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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
	T
	General
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Text from 4.15.2 of SD: According to the PoC Service Provider’s Policy, the 1-many-1 PoC Group Session MAY be limited only to Pre-arranged PoC Groups composed of authorised groups of PoC Users (e.g., the PoC Dispatcher and the rest of PoC Fleet Members to be included in the 1-many-1 PoC Group Session). Details on Dispatch PoC Groups and Dispatch PoC Sessions are covered in subclause 4.39 "PoC Dispatcher
Editor’s note.: The RD may need to be revised to consider the “MAY” above.
Proposed Change: Resolve in RD e
	Status: OPEN



	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


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

	B001
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com
Form: INP doc 
Comment: Reference to OMA XML Document Management Architecture V1.0 

Proposed Change: Replace with XDM 2.0 reference
	Status: OPEN



	B002
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.2.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Reference to OMA XML Document Management Architecture V1.0 

Proposed Change: Replace with XDM 2.0 reference
	Status: OPEN



	B003
	2007.01.22
	T
	5
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Reference to OMA XML Document Management Architecture V1.0 

Proposed Change: Replace with XDM 2.0 reference
	Status: OPEN



	B004
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note:  The access policy document is located in the Shared Access Policy XDMS and more cleaning in this subclause may be needed 

Proposed Change: Remove or clean
	Status: OPEN



	B005
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Reference to OMA XML Document Management Architecture V1.0 

Proposed Change: Replace with XDM 2.0 reference
	Status: OPEN



	B006
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.8
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note:  Provisioning of the fixed PoC Clients should be covered also
Proposed Change: Proposed to add text that allows other provisioning possibilities that are out of scope
	Status: OPEN



	B007
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note:  Provisioning of the fixed PoC Clients should be covered also
Proposed Change: Proposed to add text that allows other provisioning possibilities that are out of scope
	Status: OPEN




2.3 OMA-TS-PoC_System_Description-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Need to clarify the relationship between PoC addresses and PoC Clients.
Proposed Change: Clarify that a PoC Address identifies a PoC Client Instance. (i.e if a UE registers multiple PoC Addresses each registered PoC Address identifies a different PoC Client instance of that UE)
	Status: OPEN



	C002
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.6.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note: Possibility to include the relative priorities of the multiple media in the PoC Session offer is FFS. IETF work needs to be checked.
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C003
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.6.1.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note: it is FFS under which condition the removal of a media by a PoC Session Participant should result to removal of the media from the PoC Session (from all the PoC Session Participants).
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C004
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment:Talk Burst control subclause is misleading.
Proposed Change: Void 4.9 and create 4.9A that talks about Media Burst Control and Talk Burst Control
	Status: OPEN



	C005
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.9.1A
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: The need of priority handling between different Media Types is FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C006
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.15.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: It is for FFS if the PF can always know the role taken by the served Participants and any possible changes to that role.
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C007
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.15.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: It is for FFS whether it exists a specific action to remove a Media Type from the PoC Session or if the removal is automatically performed by the PoC Server as a consequence of disconnecting a Media Type from a Participant or due to other reason.
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C008
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.15.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: Credit Control details are for FFS. Perhaps a new subclause is needed in order to clarify this issue.
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C009
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.18.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note:  The exceptions to the main rule are FFS.
What exceptions?
Proposed Change: Delete Editor’s Note
	Status: OPEN



	C010
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.22.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s note: The RD may need to be revised to consider the “MAY” above.
Proposed Change: Resolve in RD and remove
	Status: OPEN



	C011
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.22.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: Credit Control details are for FFS. Perhaps a new subclause is needed in order to clarify this issue.
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C012
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.23
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note:  Provisioning of the fixed PoC Clients should be covered also
Proposed Change: Proposed to add text that allows other provisioning possibilities that are out of scope
	Status: OPEN



	C013
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.26
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: Management object file and the AC file  shall be updated accordingly.
Proposed Change: Resolve in AC and MO and remove
	Status: OPEN



	C014
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.27.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note 1: The cases for the originating PoC Server to send same Media Types and Media-floor Control Entities or subset of them needs to be specified.
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C015
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.27.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note 2: A Chat PoC Group Session may have different procedure, and it is FFS..
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C016
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.29.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: pParticipants
Proposed Change: Participants
	Status: OPEN



	C017
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.29.2, 4.29.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: UE and NW PoC Box text needs to be aligned  :

SHOULD accept the invitation immediately
Proposed Change: add immediately also to 4.29.3

	Status: OPEN



	C018
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.29.2, 4.29.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: UE and NW PoC Box text needs to be aligned :

Proposed Change: Move following common text from 4.29.3 to 4.29.1 or another  separate subclause
The PoC Client MAY publish the PoC Service Setting for the PoC Box function and the parameters for the PoC Service Setting SHALL contain the PoC User’s unwillingness to route the incoming PoC Session to the PoC Box or the indication whether the incoming PoC Session is routed to the PoC Box unconditionally or conditionally as specified in subclause 4.26.7 "PoC Box use".

The conditions for routing the incoming PoC Session to NW PoC Box SHALL be:
· when the PoC Server does not receive the ringing response from the PoC Client for certain time after the PoC Server sent the invitation to the PoC Client in case of Manual Answer Mode;

· when the PoC Server does not receive the invitation accept or reject response from the PoC Client for certain time after the Poc Server received the ringing response from the PoC Client in case of Manual Answer Mode;

· when the PoC Server does not receive the invitation accept or reject response from the PoC Client for certain time after the PoC Server sent the invitation to the PoC Client in case of Automatic Answer Mode; and

· when the ISB setting of the Invited PoC User is set to “ISB active”.

The conditions for routing the incoming PoC Session to NW PoC Box SHOULD be:

· when the PoC Client already participated in another PoC Session and the PoC Client does not support the Simultaneous PoC Sessions.

The parameter of the PoC Service Setting for the several conditions SHALL be expressed as only one indication.

The XDMC in the UE SHALL allow the PoC User to change its willingness to route the incoming PoC Sessions to NW PoC Box when the PoC Client is not registered with the SIP/IP Core as specified in subclause 4.18.2.3 "PoC Box criteria access rules".


	Status: OPEN



	C019
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.33.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: An Invited PoC Client MAY publish a PoC Service Setting for Media Content in a Request Support  to the PoC Server performing the Participating PoC Function.
This text reads confusingly as it doesn’t read as proper English and the PoC Client doesn’t Publish the Setting when it is Invited as the text seems to indicate..
Proposed Change: Modify to

“A PoC Client MAY indicate whether Media Content included in an Incoming PoC Request is allowed or supported in the published PoC Service Settings to the PoC Server performing the Participating PoC Function.”

	Status: OPEN



	C020
	2007.01.22
	E
	4.33.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: When the PoC Server receives an invitation to a PoC Session or a Group Advertisement request, it SHALL either remove the media content in the request or reject the request if the PoC Service Settings of the served PoC Client do not indicate Media Content in a Request Support is ‘true’ or if the Service Provider Policy indicates that the Media Type in the Media Content in the request is not allowed.
This text reads confusingly as it doesn’t read as proper English and is too detailed reefing to values of parameters..
Proposed Change: Modify to

“When the PoC Server receives an invitation to a PoC Session or a Group Advertisement request, it SHALL either remove the media content included in the request or reject the request if the PoC Service Settings of the served PoC Client do not indicate Media Content included in a Request is allowed’ or if the Service Provider Policy indicates that the Media Type in the included Media Content in the request is not allowed.”

	Status: OPEN



	C021
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.35.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Unresolved Editor’s notes: It is FFS, whether to (1) include in the Full Duplex Call Follow On distribution indication and Full Duplex Call Follow On indication an HTTP URL pointing to an XML document containing the list of full duplex call addresses instead of including the list of full duplex call addresses; or (2) to use the PoC2 content indirection feature to retrieve the full duplex call addresses based on the URL and then include that as content in the body of the message to the participants
Editor’s note: It is FFS, how to extend this concept in order to allow the initiating PoC User to be the one who initiates the full duplex voice call directly to the terminating PoC User, in case of 1-1 PoC Sessions
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C022
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.40.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note:  Possible new charging events for the PoC Interworking Service are to be defined 
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C023
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.40.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Notes:  : It is an open issue if Address Mapping has to be standardized or can be left to the implementation
Editor’s Note: It is an open issue if there is anything special about Expansion of Group Identities containing P2T User addresses
Editor’s Note: Bearer path optimization between a PoC Network and an External P2T Network is an open issue
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C024
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.40.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: Check if IMS is supporting routing from/to an external network which does not have an IMS capable SIP/IP Core
Proposed Change: Remove IMS supports interoperability with Non IMS SIP/IP cores
	Status: OPEN



	C025
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.42.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note:  Should release a PoC Session with the lowest QoE Profile, and should never release a PoC Session of higher Official Government Use QoE Profile than the one in the received invitation
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C026
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.43.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: Negotiation of maximum message size in multiparty session is FFS
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C027
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.43.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's notes: the solution when already the sending PoC Client uses cpim is FFS

Editor's note: the solution needs to be synchronized with IM
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C028
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.43.5.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: The format, structure and the different levels of detail of the progress reports and the mechanism for requesting and control is FFS
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C029
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.45.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: it is unclear how the real PoC User identities for the PoC Users which requested privacy get to the PF and are available for reporting to the Law Enforcement Agency
Proposed Change: Resolve
	Status: OPEN



	C030
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.45.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note:  There is a question if there is difference in #2 and #4 above and if further clarification is needed
Proposed Change: Resolve. Join is also a valid case this is not covered by #2
	Status: OPEN



	C031
	2007.01.22
	T
	4.46.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note:  This PoC Client conveying information on its "receive buffer status" during the reception of the media is FFS
Proposed Change: Resolve. 
	Status: OPEN



	C032
	2007.01.22
	E
	5.2.1.2A
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Duplicate Fig 8
Proposed Change: Remove one. 
	Status: OPEN



	C033
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.16.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Empty subclause and Editor’s note: TBD
Proposed Change: Resolve. 
	Status: OPEN



	C034
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.17.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s note: Some updates may be required in the subclause AD 8.5 “Registration” for PoC Box registration
Proposed Change: Resolve. 
	Status: OPEN



	C035
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: At the moment this subclause describes how to transport Discrete Media using the session based method (i.e. using MSRP). Sending Discrete Media using the SIP method MESSAGE is TBD
Proposed Change: Resolve. 
	Status: OPEN



	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


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

	D001
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: [draft-answermode] 

Draft does not exist and could not find
Proposed Change: 
.Expired – currently being reviewed
	Status: OPEN



	D002
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: [draft-ietf-sip-acr-code] 

Draft does not exist and could not find
Proposed Change: 
.Expired – currently being reviewed
	Status: OPEN



	D003
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: [draft-URI-list-capacity]
Draft does not exist
Proposed Change: Replace with

http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-sipping-capacity-attribute-03.txt. 
	Status: OPEN



	D004
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: [draft-multiple-refer]
Draft does not exist
Proposed Change: Replace with

http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-sip-multiple-refer-01.txt. 
	Status: OPEN



	D005
	2007.01.22
	E
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: [draft-poc-p-headers]

URL: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-allen-sipping-poc-p-answer-state-headers-04.txt
Typo in reference and word “finish”
Proposed Change: 
URL: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-allen-sipping-poc-p-answer-state-header-04.txt. 
	Status: OPEN



	D006
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: [draft-URI-list-handling] 

Draft does not exist and could not find
Proposed Change: 
. 
	Status: OPEN



	D007
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: [draft-uri-list-message]
Draft does not exist
Proposed Change: Replace with

http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-sip-uri-list-message-01.txt

. 
	Status: OPEN



	D008
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Obsolete DM 1.1.2 reference
Proposed Change: 
1. Delete DM 1.12 reference

2. Replace [OMA-DM v1.2] reference with just [OMA-DM] and document: "OMA Device Management Protocol", V1.2
3. OMA Sync ML  refrerences also need to reference 1.2 versions
. 
	Status: OPEN



	D009
	2007.01.22
	T
	2.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Duplicate DM 12 reference
Proposed Change:  Delete

 
	Status: OPEN



	D010
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note:It is FFS whether the combination of feature tags automata and actor with the value principal is sufficient to uniquely identify the UE PoC Box in order to avoid conflicts with other PoC services
Proposed Change:  Delete unless there is another proposal

 
	Status: OPEN



	D011
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: If the SIP/IP Core corresponds to 3GPP2 MMD then whether the contact address in the Contact header has to contain the same IP address and port number is FFS because the security mechanisms between the UE and the SIP/IP Core are different from 3GPP IMS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D012
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment:  This NOTE:
It needs to be studied whether a single PoC Address can be used with more than one PoC Client. Should be an Editor’s Note: 
Proposed Change:  Resolve by stating that only a single PoC Address can be registered per PoC Client. Each PoC Address represents and individual PoC Client instance

 
	Status: OPEN



	D013
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.3.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: The PoC Client SHALL generate an initial SIP INVITE request according to rules and procedures of [RFC3261]. The PoC Client:
Numbering is messed up

Proposed Change:  correct numbering

 
	Status: OPEN



	D014
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.3.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: It is FFS whether an explicit removal of Media from PoC Session is needed ot whether it is enough to have a policy which removes the Media based on disconnecting from a Media by a Participant
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D015
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.3.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editors Note: following is ffs "– e) an attribute to set the Media inactive, if PoC Client is not willing to send or receive the Media immediately
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D016
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.3.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D017
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.3.2.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Formatting (indentation) is messed up

Proposed Change:  correct formatting

 
	Status: OPEN



	D018
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.3.3.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: 
7. MAY include a Reject-Contact header with the feature tags and 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' along with 'require' and 'explicit' 'automata' along with 'require' and 'explicit' and in another Reject-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'principal' along with 'require' and 'explicit' if the PoC Client doesn't want to be routed to a PoC Box;

Proposed Change:  

7. MAY include a Reject-Contact header with the feature tags and 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' along with 'require' and 'explicit' and in another Reject-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'principal' along with 'require' and 'explicit' if the PoC Client doesn't want to be routed to a PoC Box;


	Status: OPEN



	D019
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.3.3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: 
.4 SHALL include in an Accept-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' along with 'require' and 'explicit' along with 'require' and 'explicit' and in another Reject-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'principal' along with 'require' and 'explicit' if the PoC User explicitly requests that only a PoC Box is to accept the invitation;
Proposed Change:  

4. . SHALL include in an Accept-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' along with 'require' and 'explicit' along with 'require' and 'explicit' and in another Accept-Contact header the feature tags 'automata' and 'actor' with the value of 'principal' along with 'require' and 'explicit' if the PoC User explicitly requests that only a PoC Box is to accept the invitation;
;


	Status: OPEN



	D020
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.4.6
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: It is FFS whether an explicit removal of Media Stream from the whole PoC Session is needed or whether it is enough to have a policy which removes the Media based on disconnecting from a Media Stream by a Participant
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D021
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1.13
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editors Note: SCR and ETR should be generated only for Dispatching case
Proposed Change:  Delete

 
	Status: OPEN



	D022
	2007.01.22
	E
	6.1.13
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Formatting (indentation) is messed up (Bullet 6)
Proposed Change:  correct formatting

 
	Status: OPEN



	D023
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.1.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editors Note: following is ffs "– e) if PoC Client is not willing to send or receive the Media Streams immediately, an attribute to set the Media inactive.
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D024
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.1.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D025
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.2.1.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: The procedure if the PoC User decides to have the NW PoC Box accept the PoC Session is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve by adding text for redirect to NW PoC Box

 
	Status: OPEN



	D026
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: 2. C 

ii. if the SIP URI in the Request-URI of the SIP INVITE request corresponds to a Chat PoC Group owned by the PoC Server and the Accept-Contact header contains the feature tag 'automata' and the feature tag 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' or 'principal' and the parameters 'explicit' and 'require', the PoC Server SHALL perform the role of Controlling PoC Function and continue as specified in subclause 7.2.1.5 "Joining Chat PoC Group Session request";
Proposed Change:  

ii. if the SIP URI in the Request-URI of the SIP INVITE request corresponds to a Chat PoC Group owned by the PoC Server and the Accept-Contact header does not contain the feature tag 'automata' and the feature tag 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' or 'principal' and the parameters 'explicit' and 'require', the PoC Server SHALL perform the role of Controlling PoC Function and continue as specified in subclause 7.2.1.5 "Joining Chat PoC Group Session request";
 
	Status: OPEN



	D027
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: A proper name for <Unconditional forward invitations to the NW PoC Box when the PoC User is not registered> is needed 
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D028
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note : Shall be checked, if use of the URI parameter is according to SIP principles.
Proposed Change:  Resolve. 
	Status: OPEN



	D029
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note: The cases, when Media is rejected should be covered in the all cases
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D030
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: the Media-floor Control Entity parameters in optionally reduced case need to be clarified Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D031
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D032
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: 
6. SHALL perform the following actions, if Included Media Content is supported by the PoC Server and if the media content is received in one or more MIME bodies:

a) Check if included Media Type is allowed, using a local policy, and if at least one Media Type is not allowed, either,

i) send a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response. Otherwise continue with the rest of the steps; or,
ii) remove the MIME body containing the not allowed media content.

Proposed Change:  Use 415 Unsupported Media Type instead of 403
 
	Status: OPEN



	D033
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: SCR needs to be updated in order to consider this new subclause for Pre-arranged PoC Group Sessions 
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D034
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment:  step 9

c) SHALL, if Included Media Content is supported by the PoC Server and if media content is received in one or more MIME bodies,

i. Check if included Media Type is allowed, using a local policy, and if at least one Media Type is not allowed, the PoC Server SHALL,

1. send a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response and do not continue with the rest of the steps; or,

2. remove the MIME bodies containing the media content that is not allowed.

Proposed Change:  Use 415 Unsupported Media Type instead of 403
 
	Status: OPEN



	D035
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment:  

Upon receiving a SIP 200 "OK" response for the SIP INVITE request as specified in subclause 7.2.2.2 "PoC Session invitation requests" and if anonymity is requested and allowed: 

1. SHALL include an Anonymous PoC Address as specified in subclause 5.9 "Anonymous PoC Address"; and,
2. SHALLinclude an Anonymous Nick Name as specified in subclause 5.4 "Nick Name".

Proposed Change:  something is messed up here add “The PoC Server”

 
	Status: OPEN



	D036
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.3.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment:  

5. SHALL, if Included Media Content is supported by the PoC Server and if media content is received in one or more MIME bodies,

a) Check if included Media Type is allowed, using a local policy, and if at least one Media Type is not allowed, the PoC Server SHALL,

i) send a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response and do not continue with the rest of the steps; or,
ii) remove the MIME bodies containing the media that is not allowed.

Proposed Change:  Use 415 Unsupported Media Type instead of 403
 
	Status: OPEN



	D036
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.3.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment:  

5. If the Dispatch PoC Group does not have already any on-going Dispatch PoC Session with the entire Dispatch PoC Group, then the PoC Server:

a) SHALL, if Included Media Content is supported by the PoC Server and if media is received in one or more MIME bodies,

i. Check if included Media Type is allowed, using a local policy, and if at least one Media Type is not allowed, the PoC Server SHALL

1. send a SIP 403 "Forbidden" response and do not continue with the rest of the steps; or,

2. remove the MIME bodies containing the media that is not allowed.

Proposed Change:  Use 415 Unsupported Media Type instead of 403
 
	Status: OPEN



	D037
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.7
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: It is FFS whether an explicit removal of Media Stream from the whole PoC Session is needed or whether it is enough to have a policy which removes the Media Stream based on disconnecting from a Media by a Participant
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D038
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.11.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D039
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.14.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note The action <allow-dispatch> shall be specified by OMA PAG WG 
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D040
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note: It is FFS, how release rights are definied for different PoC Session types 
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D041
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: The PoC Server behavior in case <remove-media-handling> action is not included in the Shared Group Authorization policy for the Authenticated Originator's PoC Address is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D042
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.1.22
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: Disconnecting of a Media Stream by a Participant who is authorized to removed a Media is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D043
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.2.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note:  Checking the policy in PoC Session initiation is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D044
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.2.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D045
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: It is FFS if automata is the only feature tag to identify a PoC Box
Proposed Change:  Remove

 
	Status: OPEN



	D046
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note: It should be considered whether different warning code is needed, if the PoC Server has a local policy of not allowing too many embedded PoC Groups within the PoC Groups
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D047
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note. Shall be covered also the case, that proxy shall check that the PoC Client has not included this field
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D048
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.1.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D049
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.1.1b
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D050
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.1.1c
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D051
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.1.16
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note: The behavior as proxy is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D052
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.1.17
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note: Application of service provider policy on the URI list is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D053
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.1a
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D054
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.1b
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D055
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.1c
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: the Media-floor Control Entity parameters in reduced case need to be clarified
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D056
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.1c
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D057
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s note: the access rule is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D058
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.2.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s note: It is FFS, if and how Manual-answer using pre-established session can be used with redirecting to NW PoC Box or acceptance by a UE PoC Box
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D059
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.2.2.5.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: This text needs to be updated to reflect the conditions based on the revised contents of the Accept-Contact and Reject-Contact headers ( actor feature tags)
Proposed Change:  This has been resolved so remove
 
	Status: OPEN



	D060
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: The access rule for PoC User PoC Box routing determination is FFS. From this text it is proposed that the PoC User can indicate a preference or can require to use only one type of PoC Box)
Proposed Change:  Resolve
 
	Status: OPEN



	D061
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.2.2.5.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: This text is preliminary and needs further work and addition of further criteria including to take into account XDM Access Rules
Proposed Change:  This has been resolved so remove

 
	Status: OPEN



	D062
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: This subclause specifies how the PoC Server determines whether to route request to a NW PoC Box after failing to receive a non SIP 2xx final response from the PoC Client or from the UE PoC Box.

Proposed Change:  

This subclause specifies how the PoC Server determines whether to route request to a NW PoC Box after failing to receive a SIP 2xx final response from the PoC Client or from the UE PoC Box.

 
	Status: OPEN



	D063
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: The access rule for PoC User PoC Box routing determination is FFS. From this text it is proposed that the PoC User can indicate a preference or can require to use only one type of PoC Box
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D064
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: Further work is needed to add the setting and expiration of the 'PoC Box Alert User Timer’ and the name of the timer is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D065
	2007.01.22
	E
	7.3.2.2.5.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Upon an expiration of the 'PoC Box Alert User Timer' or upon failing to receive a final response or receiving any SIP 4xx, 5xx or 6xx response to the SIP INVITE request from the PoC Client or UE PoC Box and if the original SIP INVITE request received from the Inviting PoC Client does not contain a Reject-Contact header containing only the feature tag 'automata' and the feature tag 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' along with the parameters 'require' and 'explicit'.

Then if based on the Access rules the PoC User does not refuse to have PoC Session invitation requests routed to the NW PoC Box and the PoC Server supports the PoC Box and the called PoC User subscribes to the NW PoC Box service then route the original Incoming SIP INVITE Request to the NW PoC Box as specified in subclause 7.3.2.2.5.3 "Forward invitations to a NW PoC Box".

Proposed Change:  Merge paragraphs

 
	Status: OPEN



	D066
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: The sending of the181 "Call is Being Forwarded" response is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D067
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.3.2.9
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's Note: Application of service provider policy on the URI list is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D068
	2007.01.22
	T
	8, 
8.1, 

8.1.1

8.1.2

8.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: 
8.1.1 and 8.1.2 are basically general text that should apply to both the NW PoC Box and the UE PoC Box. Also 8.1.1 and 8.1.2 are not referred to in 8.1.3.1 and 8.3.1.

The structure of the NW and  UE PoC Box subclauses is inconsistent and some alignment of common text is needed
Proposed Change:  

Restructure so that 8.1.1 and 8.1.2 are general text that is common to both the NW PoC Box and the UE PoC Box.

Have NW and UE PoC Box specific procedures reference 8.1.1 and 8.1.2 procedures.

Align  the NW and  UE PoC Box subclauses

 
	Status: OPEN



	D069
	2007.01.22
	T
	8.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s note: Media-floor Control Entity Protocol for each Media Stream or each Media Stream combination is FFS 
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D070
	2007.01.22
	T
	8.1.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: how to distinguish the PoC Speech and Audio is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D071
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s note: Whether the AC file need to be included in 2.0 or not is FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D072
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix B.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: This subclause defines the mobile device Management Object (MO) for OMA PoC. The MO MAY be used for intitial provisioning of parameters when the DM Profile is to be used (as specified on [OMA-DM-v1-2]), and the MO SHOULD be used for later provisioning of parameters according to [OMA-DM-v1-1-2] or [OMA-DM-v1-2], if required by the service provider to update service configurations. 

The OMA PoC Management Object consists of relevant parameters required by theOMA PoC Enabler]. It is compatible with OMA Device Management protocol specifications[OMA-DM-v1-1-2], and is defined using the OMA DM Device Description Framework as described in [OMA-SyncML-DMTND-V1-1-2] and [OMA-SyncML-DMStdObj-V1-1-2]. 

The Management Object Identifier is: org.openmobilealliance/1.0/PoC.

Protocol compatibility: This MO is compatible with OMA DM 1.1.2.

Management object name: OMA_PoC.
This needs to be revised based on DM 1.2 references
Proposed Change:  
This subclause defines the mobile device Management Object (MO) for OMA PoC. The MO MAY be used for intitial provisioning of parameters when the DM Profile is to be used (as specified on [OMA-DM]), and the MO SHOULD be used for later provisioning of parameters according to [OMA-DM-], if required by the service provider to update service configurations. 

The OMA PoC Management Object consists of relevant parameters required by the OMA PoC Enabler. It is compatible with OMA Device Management protocol specification [OMA-DM-], and is defined using the OMA DM Device Description Framework as described in [DMTND] and [DMSTDOBJ]. 

The Management Object Identifier is: org.openmobilealliance/1.0/PoC.

Protocol compatibility: This MO is compatible with OMA DM 1. 2.
Management object name: OMA_PoC.

 
	Status: OPEN



	D073
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix C.1.6
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: The encoding of this presence value needs to be resolved between PoC and PAG groups 
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D074
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix D.2
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Filter Criteri Examples need to be update to take account of other feature tags
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D075
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix D.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Filter Criteri Examples need to be update to take account of other feature tags
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D076
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix E.1.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Need to consider alignment of Group Advertisement  with SIMPLE IM and applicability of the Groups to PoC and IM
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D077
	2007.01.22
	E
	Appendix E.2.4
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor’s Note: need to register this new feature tag with IANA
Proposed Change:  Register with IANA and remove

 
	Status: OPEN



	D078
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix E.3.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Transmit bandwidth parameter is missing (see SD)
Proposed Change:  Define parameter
 
	Status: OPEN



	D079
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix E.4.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Editor's note: If a User-agent and Server headers is needed for  PoC Box is FFS)
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D080
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix E.5.3
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Need to consider if this is the appropriate usage of a URI parameter
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: OPEN



	D081
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix F
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Appendix F examples need to be updated based on PoC 2.0 Functionality

e.g Resource Priority, 

Included/referenced Media Content,

etc

Proposed Change:  Update Examples

 
	Status: OPEN



	D082
	2007.01.22
	T
	Appendix F
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: INP doc 

Comment: Missing Appendix F examples:

PoC Box,

Dispatch,

Full Duplex Call Follow on 

PoC Client Buffering

Manual Answer using Pre-established session

Backward compatible examples

Discrete Media
Proposed Change:  Add Examples

 
	Status: OPEN



	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


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

	E001
	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>

	E002
	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>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.6 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
	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>

	J002
	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>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.11 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
	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>

	L002
	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>

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.13 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/T
	x.y <+addition location information>
	Source: <email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	U002
	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>
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