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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

	A001
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of 1-many-1 PoC Session  says “one Participant is Dispatcher and the rest are Fleet Members”; this is only true for Dispatch PoC Sessions.
Proposed Change: Align with CP definition.
	Status: OPEN

	A002
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2 
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of PoC Dispatcher: “A participant in a 1-many-1 PoC Session” 

Proposed Change:  Change to: “A participant in a Dispatch PoC Session”
Make same change in the rest of documents.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A003
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of PoC Fleet Member: “A participant in a 1-many-1 PoC Session” 

Proposed Change: Change to “A participant in a Dispatch PoC Session”
Make same change in the rest of documents.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A004
	2007.01.22
	E
	5.8.5

Bullet 4
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “(such as crisis QOE profile)”. Crisis QoE Profile does not exist. 

Proposed Change: Change it to “Official Government Use QoE Profile”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A005
	2007.01.22
	E
	5.8.7
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “defined for crisis QoE profile”. Crisis QoE Profile does not exist. 

Proposed Change: Change it to “Official Government Use QoE Profile”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A006
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.7
FUNC-DPF-009
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “ongoing 1-1 or 1-many-1 (including all” 

Proposed Change: change to “ongoing 1-1 or 1-many-1 PoC Session (including all”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A007
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.8.11
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Few times PoC dispatcher appears. 

Proposed Change: Change it to PoC Dispatcher
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A008
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.9
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: There is no introductory sentence

Proposed Change: Consider writing a sentence introducing QoE.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A009
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.9.1

FUNC-QOE-GN-001

	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Only support of provisioning is not enough
Proposed Change: Change to: SHALL support the provisioning and use of QoE Profiles.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A010
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.9.1

FUNC-QOE-GN-002

FUNC-QOE-GN-008
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: The PoC Client:

“SHALL support  the provisioning of QoE Profiles” (this refers to the whole QoE feature)
“SHOULD support of the ability to indicate the QoE Profile to be applied in the sessions” (when FUNC-QOE-GN-002 is supported)

“MAY store in the UE the settings for QoE” (when FUNC-QOE-GN-002 is supported)
This is not very logical.
Proposed Change: Change FUNC-QOE-GN-002 to: The PoC Client SHOULD/SHALL support the provisioning and use of QoE Profiles.
FUNC-QOE-GN-008: “SHALL support of the ability to indicate the QoE Profile to be applied in the sessions”
“SHALL store in the UE the settings for QoE”
Align rest of the documents with the decision made in RD.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A011
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.9.1 FUNC-QOE-GN-006
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Only one QoE Profile is defined per group

Proposed Change: Change “QoE profile(s)” with “QoE profile”


	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A012
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.9.1

FUNC-QOE-GN-009
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “Highest QoE profile allowed by the invited PoC Users’ subscription” is not used as a criteria to set the QoE Profile applied for a PoC Session

Proposed Change: Delete second bullet.


	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


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

	B001
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of Dispatch PoC Session; subset of the Dispatch PoC Group is not considered 

Proposed Change: Align with definition in SD document.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B002
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of PoC Dispatcher 

Proposed Change: Change “is a participant in a 1-many-1 PoC Group Session” to “is a participant in a Dispatch PoC Session”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B003
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of PoC Fleet Member

Proposed Change: Change “is a participant in a 1-many-1 PoC Group Session” to “is a participant in a Dispatch PoC Session”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


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: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of Local QoE Profile.

Proposed Change: Change” (e.g: ‘Basic’ PoC Users participate” to “(e.g: ‘Basic’ Local QoE Profile in PoC Sessions”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C002
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of PoC Dispatcher 

Proposed Change: Change “is a participant in a 1-many-1 PoC Group Session” to “is a participant in a Dispatch PoC Session”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C003
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of PoC Fleet Member

Proposed Change: Change “is a participant in a 1-many-1 PoC Group Session” to “is a participant in a Dispatch PoC Session”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C004
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.3
	Source: Telefónica SA

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Abbreviation of QoE is not present

Proposed Change: Include QoE in abbreviations.


	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C005
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.39.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Second paragraph states that each member shall be identified as capable of acting either as PoC Dispatcher or as PoC Fleet Member. Actually each member is identified as allowed or not allowed to act as PoC Dispatcher (every member of a Dispatch PoC Group is allowed to act as PoC Fleet Member).

Proposed Change: Change the sentence to: “each member of the Pre-arranged PoC Group SHALL be identified as allowed or not allowed to act as PoC Dispatcher. Members not allowed to act as PoC Dispatcher always act as PoC Fleet Members, while PoC Dispatchers MAY also participate as PoC Fleet Members”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C006
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.39.3
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Few editorial bugs

“a Dispatch PoC Sessions” “PoC Session..”, “included in the invitation..”.

Proposed Change: Fix them
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C007
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.39.3.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: First sentence says: “and when requested by the PoC User, the PoC Dispatcher SHALL request….”

Proposed Change: Change to: and when requested by the PoC User active in the role of PoC Dispatcher, the PoC Client SHALL…….Alternatively, the PoC Client…. “
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C008
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.39.3.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: The Controlling PoC Function SHALL indicate the previous PoC Client taking the role of PoC Dispatcher to remain in the Dispatch PoC Session as PoC Fleet member. This is not explicitly specified.

Proposed Change: Maybe we can assume that notification about successful Dispatcher role transfer implicitly indicates the previous PoC Dispatcher that he is considered a PoC Fleet Member?
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C009
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.42.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “PoC Clients SHOULD support the use of QoE Profiles”. Keep this aligned with RD and the rest of specification. 

Proposed Change: PoC Clients SHOULD support provisioning and use of QoE Profiles.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C010
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.42.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “The assigned QoE Profile SHALL be stored in Shared XDMS”
Proposed Change: Change to Shared Group XDMS
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C011
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.42.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Premium QoE Profile is associated with streaming communication and Professional QoE Profile is associated with conversational communication. 

Proposed Change: Change Premium to Interactive 1 Traffic Class and Professional to Streaming Traffic Class, to be more realistic.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C012
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.42.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “based on the QoE Profile proposed by the Inviting PoC Client and the QoE Profiles of the involved PoC User(s) and or PoC Group(s). ”The assignment of the QoE Profile of the PoC Session is not based on the QoE Profiles of the involved PoC User(s).
Proposed Change: Delete this condition to be aligned with specification. Same consideration made in other comment to RD document.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C013
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.42.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: In the received QoE to QoS mapping, the PoC Session Priority is not indicated (this is applied by the PoC Server according to its policy).  

Proposed Change: Delete this condition to be aligned with specification.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C014
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.42.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Consider change PoC Client SHALL support provisioning to SHOULD support provisioning.

Proposed Change: Change if modification in RD is approved.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C015
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.42.3
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Few times the word “profile” is used   

Proposed Change: Change to QoE Profile as this is the term included in the definitions.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C016
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.42.3

Invited client paragraph
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Invited PoC Client SHALL indicate the Local QoE Profile depending on the QoE in the received indication  and on the PoC User´s subscription.

Proposed Change: Change SHALL to SHOULD in the first two bullets.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C017
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.42.4
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Editor´s note

Proposed Change: Solve the editor’s note by clarifying the content in the subclause.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C018
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.42.5
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Editorial: “Local QoE Pofile,,”
Proposed Change: Remove one comma.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C019
	2007.01.22
	E
	5.20
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: In the flow explanation a QoE mismatch indication is included. 

Proposed Change: Change to “actual Local QoE Profile”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C020
	2007.01.22
	E
	5.21.1.1

Step 4

Step 6
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Elements are numbered wrong. 

In step 6: reference to 5.x.2 “Dispatch PoC Session invitation to the PoC Client”

Proposed Change: Step 4: Re-write the parameters starting from “a”.

Step 6: Change reference to 5.21.2
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C021
	2007.01.22
	E
	5.21.1.2.1

Step 6
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: 5.x.2 “Dispatch PoC Session invitation to the PoC Client”

Proposed Change: Change reference to 5.21.2
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C022
	2007.01.22
	E
	5.21.1.2.2
Step 8
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: 5.x.2 “Dispatch PoC Session invitation to the PoC Client”

Proposed Change: Change reference to 5.21.2
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C023
	2007.01.22
	E
	5.21.2.2

Step 5

Step 6

Step 9
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Steps 5 and 6: “forwards the manual answer override response” should read “forwards the AUTO-AWSWER” response”

Step 9: “Information elements contained in the OK response:”

Proposed Change: Change steps 5 and 6.

Delete last sentence in step 9.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.4 OMA-TS-PoC_ControlPlane-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of QoE Profile and Local QoE Profile missed.  

Proposed Change: Include definitions (copy them from SD document)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D002
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of PoC Dispatcher 
Proposed Change: Change “is a participant in a 1-many-1 PoC Group Session” to “is a participant in a Dispatch PoC Session”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D003
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Definition of PoC Fleet Member

Proposed Change: Change “is a participant in a 1-many-1 PoC Group Session” to “is a participant in a Dispatch PoC Session”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D004
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.3
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Include QoS and QoE abbreviations

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D005
	2007.01.22
	E
	4
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Clause 8 does not appear.

Proposed Change: Include it.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D006
	2007.01.22
	E
	5.4

Bullet 3
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Referente to subclause “5.8 Anonymous PoC User” is not correct.

Proposed Change: Change to “5.9 Anonymous PoC Address”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D007
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.8.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Include sentence:  ‘Official Government Use’ QoE Profile is automatically authorized at terminating part.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D008
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.3.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Move note 2 after the last bullet 4 or even delete this note as the information is provided in subclause 5.8.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D009
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.3.1a

Bullet 4.a
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: PoC Client SHALL include its current Local QoE Profile

Proposed Change: Change to: the value of actual Local QoE Profile achieved by the PoC User
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D010
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.3.2.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: After the editor’s note. 

Proposed Change: Change “and [RFC4566] the PoC Server:” to “the PoC Client:”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D011
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.3.2.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Note 2 should be Note 4

PF is not correct.
Proposed Change: Rename to NOTE 4.

Change PF to Participating PoC Function.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D012
	2007.01.22
	E
	Many clauses:

Bullets about inclusion of RPH
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Currently states: “equal to the level assigned to the PoC User”. 

Proposed Change: change to: “equal to the level of priority…”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D013
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.3.2.3

Bullet 4
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: subclause 6.1.3.2.3.1 “Dispatch PoC Session establishment as PoC Dispatcher” does not exist 

Proposed Change: Change to: 6.1.3.2.3.1 “Dispatch PoC Session initiation as PoC Dispatcher”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D014
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.3.2.3.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Check if  NOTE1 is possible 

Proposed Change: Delete if NOTE1 is not possible.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D015
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.3.2.3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Renumber subclause to 6.1.3.2.4

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D016
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.3.3.2 Bullet 10
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: subclause 6.1.3.3.2.1 “Dispatch PoC Session establishment as PoC Dispatcher” does not exist 

Proposed Change: Change to: 6.1.3.3.2.1 “Dispatch PoC Session initiation as PoC Dispatcher”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D017
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.8
Bullet 6 
6.1.9 

Bullet 8

6.1.10

Bullet 3
7.2.1.11.1

Bullet 1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “the PoC User requests that QoE Profile”. 
All of these subclauses are non session related procedures and QoE Profiles are applied in Sessions. 
Saying that the Client includes the RPH to request Official Government Use QoE Profile is not correct because inclusion of RPH only refers to the desire of the user to gain preferential treatment.

Proposed Change: change to: “the PoC User requests priority.

Avoid referring to QoE Profiles in non session related procedures as this may cause confusion.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D018
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.9
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Consider inclusion of Dispatch attribute, as specified in E.1.2.
Proposed Change: Include a new step to cover the Dispatch attribute.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D019
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.13
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Delete editor’s note

Proposed Change: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1472-CR_CP_dispatcher_remove_EN (agreed by PoC WG in Washington meeting)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D020
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.14

Bullet 8
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “PoC Server using a new SIP dialogaccording to”

Proposed Change: Change to “PoC Server using a new SIP dialog according to”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D021
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.1.1a

Bullet 6
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Consider re-INVITE case: in this case the PoC Client shall include its current Local QoE Profile.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D022
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.2.1.2

Bullet 8
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Bullet 8 should be after Note 3.

Proposed Change: Move bullet 8 after Note 3 and renumber.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D023
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.2.1.2

Bullet 2 after receiving the SIP 183
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “SHALL include body in the SIP 200…” 

Proposed Change: Remove the word “body”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D024
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.2.1.3.1

Bullet 9.a
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Third sub-bullet is “i” 

Proposed Change: Change to “iii”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D025
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: QoE related procedures are not included.

Proposed Change: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1489-CR_CP_QoE_in_Dispatch_Session
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D026
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.3.3
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: QoE related procedures are not included
Proposed Change: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1489-CR_CP_QoE_in_Dispatch_Session
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D027
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.2.1.3.3

Bullet 6.f
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Dispatch Type uri-parameter “dispatch=sub-group” is not possible.

Proposed Change: Delete this option.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D028
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.2.1.11.1 Bullet 1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “preferential treatment to the request to leave the SIP SUBSCRIBE” does not make sense.

Proposed Change: Delete “the request to leave”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D029
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.11.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Is the inclusion of the RPH necessary?

Proposed Change: Delete if it is not necessary.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D030
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.2.1.11.2 Bullet 2.a.v
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Referente to subclause “5.8 Anonymous PoC Address” is not correct.

Proposed Change: Change to “5.9 Anonymous PoC Address”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D031
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.12
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Bullet about RPH checking does not appear.

Proposed Change: Include RPH bullet as bullet 1.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D032
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.14.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Editor’s note can be deleted

Proposed Change: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1439R01-CR_CP_Kill_ENs_PAG (agreed by PoC WG in Washington meeting)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D033
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.17

Bullet 4
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Is the inclusion of the RPH necessary?

Proposed Change: Delete if it is not necessary.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D034
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.2.1.24

Bullet 13
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Change “in accordance with step 11” to “in accordance with steps 10 and 11”

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D035
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.2.2.1

Bullet 16
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Change “16 SHALLinclude” to “16. SHALL include”

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D036
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.2.2.2

Bullet 5 (after note 2)
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Subclause 7.2.24 “Removal of Participant from PoC Session” does not exist.

Proposed Change: Change to  7.2.2.4 “Removal of Participant from PoC Session” does not exist.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D037
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.2.2.4
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Bullet 2 and bullet three provide the same information.

Proposed Change: Delete RPH information in bullet 2.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D038
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.2.6
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Consider inclusion of RPH bullet.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D039
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.1.1a
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: SDP Offer 

Proposed Change: Change to SDP offer
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D040
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.1.2

Bullet 9
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Bullet hard to read  

Proposed Change: Consider splitting the bullet (like bullet 6 in subclause 7.3.1.3)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D041
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.1.4

Bullet 1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: References to clauses in other documents are not in italics. In Bullet 1 after NOTE 1 and in Bullet 1 after NOTE 4.

Proposed Change: Put in italics: “Procedures at the PoC Server performing the Partipating PoC Function”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D042
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.1.4

Bullet 5

Bullet 9


	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Bullets hard to read. Bullet 5 after NOTE 1, bullet 9 after NOTE 4 and bullet 4 after NOTE 6. 

Proposed Change: Consider splitting the bullets (like bullet 6 in subclause 7.3.1.3)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D043
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.1.6

Bullet 2


	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: QoE Procedures are incomplete.

If PoC Client has changed its Local QoE Profile the Participating PoC Function SHALL authorize the new Local QoE Profile and cache it.
Proposed Change: Complete the subclause regarding QoE Profiles.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D044
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.1.7

Bullet 3.b


	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Change “receivedfrom” to “received from”

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D045
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.1.10.1

Bullet 1


	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Change to “1. SHALL check if a Resource-Priority”

Proposed Change:  Include the word “check”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D046
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.1.10.1

Bullet 5


	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: RPH shall be included if the received RPH was authorized in step 1.a

Proposed Change:  Change to: “…was present in the SIP BYE request received from the PoC Client  and was authorized in step 1.a; and,”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D047
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.1.10.2

Bullet 2


	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: RPH shall be included if the received RPH was authorized in step 2.a.i

Proposed Change:  Change to: “…was present in the SIP REFER request received from the PoC Client  and was authorized in step 2.a.i,”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D048
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.1.10.3

Bullet 5


	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: RPH shall be included if the received RPH was authorized in step 1.a.i

Proposed Change:  Change to: “…was present in the SIP BYE request received from the PoC Client  and was authorized in step 1.a.i; and,”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D049
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.1.11


	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Bullet about RPH checking does not appear. Consider if a bullet is needed.

Proposed Change:  If needed, include a bullet to check and authorize de RPH.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D050
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.1.14


	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Client does not include an RPH in SIP PUBLISH.

Proposed Change:  Delete bullet 3.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D051
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.2.2

Bullet 1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Reference to clause in other document is not  in italics. 

Proposed Change: Put in italics: “Procedures at the PoC Server performing the Partipating PoC Function”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D052
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.2.3
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Local QoE Profile authorization is not done when the PoC Server is acting as SIP proxy. This needs to be included

Proposed Change: Include a bullet similar to 1.d before 2.a.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D053
	2007.01.22
	T
	A
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Mandatory and Optional SCRs may not be enough. Requirements are Mandatory (SHALL), Optional but recommended (SHOULD) and merely optional (MAY). The difference between SHOULD and MAY is not considered in SCRs. 

Including RECOMMENDED (R) SCRs would be a solution

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D054
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.7.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Editorials 

Proposed Change: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1471R01-CR_CP_SCR_QoE_Disp_Edits
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D055
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.8.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Requirement for invited PoC Client is needed; change PoC Client requirements to Optional (to be aligned with the rest of the specification).

Proposed Change: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1471R01-CR_CP_SCR_QoE_Disp_Edits
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D056
	2007.01.22
	E
	A.8.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Editorials 

Proposed Change: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1471R01-CR_CP_SCR_QoE_Disp_Edits
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D057
	2007.01.22
	T
	A.8.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Items 012, 016 and 017 should be Mandatory. Complete requirement column in 012, 016 and 017

Proposed Change: Change 012, 016 and 017 to Mandatory. 

Complete requirement column with:

Item 012: POC_CP-SJR-S-011-M

Item 012: POC_CP-SJR-S-033-M

Item 012: POC_CP-SJR-S-035-M


	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D058
	2007.01.22
	E
	E.1.1.1
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “whether the Prearranged Group is a Dispatch PoC Session”
Proposed Change: Change to “whether the Pre-arranged PoC Group is a Dispatch PoC Group. 


	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D059
	2007.01.22
	E
	E.1.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: “whether or not the PoC Group is a Dispatch PoC Session”
Proposed Change: Change to “whether or not the PoC Group is a Dispatch PoC Group. 


	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D060
	2007.01.22
	T
	E.1.2

E.1.2.1

E.1.2.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Is here the correct place to Describe the Dispatch attribute?

Should we move it to PoC XDM or to Shared Group XDM documents?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D061
	2007.01.22
	E
	E.1.3
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Change “and indicates the negotiated QoE for the user on the PoC Session” to “and indicates the Local QoE Profile for the PoC User on the PoC Session”

Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D062
	2007.01.22
	T
	E.2.4
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Solve and delete editor’s note

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D063
	2007.01.22
	E
	E.3.2
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Mandatory QoE Profile means that every PoC User shall support that QoE profile

Proposed Change: Second example: Change “indicating that Professional QoE Profile” to “indicating that support of Professional QoE Profile”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D064
	2007.01.22
	T
	F.x
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: QoE is not showed in flow examples

Proposed Change: Include information about QoE in some examples
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D065
	2007.01.22
	E
	Many clauses:

Bullets about inclusion of RPH
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Currently says: “Local QoE Profile assigned to the PoC User within the on-going”

Proposed Change: change to: “Local QoE Profile assigned to the PoC User for the on-going…level of priority”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D066
	2007.01.22
	T
	tbd
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: The following needs to be considered:

Behavior of Participating PoC Function when served PoC Client is invited to a PoC Session with Official Government Use QoE Profile.
Procedures when Simultaneous Sessions are supported and when are not supported.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D067
	2007.01.22
	T
	General (QoE Related clauses)


	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Alignment and consistency of QoE Procedures for PoC Client.

Proposed Change: Align according to the decided for requirements FUNC-QOE-GN-002 and FUNC-QOE-GN-008

CR when decision taken.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.5 OMA-TS-PoC_UserPlane-V2_0-20061219-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.3
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Abbreviation of QoE is not present

Proposed Change: Include QoE in abbreviations.


	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E002
	2007.01.22
	T
	A
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Mandatory and Optional SCRs may not be enough. Requirements are Mandatory (SHALL), Optional but recommended (SHOULD) and merely optional (MAY). The difference between SHOULD and MAY is not considered in SCRs. 

Including RECOMMENDED (R) SCRs would be a solution

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.6 OMA-TS-PoC_XDM-V2_0-20061220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	F002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.7 OMA-TS-POC_Invocation_Descriptor-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	G001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.8 OMA-TS-PoC_Interworking_Service-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	H001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	H002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.9 OMA-TS-PoC_Endorsement_OMA_IM_TS-V2_0-20061212-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	I001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	I002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.10 OMA-ETR-PoC-V2_0-20061219-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	J001
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.1.1.3
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Item 103 is not correct. 

Proposed Change: Delete
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.11 OMA-ERELD-POC-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	K001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	K002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.12 OMA-SUP-AC-V2_0-20061027-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	L001
	2007.01.22
	T
	Whole document
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment:  Latest modification of the document is not included.
Proposed Change: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1396R01-CR_AC_QoE_provisioning (agreed by PoC WG in Washington).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.13 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_listService-V2_0-20060525-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	M001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	M002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.14 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocRules-V2_0-20061115-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	N001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	N002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.15 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocusage-V2_0-20060525-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	O001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	O002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.16 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_dispatch_ind-V2_0-20061025-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	P001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	P002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.17 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_participant_info_ind-V2_0-20061025-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	Q001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	Q002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.18 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_FDCFO-V2_0-20061025-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	R001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	R002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.19 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc_settings-V2_0-20061025-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	S001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	S002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.20 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_invocation_descriptor-V2_0-20061204-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	T001
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	T002
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>
Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>
Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.21 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc-sharedgroup-ext-V2_0-20061220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	U001
	2007.01.22
	E
	Name of the document
	Source: Telefónica SA
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0050
Comment: Name of the document. 

Proposed Change: Change OMA-SUP-XDS_poc_poc_sharedgroup_ext-V2_0-20061220-D to OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc_sharedgroup_ext-V2_0-20061220-D
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>
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