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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-ETR-PoC-V2_0-20061219-D
The table includes the items that were not resolved during the IOP review of the ETR document. ETRRR provided the following information besides the items that are to be included in the CONRR:

"Will be resolved during the Consistency Review. See PoCV2.0 WG Action Point: POCv2-2006-A041. IOP and PoC agreed to close the review."
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	J001
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.1.3

(General comments)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A019 from ETRRR:

Then following Feature descriptions are not on the technical level. 

SRF-001, SRF-002 What does it mean in practice 

Proposed Change: Clarify the requirements.
	Status: OPEN

	J002
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.1.3

(SRF-002)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A020 from ETRRR:

SRF-002:

What does "Media-floor control entity binding in INVITE request " mean? How can "Verify that media types are correctly bound to media-floor control entity" be verified?

Proposed Change: Clarify the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	J003
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.1.3

(SRF-004)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A021 from ETRRR:

What is the difference between SRF-004 and SRF-003?

If different this test belongs to SJR and is establishment of a 1-1 PoC Session with Discrete Media.

Proposed Change: Consider if SRF-004, 005 and 006 cover SRF-003. If so, remover SRF-003.
	Status: OPEN

	J004
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.1.3

(SRF-005)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A022 from ETRRR:

What is the difference between this test case and SRF-003

If different this test belongs to SJR and is establishment of a Pre-arranged PoC Group Session with Discrete Media.

Proposed Change: Consider if SRF-004, 005 and 006 cover SRF-003. If so, remover SRF-003.
	Status: OPEN

	J005
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.1.3

(SRF-006)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A023 from ETRRR:

What is the difference between this test case and SRF-003.

If different this test belongs to SJR and is establishment of an Ad-hoc PoC Group Session with Discrete Media.

Proposed Change: Consider if SRF-004, 005 and 006 cover SRF-003. If so, remover SRF-003.
	Status: OPEN

	J006
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.1.3

(SRF-007)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A025 from ETRRR:

What is xxa, xxb, xxc and xxd in Feature Test Requirements?

Proposed Change: Update requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	J007
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.1.21
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A046 from ETRRR:

The functionality has not changed from PoC 1.0 when Continuous Media.

2.0 ( 1.0 or at the most 1.0mod. 

New for 2.0 is discrete media bound to a Media-floor Control Entity. May be we need to split each item into one Continuous Media and one Discrete Media?

Proposed Change: Review and update.
	Status: OPEN

	J008
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.1.21

(MBN-001, MBN-003)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A047 from ETRRR:

How does MBN-001 differ from MBN-003 to MBN-11? Maybe removal of MBN-001 is appropriate. 

Proposed Change: Review and update.
	Status: OPEN

	J009
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.1.21

(MBN-101, MBN-102, MBN-103)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A049 from ETRRR:

What does it mean: "Media Burst request not received by PoC Server"? Does it mean that the Media Burst request was lost, or that the PoC Client(s) did not send Media Burst request(s). If it is the former, it is not testable in interoperability, if it is the latter, maybe rephrasing would clarify. Same for MBN-102 and 103.
Proposed Change: Review and clarify the text.
	Status: OPEN

	J010
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.2.2

(SJR-220)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A054 from ETRRR:

Is it not conformance requirement? It might not be possible to test this in interoperability scenario.

Proposed Change: Review and update the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	J011
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.2.4

(SUF-202, SUF-203)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A059 from ETRRR:

These 2 requirements can be combined. 

Proposed Change: Consider combining these 2 requirements into one.
	Status: OPEN

	J012
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.2.4

(SRF-204)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A060 from ETRRR:

Who is the PoC Group administrator? Is it the owner? SD has this definition in TBD state. 
Proposed Change: Review and update the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	J013
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.2.7

(TBQ-301 - TBQ-304)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A066 from ETRRR:

What does it mean: " not received by PoC Server ". Does it mean loss of signaling, or PoC Client not sending it? If former, it is not interoperability testing.
Proposed Change: Review and update/remove.
	Status: OPEN

	J014
	2006-11-22
	E
	5.1.2.9
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A068 from ETRRR:

References to TS documents are missing.
Proposed Change: Update references to the TS documents.
	Status: OPEN

	J015
	2006-11-22
	E
	5.1.2.10
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A070 from ETRRR:

References to TS documents are missing.
Proposed Change: Update references to the TS documents.
	Status: OPEN

	J016
	2006-11-22
	E
	5.1.2.14
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A076 from ETRRR:

References need to be updated.
Proposed Change: Update the references to the TS documents.
	Status: OPEN

	J017
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.2.18 (ARA-201)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A080 from ETRRR:

How will this really be verified in the interoperability? This seems to be conformance requirement.
Proposed Change: Consider removal of the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	J018
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.2.19
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A082 from ETRRR:

It is not clear what the requirements are asking for. They are in the PoC Interworking Service, but the PoC Interworking is not mentioned in the requirements.
Proposed Change: Update the requirements in the whole section.
	Status: CLOSED
Will be resolved during the Consistency Review. See PoCV2.0 WG Action Point: POCv2-2006-A041. IOP and PoC agreed to close the review.

	J019
	2006-11-22
	T
	5.1.2.22 (MBQ-301, MBQ-302, MBQ-304)
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc

Comment: Item A085 from ETRRR:

What does it mean " not received by PoC Server ". If it means that the signal is lost, it is not interoperability testing.
Proposed Change: Consider removal, or rewording of the requirement.
	Status: OPEN

	J020
	2006-12-05
	E
	5.2
	Source: Motorola
Form: Email
Comment: Item A089 from ETRRR:

SJR-108 is marked erroneously as PoCv2.0 requirement.
Proposed Change: Change to the tag PoCv1.0.
	Status: OPEN























NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES (WHETHER EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) ARE MADE BY THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE OR ANY OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE MEMBER OR ITS AFFILIATES REGARDING ANY OF THE IPR’S REPRESENTED ON THE “OMA IPR DECLARATIONS” LIST, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE ACCURACY, COMPLETENESS, VALIDITY OR RELEVANCE OF THE INFORMATION OR WHETHER OR NOT SUCH RIGHTS ARE ESSENTIAL OR NON-ESSENTIAL.

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 5)
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 2 (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]

