to [PoC-XDM Specification shall be changed to [XDM-Shared-Policy]

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 



	D294
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.3.2.3,
first 
STEP 5
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: access rules are not stored in PoC XDMS in PoC V2.0 (provided pending decision in OMA about Shared Policy XDMS goes in that direction)

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D295
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is not the Resource-Priority header considered?

Proposed Change: Update to also include Resource-Priority header.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D296
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.6.1 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the Resource-Priority header not authorized?

Proposed Change: Authorize the Resource-Priority header before applying any preferential treatment.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D297
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.6.2 bullet 1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is the Resource-Priority header not authorized?

Proposed Change: Authorize the Resource-Priority header before applying any preferential treatment.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D298
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is not the Resource-Priority header considered?

Proposed Change: Update to also include Resource-Priority header.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D299
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.3.2.7,
STEP 2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: Allusion error. It looks as if Request-URI is stored in XDMS, but it should actually refer to access rules

Proposed Change: Clarify text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D300
	2007.01.18
	T
	7.3.2.7,
STEP 2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: nothing is stored in PoC XDMS in PoC V2.0 (provided pending decision in OMA about Shared Policy XDMS goes in that direction)

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D301
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.8
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is not the Resource-Priority header considered?

Proposed Change: Update to also include Resource-Priority header.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D302
	2007-01-20
	T
	7.3.2.8
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The reference to [PoC-XDM Specification shall be changed to [XDM-Shared-Policy]

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 



	D303
	2007.01.11
	T
	7.3.2.9
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is not the Resource-Priority header considered?

Proposed Change: Update to also include Resource-Priority header.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D304
	
	T
	7.3.2.9
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The FDCFO Proceed request is a service similar to Instant Personal Alert and has nothing to do with IM.

Proposed Change: Remove references to IM and describe the response procedure.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D305
	
	T
	7.3.2.9
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about Application of service provider policy.

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D306
	
	E
	7.3.2a
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problem

Proposed Change: invited PoC Client ( Invited PoC Client
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D307
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.3.1
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Clarification is needed that the steps are performed only the PoC Server actually wants to subscribe (optional). Only if supported, the SHALLs are SHALLs.

Proposed Change: Update: "The PoC Server:" to "If supported, the PoC Server:"  or "If subscribing, the PoC Server:"
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D308
	
	T
	7.3.3.1 bullet 3 
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: contains "…in all initial SIP requests" at the end of bullet 3. Since this describe only the SUBSCRIBE part that part is not necessary.
Proposed Change: Remove …in all initial SIP requests
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D309
	
	T
	7.4.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Why is not the Resource-Priority header considered in any of the subclauses?

Proposed Change: Update to also include Resource-Priority header.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D310
	
	T
	7.4.1.9.4 3d
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Unclear text " d) if the URI is else, the PoC Server:"

Proposed Change: Rephrase.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D311
	
	E
	8.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: In the bullet 8 in the 2:nd bullet list there is an unnecessary "and,".

Bullet 5 contains an "." at the end.

Bullet 10 has an unnecessary ". at the end

Proposed Change: Remove " and," in bullet 8.

Change "." ( ";" at the end of bullet 5.

Remove ". from the end of bullet 10.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D312
	
	T
	8.1.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about Media-floor Control Entity Protocol for each Media Stream or each Media Stream combination is FFS
Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D313
	
	T
	8.1.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about PoC Speech

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D314
	
	T
	8.1.2 bullet 2c,3c
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: 2c contains un unnecessary Talk Burst Control Protocol.

3c Contains unnecessary TBCP

Proposed Change: Remove …with Talk Burst Control Protocol

Remove …with TBCP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D315
	
	T
	8.1.3.1 bullet 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Media format missing in bullet 3

3. SHALL validate that at least one Media Stream and Media Parameters and at least one codec offered in the SIP INVITE request are acceptable to the PoC Box and if not, reject the request with a SIP 488 "Not Acceptable Here" response. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;

Proposed Change: Change to:

3. SHALL validate that at least one Media Stream and Media Parameters and at least one codec or Media format offered in the SIP INVITE request are acceptable to the PoC Box and if not, reject the request with a SIP 488 "Not Acceptable Here" response. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D316
	
	T
	8.1.3.1 bullet 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:
Proposed Change: Include the following note between bullet 6 and 7:

NOTE: Resulting User Plane processing is completed before the next step is performed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D317
	
	E
	8.3.1 bullet 2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains " includeds aReject-Contact"

Proposed Change: replace with:

includes a Reject-Contact
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D318
	
	T
	8.3.1 bullet 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Media format missing in bullet 3

3. SHALL validate that at least one Media Stream and Media Parameters and at least one codec offered in the SIP INVITE request are acceptable to the PoC Box and if not, reject the request with a SIP 488 "Not Acceptable Here" response. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;

Proposed Change: Change to:

3. SHALL validate that at least one Media Stream and Media Parameters and at least one codec or Media format offered in the SIP INVITE request are acceptable to the PoC Box and if not, reject the request with a SIP 488 "Not Acceptable Here" response. Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D319
	
	T
	8.3.1 bullet 7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment:
Proposed Change: Include the following note between bullet 7 and 8:

NOTE: Resulting User Plane processing is completed before the next step is performed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D320
	2007.01.22
	T
	A
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  There are no SCRs for IPI feature (Invited Parties Identity)

Proposed Change: Update SCR table.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D321
	2007.01.22
	T
	A
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  There are no queuing SCRs.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D322
	2007.01.22
	T
	A
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  There are no SCRs for simultaneous PoC Sessions (MUS in ETR).

Proposed Change: Update TS. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D323
	2007.01.22
	E
	A
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  CP SCRs need editorial cleanup

Proposed Change: The change is proposed in 2006 PoC CR: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1479-CR_CP_SCR_Cleanup
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D324
	2007.01.22
	E
	A,B
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  According to the template, the Appendix A is supposed to contain history and appendix B SCR tables.

Proposed Change: Update the appendices appropriately.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D325
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.1
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Split up the GEN SCRs into 2 tables: -C and -S as the rest of the SCR sections.

Proposed Change: Update.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D326
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.1 (PoC_CP-GEN-C-001-M

 and PoC_CP-GEN-C-003-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  These 2 SCRs point to backwards compatibility for the client.

Proposed Change: Combine these 2 SCRs and in References provide references from both of these requirements. Name the requirement to indicate that this is PoC Client backwards compatibility.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D327
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.1 (PoC_CP-GEN-C-003-M
 and PoC_CP-GEN-S-006-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Can we really state: ERELD1:OCF and ERELD1:OSF in the 2.0 Client and Server requirements? That would mean that 2.0 PoC Client and 2.0 PoC Server must support all optional client and server requirements respectively.
Proposed Change: Remove OCF and OSF from these 2 requirements. It is possible to add 2 extra SCRs:  PoC_CP-GEN-C-003-O and PoC_CP-GEN-S-006-O and only list ERELD1:OCF and ERELD1:OSF in them.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D328
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.1 (PoC_CP-GEN-S-004-M
 and PoC_CP-GEN-S-006-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  These 2 SCRs point to backwards compatibility for the server.

Proposed Change: Combine these 2 SCRs and in References provide references from both of these requirements. Name the requirement to indicate that this is PoC Server backwards compatibility.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D329
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.12.2 (POC_CP-OWM-S*)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The SCRs for the Warning header for the PoC Server represent every place the Warning header is used in TS. The SCRs for Warning header should more represent the actual feature of Warning header specified in section 5.6

Proposed Change: Combine some of the SCRs and keep only SCRs that pertain to this feature. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D330
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.2.1 
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The title of the section is inconsistent with the technical text. 

Proposed Change: Change the name to "PoC service registration".
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D331
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.2.1 (POC_CP-REG C-004-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The name of the SCR is inconsistent with the technical text. 

Proposed Change: Change the name to "PoC service de-registration".
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D332
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.2.1 (POC_CP-REG-C-001-M, POC_CP-REG-C-004-O, POC_CP-REG-C-003-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Should we not have only the PoC specific functionality in the SCRs and not 3GPP/2? 

Proposed Change: Have only one SCR for registration: POC_CP-REG-C-001-M - "PoC service registration" and point to section 6.1.1.1, which specifies the registration procedures.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D333
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.2.2
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Shouldn't the publishing of the mandatory PoC Settings be part of this section? It is part of the initial registration procedure as specified in the section 6.1.1.2.

Proposed Change: Add an SCR Item for the PoC Server.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D334
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.3.1 (POC_CP-SJR-C-010-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  This SCR Item is already part of POC_CP-SJR-C-006-M, POC_CP-SJR-C-007-M and POC_CP-SJR-C-008-M
Proposed Change: Remove SCR Item.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D335
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.3.1 (POC_CP-SJR-C-020-O and POC_CP-SJR-C-021-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  These SCRs are for sending and not receiving REFER messages.

Proposed Change:  Change "receiving" to "sending"
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D336
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.3.1 (POC_CP-SJR-C-023-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The SCR description is not clear.

Proposed Change: Update text to state "Pre-established Session: PoC Client initiates a Pre-arranged PoC Group Session or joins a Chat PoC Group Session (sending of REFER)" 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D337
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.3.2 (POC_CP-SJR-S-001-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Update the description of the requirement.

Proposed Change: Clarify text to something like: "General procedures for PoC Session Establishment."
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D338
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.3.2 (POC_CP-SJR-S-006-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  POC_CP-SJR-S-006-O includes as Requirements SCRs: POC_CP-SJR-S-007-O OR -8 OR 9 and is called Pre-established session initiation. The SCR 9 is modification of an existing pre-established session when not in the PoC Session, so it should not be placed as requirement of pre-established session initiation.
Proposed Change: Remove the SCR 9 from the requirements column.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D339
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.3.2 (POC_CP-SJR-S-012-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Is the SCR: POC_CP-SJR-S-012-M not the same as POC_CP-SJR-S-016-M?
Proposed Change: Remove POC_CP-SJR-S-012-M. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D340
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.3.2 (POC_CP-SJR-S-022-O and POC_CP-SJR-S-023-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The references for these SCRs do not exist in the TS.

Proposed Change: Update.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D341
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.3.2 (POC_CP-SJR-S-022-O and POC_CP-SJR-S-023-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Should not these SCRs be in the PoC Box section?

Proposed Change: Update.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D342
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.3.2 (POC_CP-SJR-S-034-O and POC_CP-SJR-S-036-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The references do not seem to be correct for these 2 SCRs, since alternative address and port are not described there.

Proposed Change: Update the references, or consider the SCRs. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D343
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.3.2 (POC_CP-SJR-S-035-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  change the name of the SCR. It is not rejoining the session, but joining Chat PoC Group Session.

Proposed Change: Update
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D344
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.3.2 (POC_CP-SJR-S-037 to POC_CP-SJR-S-040)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Reference 7.2.2.2a does not exist.

Proposed Change: Update to 7.2.2.1.a 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D345
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.3.2 (POC_CP-SJR-S-044-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: Is this SCR not mandatory according to 7.3.1.15, bullet 2

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D346
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.4 
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The title of the section is inconsistent with the technical text. 

Proposed Change: Change the name to "PoC Session related features (SRF)".
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D347
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.4.1 (POC_CP-SRF-C-012-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Clarification is needed on the SCR description. It is mandatory to handle NOTIFY request, but it is optional to display the results to the PoC User.

Proposed Change: Clarify.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D348
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.4.1 (Simultaneous Sessions)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  These SCRs should be moved to MUS section.

Proposed Change: Update. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D349
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.4.2 (PoC Server Role Establishment)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The SCRs POC_CP-SRF-S-021and onwards should have the Server Role Establishment string. Otherwise it is confusing. It is not clear what is the difference between the reception of initial invite here from the session establishment reception of the initial invite. 

Proposed Change: Update text. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D350
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.4.2 (POC_CP-SRF-S-012-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The SCR should be marked as optional according to section 7.2.1.18 text: "The PoC Server MAY terminate the implicit subscription created by the SIP REFER request and indicate the termination to the PoC Client according to rules and procedures of [RFC3265] and [RFC3515]."

Proposed Change: Update -M to -O and update the reference for the SCR by adding section 7.2.1.18 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D351
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.4.2 (POC_CP-SRF-S-032-O and POC_CP-SRF-S-033-O  and POC_CP-SRF-S-038-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Should this SCR be part of Dispatch portion?

Proposed Change: Update 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D352
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.4.2 (POC_CP-SRF-S-036-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Seems that this SCR is taken out of context. Sending NOTIFY is mandatory when it is required by a particular function. On its own, section 7.2.1.17 states that the PoC Server SHALL [..] when generating the NOTIFY.

Proposed Change: Remove the SCR Item, since it does not mean anything on its own.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D353
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.4.2 (POC_CP-SRF-S-046-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  This seems to be optional feature for the server in section 7.3.3.1.

Proposed Change: Update -M to -O
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D354
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.4.2 (Simultaneous Sessions)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  These SCRs should be moved to MUS section.

Proposed Change: Update. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D355
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.5.1 (PoC Service Settings)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  It might be useful to move these to REG

Proposed Change: Update. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D356
	2007.01.22
	
	A.5.1 (POC_CP-SUF-C-009 - POC_CP-SUF-C-012)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  PoC Service settings should be moved to the feature section they pertain to. For instance genertic SCR: POC_CP-SUF-C-009-M about PUBLISH message should be moved to REG section. Same about SCR to publish mandatory PoC settings. Then there should be a separate SCR for each PoC settings to be published. Each of these SCRs then should be moved to the section that describes the feature the PoC setting represents.
Proposed Change: Update all SCRs for PoC service settings.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D357
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.5.1(POC_CP-SUF-C-007-M )
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  This SCR should be optional according to 6.2.4

Proposed Change: Update
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D358
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.5.2 (PoC Service Settings)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  It might be useful to move these to REG

Proposed Change: Update. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D359
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.5.2 (POC_CP-SUF- S-008-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  Reference needs to be updated

Proposed Change: Update. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D360
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.6.1 (POC_CP-PBO-C-001-O)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  The SCR should add a Contact header value for registration of the UE PoC Box.

Proposed Change: Update the SCR Item, or create a new one. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D361
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.6.1 (POC_CP-PBO-C-005-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  This SCR should be marked as optional and added in a requirement of POC_CP-PBO-C-004-O, which will make it mandatory if POC_CP-PBO-C-004-O is supported.
Proposed Change: Update
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D362
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.8.2 (POC_CP-QOE -S-001-M and POC_CP-QOE -S-002-M and POC_CP-QOE -S-004-M)
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  These SCR Items are for QoS for pre-established session. Since pre-established session is optional, these SCRs should also be optional.

Proposed Change: Change -Ms to -Os
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D363
	2007-01-20
	T
	C
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Is presence information for a open PoC box missing? What is the presence state when a PoC User is only registered with a UE PoC Box
Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 



	D364
	2007-01-20
	T
	E
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: description is missing for elements defined in SUP file for poc_settings  

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D365
	2007-01-20
	T
	E.1, General
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: Improve structure to increase readability of XML-based definitions. Now each subclause has its own structure. The current structure may cause important info will not be documented as there are no guidelines/good practise, especially if  PoC XDM spec is removed for V2.0. 

Proposed Change: Subclause structure should be aligned within the appendix to reflect info required for XML-based definitions. A template structure can be fetched from Shared Group XDM spec Appendix D, and extended if needed to suit information needs in CP spec. This is an example of heading structure:

E.1.x <Functional name>

E.1.x.1 Structure

E.1.x.2 XML schema
E.1.x.3 Validation constraints
E.1.x.4 Data semantics

E.1.x.5 Example

Example of “Functional name” is “Group Advertisement”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D366
	2007-01-20
	T
	E.6
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: Wrong title of heading

Proposed Change: Change heading to “PoC Service Settings”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D367
	2007-01-20
	E
	E.6.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: Wrong URN, “ns” should not be there.

Proposed Change: Change URN to “urn:oma:xml:poc:poc-settings””
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D368
	2007-01-20
	E
	F.13.1, step 5
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: line is not aligned to left margin

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D369
	2007-01-20
	T
	B
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about if an AC file is needed or not. 

Proposed Change: Resolve editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D370
	2007-01-20
	E
	B.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Is the NOTE still needed.

Proposed Change: Remove if not needed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D371
	2007-01-20
	E
	B.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Figure not in power point format. The figure is not visible if not in page mode. Some of the objects are drawn directly on the page. This is sometimes dangerous since objects drawn on the page may fall between pages sometimes unless Word is well configured. 

Proposed Change: Convert to Power point format.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D372
	2007-01-20
	T
	B.3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Configuration parameter for Included Text Content is missing.

Proposed Change: Add configuration in this subclause or remove this requirement from SD 4.33.3
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D373
	2007-01-20
	T
	C
	Source: Anders Lindgren, Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Is presence information for a PoC box missing?

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D374
	2007-01-20
	T
	C.1.6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about encoding of the Automatic Answer mode value.

Proposed Change: Resolve the editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D375
	2007-01-20
	E
	C.1.6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: References not according to CP style.

Proposed Change: Update:

(see C.2.1.4) ( (See subclause C.2.1.4 "Automatic Answer-mode")

(2 occurrences in the subclause)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D376
	2007-01-20
	E
	C.2.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: NOTE should be in the "NO" style instead of "normal" style.

Proposed Change: Change NOTE to be in "NO" style 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D377
	2007-01-20
	E
	D.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: NOTE should be in the "NO" style instead of "normal" style.

Proposed Change: Change NOTE to be in "NO" style 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D378
	2007-01-20
	T
	D.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Filter criteria for Instant message, FDCFO need to be included

Proposed Change: Add to the list of originating filer criteria:

CASE method="MESSAGE" AND header="Accept-Contact" = "+g.poc.fdcfo"  


THEN: ROUTE request to the specified PoC Server Originating Port Address

CASE method="MESSAGE" AND header="Accept-Contact" = "+g.poc.discretemedia"  


THEN: ROUTE request to the specified PoC Server Originating Port Address


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D379
	2007-01-20
	T
	D.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Filter criteria for Instant message, FDCFO need to be included

Proposed Change: Add to the list of terminating filer criteria:

CASE method="MESSAGE" AND header="Accept-Contact" = "+g.poc.fdcfo"  


THEN: ROUTE request to the specified PoC Server Originating Port Address

CASE method="MESSAGE" AND header="Accept-Contact" = "+g.poc.discretemedia"  


THEN: ROUTE request to the specified PoC Server Originating Port Address


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D380
	2007-01-20
	T
	E.2.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about IANA registration.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D381
	2007-01-20
	T
	E.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an unnecessary Talk Burst Control Protocol

Proposed Change: Remove …with Talk Burst Control Protocol
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D382
	2007-01-20
	T
	E.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The local_grant parameter is missing. The local_grant parameter was agreed in Shenzhen in the agreed CR: "OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1263-CR_CP_E3_locally_granted"
Proposed Change: Update E.3.1 according to OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1263-CR_CP_E3_locally_granted
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D383
	2007-01-20
	E
	E.3.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problems.

Proposed Change: Media burst control protocol ( Media Burst Control Protocol

(3 occurrences)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D384
	2007-01-20
	E
	E.3.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: for TBCP shall be replaced with for MBCP

Proposed Change: For TBCP ( MBCP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D385
	2007-01-20
	E
	E.3.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Terminology problems:

Proposed Change: Inviting PoC User ( inviting PoC User

(several occurrences)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D386
	2007-01-20
	T
	E.4.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Contains an editor's note about if If a User-agent and Server headers is needed for  PoC Box. 

Since knowing what an end point is and the revision is always useful in later phases my suggestion is that the editor's note is unnecessary.

Proposed Change: Remove editor's note.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D387
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: The PoC Service setting for: Privacy value as specified in [RFC3323] and [RFC3325] ( ‘none’ or 'id') is missing.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D388
	2007-01-20
	E/T
	F.14.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Some parameters are missing in the notification, e.g. FDCFOSupported and LocalQoE
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D389
	2007-01-20
	E/T
	F.14.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Some parameters are missing in the notification, e.g. FDCFOSupported and LocalQoE
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D390
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.15.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Is missing included media content.

Proposed Change: Include Included media content. in the flow
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D391
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.15.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Is missing included media content.

Proposed Change: Include Included media content in the flow.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D392
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: New media types are missing in sdp. Further also other new information is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new media types in sdp. 

Update with: QoE, Included Media, new feature tags, etc..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D393
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: New media types are missing in sdp. Further also other new information is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new media types in sdp. 

Update with: QoE, Included Media, new feature tags, etc..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D394
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.3.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: New media types are missing in sdp. Further also other new information is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new media types in sdp. 

Update with: QoE, Included Media, new feature tags, etc..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D395
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.3.3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: Message flow for Pre-established session and Manual answer mode is missing.

Proposed Change: Rephrase the Note or include message flows.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D396
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.3.4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: New media types are missing in sdp. Further also other new information is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new media types in sdp. 

Update with: QoE, Included Media, new feature tags, etc.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D397
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.4.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: New media types are missing in sdp. Further also other new information is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new media types in sdp. 

Update with: QoE, Included Media, new feature tags, etc.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D398
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.4.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: New media types are missing in sdp. Further also other new information is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new media types in sdp. 

Update with: QoE, Included Media, new feature tags, etc.. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D399
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.5.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: New media types are missing in sdp. Further also other new information is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new media types in sdp. 

Update with: QoE, Included Media, new feature tags, etc.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D400
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.5.2
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: New media types are missing in sdp. Further also other new information is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new media types in sdp. 

Update with: QoE, Included Media, new feature tags, etc.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D401
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.6.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: New media types are missing in sdp. Further also other new information is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new media types in sdp. 

Update with: QoE, Included Media, new feature tags, etc.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D402
	2007-01-20
	T
	F.7.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: INP

Comment: New media types are missing in sdp. Further also other new information is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new media types in sdp. 

Update with: QoE, Included Media, new feature tags, etc.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED



	D403
	2007-01-20
	T
	General
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: handling of  elements defined in Shared Group XDM spec but currently not used in CP spec should be described in the spec.  Identify which they are and include handling of them in the procedures where applicable. 

Proposed Change: Elements not used by PoC procedures should be transparent to the PoC Server, i.e. ignored. Include also handling of elements that should be used by PoC procedures.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D404
	2007-01-20
	E
	General
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  MMD is still used for 3gpp2 instead of agreed usage 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS.

Proposed Change: Update the whole document to be consistent. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D405
	2007-01-20
	E
	General
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: When printing this word document I never get page numbering in the document, although page references exist in the Content list. (There is no problem printing other PoC Word documents.) What could be the problem?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D406
	2007-01-20
	T
	General
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment: For example in subclause 6.1.3.1 “General” a reference is made to [RFC2046] about including MIME bodies with a Media Type in SIP INVITE. However, in the RFC only a number of top-level Media Types and a number of “initial” subtypes are listed, as defined per 1996 when this RFC was issued. Since then new types have been registered with IANA, see http://www.iana.org/assignments/media-types/.

This CP spec does not mention anything about authorization of Media subtypes, but it cannot be guaranteed that a PoC Client can handle ANY subtype. A clarification of the handling is needed, and if the list in RFC2046 is to be regarded as “complete” for the specification of media handling in PoC service.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D407
	2007.01.22
	E
	General
	Source: Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

Form: INP

Comment:  MMD is still used for 3gpp2 instead of agreed usage 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS.

Proposed Change: Update the whole document to be consistent. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

The comments are discussed and when accepted, appropriate action to incorporate them into the CP is taken.
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