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1 Reason for Contribution

This contributions explain one some comments in OMA-POC-231R06 can be closed.

----- closing 691 ----

The following comment can be closed because the comment was invalid. If time stamp is used this state machine is not valid instead the state machine in subclause 6.2.9 and in the corresponding chapter the time stamp is inserted.

	691
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.2.5.2.4
	Technical: A bullet 1 b is needed to say "b. the Talk Burst Request Timestamp of the  Talk Burst Request, if the PoC Client and the PoC Server have agreed to support queuing of Talk Burst Requests and the optional Timestamp feature."

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2005.01.11]

2004-1174 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1174R01 provided the solution and agreed.
	B1


	


---- closing 698, 702 ----

The following comments can be closed for the following reason: The comment is issued by Ericsson and we have a concern that the state machine for the Simultaneous sessions were breaking the style of other state machine. However, we now believe that the text in the 2005-02-02 is on the right level (the state machine for simultaneous session can and should be a little different than other state machine) and hence the comment can be closed from our point of view.

	698
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.2.7.4.1
	Shall RTP media sending/receiving be part of the trigger description or have its own subsection in the state description?

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2005.01.11]

2004-1168 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1168R03 provided the solution and agreed.
	B1


	

	702
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.3.6  subsections
	Shall RTP media sending/receiving be part of the trigger description or have its own subsection in the state description?

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2005.01.11]

2004-1170 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1170R03 provided the solution and agreed.

Not covered ?


	B2


	


---- closing 706 – 

This comment can be withdraw since the sending of TB_Taken has be described from the beginning in chapter 6.4.4.3.1 “Enter the state ‘G: TB_Taken’.

	706
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.4.4.6.3
	State transition in the figure show S: TB_Taken but the text do not mention sending of TB_Taken

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2005.01.11]

2004-1175 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1175R01 provided the solution and agreed.
	B1


	


---- closing 803 ---

This comment can be closed since the state machine does not any longer include the state PoC Session initializing so at the present the text is okey. 

	803
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.3.5.2.2
	Technical: 

Text say: 3. SHALL enter the ‘G: Pre-established_In_use’ state., In the Figure this transaction enters the PoC Session Initializing

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2005.01.11]

2005-0011 will provide the solution

Not covered.
	B2
	


---- closing 151 ---

The text in the 6.4.4.6.3 (corresponds to chapter 6.4.5.6.3 in 20050202) is OK and the comment can be rejected. Note that the handling of T9  in the PoC Client and the PoC Server is different and the reason fro that is that the PoC Server is enforcing the penalty for misusing a granted talk burst request.

	151 (151)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.4.4.6.3
	Technical:

This subclause is likely wrong.

There should happen nothing when the T9 timer expires, but when this is running, new TB requests will be rejected. This shall be described in the state machines. 

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.29]

Valid comment.

Impact on 6.4.4.6.2.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1175R01 provided the solution and agreed.

Not covered ?  Rejected ?
	B1


	


---- closing 151 ---

The comment was solved in the 0175R01 but not implemented correctly by editor. However, now the solution to the comment is included in 0244.

	143 (143)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.4.4.1
	Technical:

Quite likely the sentence in the step 1. e. i. :  “which SHALL be set to the maximum Priority the PoC Client is permitted to request” is wrong.  Should be corrected.

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.29]

Commentator's question resolved. Needs for improvement from the reader's point of view to avoid the similar misunderstanding in future.

AI: contribution assigned to Motorola.

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1175R01 provided the solution and agreed.
	B1


	


2 Summary of Contribution

3 Detailed Proposal

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

It is recommended that the proposed modifications of the CP shall be included in the next version.
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