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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

Review Comment documents are internal documents and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.  
Please also remember to provide sufficient information regarding your review input:

· use the table associated with the document you are commenting against (there is a separate table for each document under review);

· indicate the Type of comment, either E (editorial) or T (technical);

· identify the location of the commented text as exact as possible (e.g., include bullet numbers, figure numbers, paragraph number, etc.); 

· your contact information for follow-up questions; and,

· the proposed change or recommended action.
Marked up versions of the document under review can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.
2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-RD-PoC-V2_0-20061219-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status


2.2 OMA-AD-PoC-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status


2.3 OMA-TS-PoC_System_Description-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2 
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Missing definitions of: PoC Box, Sender Identification 

Proposed Change: Add missing definitions
	Status: OPEN



	C002
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.4.1 
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Capital letters to Sender Identification

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN



	C003
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.46.2
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments

Comment: In the 3rd sentence, currently there is no specification text related to conveying “receive buffer status” either in CP or UP. Also, there is no requirement related to the “receive buffer status” indication.
Proposed Change: The 3rd sentence and the Editor’s note should be removed.
	Status: OPEN



	C004
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.46.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments

Comment: In the last bullet, currently there is no specification text related to conveying “receive buffer status” either in CP or UP. Also, there is no requirement related to the “receive buffer status” indication.
Proposed Change: The last bullet should be removed.
	Status: OPEN



	C005
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.5.1 
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: NW PoC Box registration not being addressed

Proposed Change: add statement on the fact that NW PoC Box registration is not needed.
	Status: OPEN



	C006
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.6.1.1

Last paragraph 
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Unclear text as it refers to an existing PoC Session with specific Media when receiving an originating SIP INVITE request with no Media

Proposed Change: What is likely to be meant is the Media Types supported by the PoC Server. Modify paragraph accordingly.
	Status: OPEN



	C007
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.6.1.3

First paragraph. Third sentence
	Source: Motorola
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments
Comment: Delete “to initiate”

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN



	C008
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9.2

Last paragraph
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Local Talk Burst granted indication has been replaced by a Control Plane notification of Local Talk Burst granted mode support notification

Proposed Change: Replace last paragraph by a note referring to the Control Plane procedure.
	Status: OPEN



	C009
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.10.4.1

Note
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Unclear

Proposed Change: Media Filtering does not affect Discrete Media
	Status: OPEN



	C010
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.10.5

Last sentence
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: The allocation of a unique session identifier by the PF is missing in the Control Plane TS

Proposed Change: Add requiremenet to Control Plane TS 7.3.1.12.1
	Status: OPEN



	C011
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.15.3

Figure
	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: PoC XDMS becomes Shared XDMS. It is likely that CH-1 and CH-2 from the Shared XDMS have to be renamed.

Proposed Change: Update figure and text
	Status: OPEN



	C012
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.18


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: PoC XDMS becomes Shared XDMS

Proposed Change: Update text
	Status: OPEN



	C013
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.29.1


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: What are the PoC Box Settings. Are they published for the UE PoC Box and default for the NW PoC Box. Does the PoC Box support Simultaneous Sessions? How many?

Proposed Change:  Clarify and update text.
	Status: OPEN



	C014
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.29.3


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: The NW PoC Box SHALL behave in a poC Session like a PoC Client.

Proposed Change:  Update text
	Status: OPEN



	C015
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.34

Last sentence


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Changing Answer Mode Settings when receiving an invitation with invited party identity information is not a requirement. 

Proposed Change:  Delete text or clarify intend.
	Status: OPEN



	C016
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.37

Last sentence


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments
Comment: According to CP 7.2.1.3.1 bullet 10, when sending an INVITE request to an ongoing PoC Group Session a user would re-join the PoC Group Session. No parallel PoC Sessions for the same pre-arranged PoC Session are possible according to CP.

Proposed Change:  Align text with CP 7.2.1.3.1
	Status: OPEN



	C017
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.40.2


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Address mapping between P2T Addresses and PoC Interworking Agent address is out of scope for standardization.

Proposed Change:  Delete bullet and Editor’s note
	Status: OPEN



	C018
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.40.2


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: There is no open issue related to expansion of PoC Groups containing P2T User addresses

Proposed Change:  Delete Editor’s note
	Status: OPEN



	C019
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.40.2


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: There is no open issue related to expansion of bearer path optimization to External P2T Networks

Proposed Change:  Delete Editor’s note
	Status: OPEN



	C020
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.40.3


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Routing between IMS enabled SIP/IP Network and other SIP/IP Networks is out of scope of PoC specifications.

Proposed Change:  Delete Editor’s note
	Status: OPEN



	C021
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.42.3


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Looks like only PoC Users with subscribed QoE Profiles higher or equal to the PoC Session QoE  Profile can join the session upon establishment. There is no such requirement in the RD. Isn’t it too restrictive? Is there a check in the XDMS that the members of a Pre-arranged PoC Group have a high enough QoE Profile subscribed? Also, in case of re-join and QoE mismatch this restriction does not apply, which looks inconsistent to me.

Proposed Change:  Remove the restriction OR add rationale of this restriction in the SD and a corresponding requirement in the RD. 
	Status: OPEN



	C022
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.44

Last paragraph


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: What is meant by bidirectional transmission?

Proposed Change:  Clarification needed. 
	Status: OPEN



	C023
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.45.5


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Is PoC Content subject to interception?
Proposed Change:  If it does, Media Burst should be added to the bullet list. 
	Status: OPEN



	C024
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.17

Figures 67, 69, 71, 72


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments
Comment: Initial TBCP/MBCP messages as resulted from the PoC Session establishment not shown on the figures
Proposed Change:  Update figures and text. 
	Status: OPEN



	C025
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.17.1

Figure 65


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Add a box for publishing the PoC Box Settings 
Proposed Change:  Update figure and text. 
	Status: OPEN



	C026
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.20.1.2


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Are the sub-groups of a Dispatch PoC Group participating in simultaneous PoC Sessions disjunct or can they overlap?  
Proposed Change:  Clarify and a note. 
	Status: OPEN



	C027
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.21


	Source: Motorola

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0047-INP-POCv2.0_CONR_SD_comments Comment: Information elements of the progress and final report are missing.  
Proposed Change:  Add the list of information elements for the reports. 
	Status: OPEN
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