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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
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2 Definition
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: the definition of Advanced Revocation Alert is missing.

Proposed Change: adding the definition
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B002
	2007.01.22
	E
	3.2 Definition <Media floor control>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Floor means right to speak. But the definition of Media floor control is about control of Media streams. It makes confusion.

Proposed Change: Floor is changed to stream. i.e., Media Floor Control ( Media stream control.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B003
	2007.01.22
	T
	3.2 Definition <Talk Burst & Talk Burst Control>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Now Talk Burst means only PoC Speech not all Media.
Proposed Change: Media is changed to PoC speech.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B004
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	4.1 Planed Phases <fifth bullet>
	Source: Samsung
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054
Comment: In this version, PoC Box does not apply 1-many PoC Session case. 

Proposed Change: Delete ‘and 1-many’ in the bullet
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B005
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	5 Architecture

<third paragraph>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: XMS entities contain PoC XDMS 

Proposed Change: adding PoC XDMS (specified in 6.1.4 “PoC XML Management Document) in the second sentence. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B006
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.1 PoC Client
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: supporting Media Burst Control protocol negotiation is enough. No need to describe ‘support Media Burst Control protocol’. Thus inconsistency with Talk Burst control
Proposed Change: Delete ‘support Media Burst Control protocol’ 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B007
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.3.4 XML Document Management functionality
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: PoC Specific Access policy comes from Shared policy XDMS not PoC XDMS
Proposed Change: changing PoC XDMS to Shared policy XDMS 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B008
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.5 UE PoC Box <fifth bullet>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: the meaning of ‘Include’ is vague. 
Proposed Change: changing ‘include’ to ‘handle’
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B009
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.6 NW PoC Box <ninth bullet>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: the meaning of ‘Include’ is vague. 
Proposed Change: changing ‘include’ to ‘handle’
	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
	T
	3.2 Full Duplex Call Follow-on Proceed
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Inconsistency between RD and SD.  RD says FDCFO is an indication. SD Definition says, A feature which allows PoC Session Participant to request the other PoC Session Participants to set up another independent full duplex voice call 
Proposed Change: Changing the definition description. A feature which allows PoC Session Participant to inform the peer PoC Clients that the PoC User intends to set-up a full duplex call among the peer entities immediately after release of the PoC Session
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C002
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.1.3 PoC Group Identities <third bullet>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Shard List XDMS is correct.
Proposed Change: Shard XDMS should be changed to Shared List XDMS
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C003
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.6.1 General <first + second sentence >
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: the PoC Server serving the originating PoC User is Home network PoC Server which can be CF or can not be. Therefore, first sentence is not true.
Proposed Change: changing ‘the PoC Server serving the originating PoC User’ to ‘the PoC Server performing Controlling PoC function’.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C004
	2007.01.22
	E/T
	4.6.1.1 Originated procedure  <Title>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Originating procedure 

Proposed Change: changing ‘originated’ to ‘originating’
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C005
	
	
	4.6.1.1

Last paragraph
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: confusing the reason of rejection of the PoC Session invitation related to the Media Types which is used in the existing PoC Session.

Proposed Change: rephrase like this: “When the originating PoC Client sends PoC Session invitation and the PoC Session with the same PoC Session Identity is existing but has no common Media Type to the new invitation, the PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function rejects the PoC Session Invitation and includes in the PoC Session Invitation reject response the Media Types used in the existing PoC Session.”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


	C006
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.8 Privacy <4th, 5th bullet>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: the PoC User can directly request privacy with MBCP request message.  

Proposed Change: adding condition privacy is requested by the PoC User with MBCP request message.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C007
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: usage of Talk Burst Control is missing 

Proposed Change: include “Talk Burst Control SHALL be used for PoC Speech.”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C008
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Align with 4.28 Media Burst Control, the last paragraph should be added about the adjustment of queue.

Proposed Change: include “As a  result of a PoC User leaving a PoC Session, if the PoC Session supports queuing and the PoC Session is not released, then the PoC Server SHOULD adjust the queue as necessary (e.g. remove the queued Talk Burst request(s) of the PoC User, etc).” in the last part of the section 4.9.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C009
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9 Talk Burst control <6th bullet>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: ‘different’ means actually lower priority.  

Proposed Change: changing ‘different to’ to ‘lower than’
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C010
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9 Talk Burst control <6th bullet>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Before 6th bullet, basic assumption is needed. 

Proposed Change: adding NOTE; The PoC Client can request the permission to talk at a Talk Burst request priority level that is the same as or lower than the highest priority allowed to the Participant.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C011
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9 Talk Burst Control <Talk Burst Confirm indication>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Talk Burst confirm message contains Maximum speaking duration. 
Proposed Change: Maximum speaking duration needs to be described.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C012
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9 Talk Burst Control <Receiving Talk Burst indication>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: PoC User identity is provided only if the sender does not request privacy. 

Proposed Change: adding the condition in SHALL sentence. 

i.e., The receiving Talk Burst indication SHALL include:

The identity of the Participant at the PoC Client sending the Talk Burst, if the sender does not request the privacy.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C013
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9 Talk Burst Control <Receiving Talk Burst indication>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Receiving Talk Burst indication is not used for Pre-established Session. Connect message is used for Pre-established Session.

Proposed Change: delete the case of Pre-established Session and make connect message.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C014
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9 Talk Burst Control
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: disconnect message is missing. 

Proposed Change: adding the indication of disconnect.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C015
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9 Talk Burst Control <Stop Talk Burst indication>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Stop Talk Burst indication is used for stop Talk Burst during speaking. Retry after time is check before speaking. Retry after time value indication is used as a reason of Talk Burst reject response. 

Proposed Change: delete the reason about retry after time value
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C016
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9.1A Media and Talk Burst request priority levels <High priority>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: if CF receives request message from the PoC client, how long time does it wait for the request of High priority? If it assumes that the PoC server waits for a while, it makes latency of Talk Burst Control. Therefore, High priority should be used in case of queuing. 

Proposed Change: when the PoC Server supports queuing, the request with High priority SHALL be placed in prior to that with normal priority.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C017
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9.1A Media and Talk Burst request priority levels <normal priority>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: the description regarding normal priority is not sufficient.
Proposed Change: When queue is supported, the request with Normal priority SHALL be placed in the queue based on time order among the requests with Normal priority. When queue is not supported, the PoC Server grants the permission as early as the request with Normal request or High priority is reached.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C018
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9.1A Media and Talk Burst request priority levels <Editor’s Note>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Each Media has his own Media Burst Control Entity. The priority handling is operated by each Media Burst control entity. Therefore, the priority handling of different Media type can be done by each Media Burst control Entity.
Proposed Change: delete Editor’s Note
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C019
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9.2 Local Granted mode <NOTE1>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Local Granted mode is negotiated through control plane. Then, Local Granted mode can apply to the first Talk Burst.

Proposed Change: delete Note1
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C020
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9.2 Local Granted mode <Local Talk Burst granted indication>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Local Granted mode is negotiated through control plane. That means the PoC Server does not use MBCP message in order to indicate start of Local Granted mode. 

Proposed Change: delete Local Granted mode indication.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C021
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: We have a definition for Local Granted Mode in UP

Proposed Change: add same definition for SD and clean up the section 4.9.2 Local Talk Burst grated mode to “Local Granted Mode” 


	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C022
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.9.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: 
There is no request or response in the last paragraph  

Proposed Change: 
Delete requests/responses/
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C023
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.10.3 Setting session priority/lock-in during a PoC Session
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: In order to make consistency between SD and CP, it needs the description about precedence between Primary PoC Session and LockIn PoC Session.

Proposed Change: adding sentence, 

If the PoC Client indicates PoC Session priority and PoC Session locking setting in the same SIP request, PoC Session locking has precedence over PoC Session priority when those apply.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C024
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.26.6
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: There is no description about the operation of PoC Client and PoC Server.
Proposed Change: Support of Media Content Included in a Request Support is optional for both the PoC Server and the PoC Client (according to RD 6.1.3.1). 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C025
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.34
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: definition of  “Invite Parties Identity Information” is missing

Proposed Change: Capitalize “Invite Parties Identity Information” since we have a definition and an abbreviation of IPIIM.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C026
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.38
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: unnecessary condition for optional functionality 

Proposed Change: Delete “If the PoC Client support MBCS” because the PoC Client MAY support MBCS even if it supports MBCS. So we don’t need the condition anymore. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C027
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.43.5
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: In the last sentence, progress report seems to apply only for file transfer, but not like this in 4.43.5.2
Proposed Change: delete file or limit the section 4.43.5.2 only for file
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C028
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.46.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: The standard of low quality Media codec is confusing 

Proposed Change: 
Need explanation or example
	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
	T
	general
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054
Comment: PoC CP does not have no semantical description on PoC extensions to Shared Group (e.g., <allow-dispatch>) as provided by OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc-sharedgroup-ext-V2_0-20061220-D.
Proposed Change: To have a new Normative Appendix for the descriptions on PoC extensions to Shared Group.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D002
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.2.3 Manual-answer using On-demand Session <upon receiving 200 OK, checking simultaneous session>
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: the PoC Client has maximum number of Simultaneous PoC Session and check whether the number is exceeded or not in case of receiving new incoming PoC Session invitation. If exceeded, the PoC Client operates the release procedure of PoC Session. Then PF does not have to do double check of Simultaneous PoC Session 

Proposed Change: simultaneous session checking and further procedure are deleted in upon receiving paragraph 1, c).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D003
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.21
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Change title of the section 7.2.1.21 ”Adding Media Streams to a PoC Session policy”  to “allowing Media Streams to a PoC Session policy”
(Applicable both the Initiating and adding)
Proposed Change: make 2 subsections for initiating and adding
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D004
	2007.01.22
	T
	E.3.1
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: Redundant Talk Burst Confirm indication due to unnecessary parameter of “tb_granted” 
Proposed Change: delete the extension of tb_granted since current UP doesn’t take account the parameter in the procedure.
	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
	T
	6.2.7.2.7 Receive RTP Media packets
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: It needs to mention one more condition, no Media packets from the Primary Session. 

Proposed Change: in first sentence; Upon receiving RTP Media packets from a Secondary PoC Session and no Media packet from the Primary PoC Session, the PoC Client
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E002
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.7.4.5 
	Source: Samsung

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054

Comment: It needs to mention one more condition, no Media packets from the Primary Session. 

Proposed Change: in first sentence; Upon receiving RTP Media packets from a Secondary PoC Session and no Media packet from the Primary PoC Session, the PoC Client
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E003
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.8.3.11
	Source: Samsung

Form: 

Comment: The state is ‘dormant’, that means this session is secondary PoC Session. If Primary PoC Session has the delivery of Media Burst, The PoC Client can not enter ‘Active’.

Proposed Change: changing sentence like 

Upon receiving RTP Media packets for the PoC Session which is the Secondary PoC Session and if no Media Burst is in the Primary PoC Session, the PoC Client:

1. SHALL enter ~ 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E004
	
	
	9.1
	Source: Samsung

Form:

Comment: the purpose of T1 timer is that if RTP media is not delivered during T1, the state of PoC Server is changed from TB_Taken to TB_Idle. That is, the PoC Server cancels the previous permission to speak.

Proposed change: 

1. in timer value column;

 Note: The default value should ~

2. Cause of Start column;

Delete ‘T1 restarts again ~’
3. Normal stop column; changing sentence to below.

RTP packets from the permitted PoC Client reach to the PoC Server.

4. On expiry column; changing sentence to below.

When T1 expires, it concludes that the permitted PoC Client is not willing or capable to send Media Bursts.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E005
	
	
	B1.1.2
	Source: Samsung

Form:

Comment: in Figure 21, the arrow direction of 1.Connect & 2.ACK is wrong. Usually, the PoC Session identity can be delivered through NOTIFY. Connect message is used only when the NOTIFY is not delivered according to the request.

Proposed change: changing the arrow direction. Adding one condition in the text like below. When the NOTIFY is not delivered according to the request.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	E006
	
	
	B1.2
	Source: Samsung

Form: 

Comment: In figure 25, 6 Media Burst Granted does not lost message. 

Proposed change: delete (message lost) 
	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
	T
	general
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054
Comment: As the PoC User Access Policy in section 5.2 moves to Shared Policy XDMS, in PoC XDMS v2.0 there only remains ‘pocusage’ extension to ‘Group Usage List’ AUID in Shared List XDMS. As this is not a new AUID description but just PoC specific extension to the shared AUID, it would be more appropriate to move the ‘pocusage’ contents to PoC CP, than being kept in PoC XDM TS. 

Then, there remains nothing in PoC XDM V2.0. PoC 2.0 does not need PoC XDM v2.0 functional entity anymore, as the PoC group and PoC user access rule in PoC 2.0 is now provided by Shared Group XDM and Shared Policy XDM.

In architectural point of view, PoC 2.0 does need PoC XDM v1.0 just for the purpose of backward compatibility with PoC v1.0.

Proposed Change: With the above understanding, the following changes are proposed:

- Move section 5.2 to Shared Policy XDM.

- Move section 6 to an Appendix in PoC CP as PoC specific extension to Shared List XDMS.

- Remove PoC XDM v2.0 TS.

- Clarify in architecture and its description in AD that PoC XDM functional entity in the architecture diagram and its related references are that of PoC v1.0 and exists just for the purposed of backward compatibility with PoC v1.0.

- Update PoC CP if there’s reference to PoC XDM v2.0 TS, to Shared Group XDMS or Shared Policy XDMS.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.7 OMA-TS-POC_Invocation_Descriptor-V2_0-20061221-D
2.8 OMA-TS-PoC_Interworking_Service-V2_0-20061221-D
2.9 OMA-TS-PoC_Endorsement_OMA_IM_TS-V2_0-20061212-D
2.10 OMA-ETR-PoC-V2_0-20061219-D
2.11 OMA-ERELD-POC-V2_0-20061221-D
2.12 OMA-SUP-AC-V2_0-20061027-D
2.13 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_listService-V2_0-20060525-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	M001
	2007.01.22
	T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054
Comment: This document is not needed as this is just same as that of PoC v1.0.

Proposed Change: 
- Remove the document

- Update PoC 2.0 CP with the reference to the same document in PoC v1.0 (i.e., OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_listService-V1_0_1-20061128-A), if needed.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.14 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocRules-V2_0-20061115-D
2.15 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocusage-V2_0-20060525-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	O001
	2007.01.22
	T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: Jaekwon Oh, Samsung, jaekwon.oh@samsung.com 

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0054
Comment: This document is not needed as this is just same as that of PoC v1.0.

Proposed Change: 
- Remove the document. 

- Update PoC 2.0 CP with the reference to the same document in PoC v1.0 (i.e., OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocusage-V1_0_1-20061128-A), if needed.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>
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