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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
...
2.2 OMA-AD-PoC-V2_0-20061221-D
…
2.3 OMA-TS-PoC_System_Description-V2_0-20061221-D
…
2.4 OMA-TS-PoC_ControlPlane-V2_0-20061221-D
…
2.5 OMA-TS-PoC_UserPlane-V2_0-20061219-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007- 0051
Comment:  Several definitions repeat the defined term in the definition. 
Proposed Change:  Remove repetition. (Defined term in the definitions).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E002
	2007.01.22
	T
	3.2 
	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007- 0051
Comment:  The definition of Sender Identification does not cover the Media. 
Proposed Change:  Change to: “Procedure by which the current identity of the talker or sender of media is determined and made known to other Participants of the PoC Session”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E003
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.1

2nd paragraph 
	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007- 0051
Comment: Incorrect reference to Appendix E.
Proposed Change:  Correct reference to point to the IM-Endorsement TS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E004
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.2.1

Sentence before NOTE 1 
	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007- 0051
Comment: NW PoC Box does not send Continuous Media
Proposed Change:  Remove “sending and” from the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E005
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.4A.1

Second paragraph 
	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007- 0051
Comment: Any new Media Type with floor control accepted by the PoC Server shall trigger a new state machine 
Proposed Change:  Replace “Continuous Media” with “new Media Type with floor control”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E006
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.4A.1

NOTE 
	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: Any new Media Type with floor control accepted by the PoC Server shall trigger a new state machine 
Proposed Change:  Replace “Continuous Media” with “new Media Type”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E007
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.2.5

Figure 3 
	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: “Taken” instead “MB_Taken” in the state transition starting from state “U:Local Grant”. 
Proposed Change:  Correct error.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E010
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.3.3A.1

NOTE 
	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: Any new Media Type with floor control accepted by the PoC Server shall trigger a new state machine 
Proposed Change:  Replace “Continuous Media” with “new Media Type”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E011
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.3.7

First paragraph


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: Add to “…Continuous Media”  … “or Discrete Media with floor control”.
Proposed Change:  See above.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E012
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.4.6


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: Progress Reports not covered.
Proposed Change:  Add Progress Report Handling.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E013
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.4.6

Figure 14


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: One state uses “G:”, the others “M:”. 
Proposed Change:  Correct figure or add explanation if there is a reason for the different naming.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E014
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.4.7


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: Figure 15 shows “S: Media” and “R: Media” It is not clear from the figure that these are MSRP messages.
Proposed Change:  A note should be added to explain that or the figure should be changed to align with text (e.g. “R:SEND”)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E015
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.4.7


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: Progress Reports not covered.
Proposed Change:  Add Progress Report Handling.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E016
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.5.1.2.5


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: Field ID missing.
Proposed Change:  Add Field ID for Alert Margin.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E017
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.6.4

	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: As the UE PoC Box is behaving like a PoC Client in a PoC Session it will receive all possible MBCP messages as any other PoC Client. It might act only on a subset, but the fact that other messages can be received, should be reflected. Also, the UE PoC Box needs to send MBCP messages (e.g. MB_Ack)  
Proposed Change:  Update Figures and text.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E018
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.6.4
Figure 16


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: Using “N:” in the State Diagram is misleading.   
Proposed Change:  Use “B:” as Box, for example
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E019
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.6.5


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: The UE PoC Box state diagram for discrete media should look like   the one for Continuous Media. If a special handling is needed for establishing the MSRP Session with the PoC Box this should be added to the normal PoC Session Establishment. MBCP messages the UE PoC Box is not acting upon should be shown.
Proposed Change:  Align figures and text with a subset of the PoC Client State Diagram – figure 15.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E020
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.6.5


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: Progress Report is missing.
Proposed Change:  Update figure and text.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E021
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.7.4


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: The NW PoC Box is not supposed to send Media in a PoC Session. 
Proposed Change:  Remove corresponding parts from figure and text.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E022
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.7.5


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: The NW PoC Box is not supposed to send Media in a PoC Session. 
Proposed Change:  Remove corresponding parts from figure and text.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E023
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.7.5

Figure 19


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: Progress Report missing. 
Proposed Change:  Add to the figure.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E024
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.7.4


	Source: Motorola
Form: Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: The NW PoC Box is not supposed to transfer Media. Retrieval of PoC Box data is out of scope of PoC2.0
Proposed Change:  Delete subclause.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E025
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.8.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: INP Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: In para 3, “The buffer details including the buffer depth are not defined in this specification.” This sentence leaves the PoC server specification partially defined. The behavior of PoC server in case PoC server buffer overflow, is not defined.
Proposed Change: It may be specified that “The buffer details and the buffer depth should be defined by the local policy of the service provider.” The specification must describe the behavior of PoC server in case, PoC Server buffer overflow occurs.
	Status: OPEN



	E026
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.8.3
	Source: Motorola

Form: INP Doc # 2007-0051
Comment: In para 3 the last sentence, “If PoC Client has indicated its receive Media buffering capabilities….” The PoC client can only indicate “maximum bit rate” the sentence should be changes as suggested.

Proposed Change: “If PoC Client has indicated its maximum bit rate ….”
	Status: OPEN
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THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE IS NOT LIABLE FOR AND HEREBY DISCLAIMS ANY DIRECT, INDIRECT, PUNITIVE, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THE USE OF DOCUMENTS AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENTS.

USE OF THIS DOCUMENT BY NON-OMA MEMBERS IS SUBJECT TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE USE AGREEMENT (located at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/UseAgreement.html) AND IF YOU HAVE NOT AGREED TO THE TERMS OF THE USE AGREEMENT, YOU DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE, COPY OR DISTRIBUTE THIS DOCUMENT.

THIS DOCUMENT IS PROVIDED ON AN "AS IS" "AS AVAILABLE" AND "WITH ALL FAULTS" BASIS.

© 2006 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 16)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewContribution-20060925-I]

© 2006 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 3 (of 5)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-ReviewContribution-20060925-I]

