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Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001
	2003.12.12
	General
	The term “PoC Host” shall be changed to “PoC Moderator. 

Nokia #0851
	 Closed – no change

	002
	2003.12.10
	General
	What is the meaning of 'initiator' in the PoC RD?  If it is PoC Host then let's make that change.

(Comment made over e-mail by NEC)


	Closed – No change required. The role of the "initiator" was agreed to be either a subscriber in a 1-to-1 session or a host in a group session

	003
	2003.12.12
	General
	In the RD, there are some mention of PoC call and PoC voice call.
Is there any difference between PoC call and PoC voice call??

(E-mail Comment made by Samsung)
	Closed – remove any mention of “PoC Call” in RD and replace with PoC Session

	004
	2003.12.08
	General
	It was suggested that the following requirements should be placed in a separate section on Enterprise requirements: 

1.The PoC Application Server SHALL SHOULD be able to interact with a corporate PoC entity.  This interaction SHOULD be primarily for the exchange of private identities.
 

2. The PoC Application Server SHALL manage and administer PoC users in a way that allows corporations to associate PoC identities to mobile subscribers, groups, group list and chat groups within the corporation’s authority.
 
3. Within a corporate environment the PoC service entity SHALL ensure private addresses are not exposed, shared or broadcast with individuals outside the corporation.
(Email comment from RIM)
	Closed

Agreed to create new section on Enterprise specific requirements:

Proposed bullet (2) not agreed. Proposed bullets (1) and (3) agreed as following:

1. The PoC Application Server SHOULD be able to interact with a corporate PoC system.

2. When interacting with a corporate environment, the PoC service entity SHOULD ensure private addresses are not exposed, shared or broadcast with individuals outside the corporation


	005
	2003.12.18
	General
	<All of the performance figures must be individually supported by market requirements or they must be removed.  The performance figures as presently stated in the RD have no basis and will therefore tend to unnecessarily limit the technical specifications and resulting implementations.  This is not an RFP!  This is a standards document – and these performance figures are product requirements.>

Microsoft (doc. 0854R02)
	Closed

RD to clearly state that performance figures are guidelines/targets. Normative statements related to performance figures should be changed to the following style:

“Performance SHOULD typically be no more than …”

	006
	
	General

(6.1#12, #13, #14, 6.1.3 1st paragraph, 6.1.4.2.1 #3, 6.1.4.3 #3, 6.1.5.5, 6.1.9.2 2nd paragraph, 6.1.9.3, 6.1.10#2)


	Replace “MAY with SHALL be able to”

3GPP2 (doc 0852)


	CLOSED

It was clarified that the use of "MAY" is understood to have the same meaning as "SHALL be able to".  Agreed to make changes only the specific sections as mentioned.  Exceptions are: 6.1 bullet # 13 re Early Indication (stay with MAY; and 6.1.4.2.1 bullet #3.)

	007
	2003.12.17
	3.2
	New definition for "PoC Client": " realizes capabilities to support the PoC Service Enabler from a client perspective."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

Agreed as follows: “An entity that realizes capabilities to support the PoC Service Enabler from a client perspective."

(NB: Editor to make similar changes to other definitions where appropriate, i.e. improve the grammar)



	008
	2003.12.17
	3.2
	Editorial change to "PoC Host”: "A PoC participant with administrative authority for PoC Group provisioning who has authority to administrate the group"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

It was agreed to replace “administrate” with “manage” and “group” with “PoC Session”

See also changes agreed in Comment 139, (OMA-REQ-2004-0062)

	009
	2003.12.17
	3.2
	Change PoC Service Administrator to "PoC Administrator" 

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - See also changes agreed in Comment 139

	010
	2003.12.17
	3.2
	Add definition of PoC Terminal

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed – Not agreed, but ensure that PoC Terminal is replaced with “PoC Client” in the RD where necessary. CAUTION – THIS IS NOT A GLOBAL CHANGE.


	011
	2003.12.17
	3.2
	Change PoC Participant: "A PoC subscriber who is participating in PoC session"

Ericsson  (doc 0855)
	Closed – Agreed as follows:

A PoC subscriber who is participating in a PoC session"
(i.e., change communication -> session and delete “actively”)

	012
	2003.12.17
	3.2
	PoC session: Change to: "This is an established connection between PoC subscribers where the PoC subscribers can communicate using voice one at a time"

Ericsson  (doc 0855)
	Closed

Agreed as follows: “This is an established connection between PoC subscribers where PoC participants can communicate using voice one at a time”

	013
	2003.12.17
	3.2
	PoC Host - change defn. to "A PoC  subscriber who has authority to administrate the group"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED

Not Agreed.

	014
	2004.12.19
	3.2
	PoC User – This appears in “PoC session” definition however PoC User is nowhere defined.

RIM (doc 0861)
	CLOSED – Agreed. See also comment #012.

Where RD refers to “PoC User”, this is to be replaced by either “PoC subscriber” or “PoC participant”

	015
	2003.12.17
	4.1
	Remove fig 1 (No benefit)

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed – Not agreed

	016
	2003.12.17
	4.1
	First bullet: change "Access" to "Accept"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - agreed

	017
	2003.12.17
	4.1
	Remove note under fig 1 

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed – not agreed

	018
	2003.12.17
	5.4.1

4th bullet
	Replace “server” to “Service Entity”

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed – not agreed

	019
	2003.12.17
	6.1
	 The semantic difference between Group Call and Group Chat is vague and needs some additional definition from a user’s viewpoint.  OMA experts are invited to review the comparison of Group Call and Group Chat semantics below, and consider incorporation of this information somehow into this RD. It is suggested that OMA experts consider including the table below near the beginning of section 6 or an annex with a clear indication that the table is informative and provides a concise overview of the differences between Group Call and Group Chat.
See source doc for proposed table: 3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed – agreed to include the proposed table in an annex, and add a note in 6.1. to reference this table.

	020
	2003.12.12
	6.1
	Uses the term "private call" in a normative section. We should delete it as a private call is already well known as a PoC 1-to-1 call

(Email comment, Lucent)
	Closed - agreed

	021
	2004.12.19
	6.1: 2nd bullet
	I don’t understand why there is text in Italics.  In addition why is group chat in a separate sentence when the other forms of communication are not?

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed – See proposals captured in OMA-REQ-2004-0019 (Siemens) –

Note also comment #189

	022
	2004.12.19
	6.1: 3rd & 4th bullet
	It seems that a PoC subscriber MAY create a PoC group however there is not text saying what type of PoC groups.  This maybe sufficient however when reference is made to an administrative means there is text that that says what groups can be created.  The bullet points need to align in terms of their descriptive contents.

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed – not agreed. 

	023
	2003.12.17
	6.1 5th bullet
	Change 5th bullet to: "A PoC subscriber shall have the option to set up a chat room for users to join in themselves, where access is either public or restricted to members of a pre-arranged PoC group."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED – Not agreed. See comment #026

	024
	2004.12.19
	6.1 5th bullet
	What is a user?

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed – see above, (#021)

	025
	2003.12.17
	6.1: 6th bullet
	Replace this bullet with the following 4 bullets: - 

· PoC subscribers MAY request to join a PoC group, and MAY be allowed to do so by the Administrator of the PoC Group. 

· PoC group members MAY request to be deleted from a PoC group, and MAY be deleted by the Administrator of the PoC Group. 

· PoC subscribers SHALL be able to request to join a PoC Group Call, and the PoC Group Call Host SHALL have the ability to approve the joining of the requesting PoC subscriber to the PoC Group Call. 
· PoC subscribers SHALL be able to request to join a restricted PoC Group Chat, and the Administrator of the PoC Group SHALL have the ability to approve the joining of the requesting PoC subscriber to the restricted PoC Group Chat.
3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

Not agreed

See #026

	026
	2004.12.17
	6.1: 5th & 6th bullet
	Delete bullets 5 & 6 and add new bullet: " A PoC chat group is a pre-arranged PoC group were PoC subscribers SHALL be able to join and leave the PoC session themselves"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	 CLOSED – Replace bullets 5 & 6 as follows:

- In a PoC chat group PoC subscribers SHALL be able to join and leave the chat group themselves, if the chat group is restricted then only members can join.
- A PoC chat group is pre-defined by the PoC administrator.



	027
	2003.12.19
	6.1: 6th bullet
	Others users MAY be allowed to join this PoC group”.  What is “this” PoC group

RIM (doc 0861)
	CLOSED – See #026

	028
	2003.12.19
	6.1: 7th bullet
	What is proper means?  Do you mean that he requests the right to speak by an explicit action e.g. selection of a menu, pressing a key etc

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed. Delete “by proper means” (see proposal in OMA-REQ-2004- 0019)

	029
	2003.12.19
	6.1: 8th bullet
	You say further requests maybe queued.  Is this requests from same user or other users?  What happens to requests that are not queued?

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed

Change 2nd sentence to “subsequent requests to speak in the same session MAY be queued”. See also change in comment #066.


	030
	2003.12.19
	6.1: 9th bullet
	Change to: “In case more than one request is queued the PoC service entity MAY prioritise requests in the queue”

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed - agreed

	031
	2003.12.19
	6.1: 12th bullet
	its says to all users during PoC calls.  In fact you mean to all users engaged in the current talkers call.  Otherwise one could read this as to ever PoC users in existence

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed – refer to proposal in OMA-REQ-2004- 0019

	032
	2003.12.19
	6.1: 13th bullet
	PoC host appears here for 1st time.  Might be good to indicate apart from definitions who or what a PoC Host is.

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed – no change required

	033
	2003.12.19
	6.1: 15h bullet
	Early invite – interesting requirement.  Sounds like a waste of resources.

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed – no action required

	034
	2003.12.17
	6.1: 16th bullet
	Delete "...in addition to MSISDN" and add a further bullet that says "A PoC enabled terminal and service SHALL be able to address users using an MSISDN"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed

Delete this bullet and replace with the following 2 bullets:

“ It SHALL be possible to address PoC enabled terminals using an MSISDN”

“ It SHALL be possible to address PoC enabled terminals using an URI”

	035
	2003.12.19
	6.1: 15th bullet
	Is it not correct to say that the PoC Service should be able to inter-work.  We are defining a PoC Service not a Service Provider. (CHECK DEFS)

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed

Change bullet to 

“It SHOULD be possible for a PoC service entity to inter-work with Internet services that have similar voice capabilities e.g. online gaming service, instant messaging service with audio functionality etc...”

	036
	2003.12.19
	6.1: 17th bullet
	Last bullet point doesn’t seem to be correct for some reason.  

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed – see comment #034

	037
	2003.12.17
	6.1
	Add the following bullets:                                         

· A PoC Host MAY be able to configure some or all other users as “Listen Only” participants (e.g. broadcast group).
·
· There SHOULD be provision for multiple PoC Hosts for a group. 

Nokia (doc 0851)
	Closed – Not agreed

	038
	2003.12.17
	6.1.1 1st paragraph
	Change: to · "The 1-to-1 PoC communication feature enables a subscriber to set-up a voice communication with another subscriber.  When the 1-to-1 PoC session is established the PoC participants MAY talk one at a time"

Ericsson (doc 0856)
	Closed – agreed with the following change: replace “MAY” with “SHALL”

	039
	2003.12.17
	6.1.1 2nd paragraph
	Change: · "The invited subscriber either accepts the PoC session automatically or reacts manually on the incoming PoC session invitiation"

Ericsson (doc 0856)
	Closed - agreed

	040
	2003.12.17
	6.1.1 3rd paragraph
	Change: · "In the “automatic” answer case, the inviting PoC subscriber’s voice is audible at the invited PoC subscriber’ terminal without any action by the invited  subscriber. "

Ericsson (doc 0856)
	Closed - agreed

	041
	2003.12.17
	6.1.1 4th paragraph
	Change: · "In the “manual” answer case, the invited subscriber confirms the incoming invitation by an appropriate action to accept the invitation to the PoC session."

Ericsson (doc 0856)
	Closed - agreed

	042
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 2nd bullet
	Change: · "The voice communication starts after the PoC service entity gives the initiating PoC subscriber the permission to speak"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed  - change to:

“The voice communication SHALL be able to start after the first PoC group member accepts the invitation and receives the right to speak indication”

	043
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 3rd bullet
	·Change: "The participation in a pre-arranged PoC group session SHALL be restricted to the members of the PoC group, unless invited by a member of the ongoing session"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed – not agreed

	044
	2003.12.19
	6.1.2: 3rd & 5th bullets
	3rd bullet point indicates that the group is restricted to members however the 5th bullet point then contradicts this.  In addition this 5th bullet seems to contradict the basic description of “pre-defined” mean that its membership has been already defined.

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed

Change 5th bullet to:

“Additionally, any PoC Participant MAY be allowed to invite additional PoC subscribers, who are currently members of that pre-arranged group, to the ongoing session.”

	045
	2003.12.19
	6.1.2: 4th bullet
	4th bullet point – when does the system decide not to invite a member?  When they are not registered?

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed – no action required

	046
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 5th bullet
	The RD also states that participation in an ad-hoc PoC session may be restricted.]

Microsoft (0854R01)
	Closed. 

Withdrawn. Covered in 6.1.2 8th bullet.

	047
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 6th bullet
	·Change: "An ad hoc PoC group session is established when a PoC subscriber selects more than one other PoC subscribers or PoC groups and invites them"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	 Closed. Significant new feature; no support.

	048
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 7th bullet
	Add at the end: "PoC service entity gives the initiating PoC subscriber the permission to speak."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed

Agreed; same action as in Comment #042.

	049
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 8th bullet
	Change:"· The participation in an ad-hoc PoC group MAY be either restricted or unrestricted."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed

Agreed.

	050
	2003.12.19
	6.1.2: 8th bullet
	How does one decide when the group is restricted?  Is this by invitation only?  If so this bullet point can be deleted as the 4th bullet seems to suffice.

GENERAL COMMENT – IT SEEMS THE READER IS SUPPOSED TO ASSUME THAT SOMETIMES ONE BULLET IS IMPLICTY LINKED TO THE PREVIOUS ONE AND IN SOME INSTANCES IT IS NOT.  THIS IS CONFUSING.

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed. Not agreed

	051
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 8th bullet
	Add “…e.g. due to limited resources, not invited”

Microsoft (0854R01)
	CLOSED

Agreed to be added.

	052
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 9th bullet
	Change: · "To participate in an existing ad-hoc PoC group session, an invitation from an ad-hoc PoC group session participant is needed."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed. Agreed.

	053
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 10th bullet
	Change: "· A PoC group chat session is established at the request of the initiating PoC subscriber

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed. Not Agreed (Change is not necessary).

	054
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 11th bullet
	Change: "· The voice communication - in principle - is possible at the time the PoC group chat session is established."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed. Agreed.

	055
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 12th bullet
	The second bullet item under section 6.1indicates that the user must “manually” join in.  Does that text in section 6.1 include being invited to join a chat group?  Can you please clarify the procedures to manually join a POC chat group when invited by another PoC user

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed 

Details Do not belong here; see 6.1.4.4.  

	056
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 14thbullet
	Change: "· The participation in a PoC chat group MAY be either restricted or unrestricted."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed. Agreed.

	057
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 13th bullet
	Delete and replace with the following 2 bullets: 

· A PoC subscriber SHALL be able to establish a chat PoC group session or join into an ongoing chat PoC group session.
· A PoC subscriber MAY be invited to the chat PoC session.
Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	058
	2003.12.17
	6.1.2: 14th bullet
	Add: "· It should be possible (given permissions) for a pre-arranged PoC group session to become an ad-hoc PoC group session."

Microsoft (0854R01)
	Closed. Withdrawn.

	059
	2003.12.19
	6.1.2 14th bullet
	Chat group seems to be adhoc in that it is not pre-defined.  So how can it be closed?

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed. Already covered in #044

	060
	2003.12.17
	6.1.3: 2nd paragraph
	Change: "Since Instant Personal Alert does not create a PoC session, PoC session acceptance conditions SHALL not apply to Instant Personal Alert"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Not agreed; this would be a significant change.

	061
	2003.12.17
	6.1.3: 3rd paragraph
	Change to: "According to the description of the Do-not-Disturb function (see section 6.1.6.8), a served PoC subscribers SHALL be able to maintain a list of other PoC subscribers from whom he chooses not to receive PoC call requests. It SHALL be possible to apply the same rejection conditions to Instant Personal Alert, subject to the PoC service provider’s decision."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed. Not agreed; this would be a significant change.

	062
	2003.12.19
	6.1.3: 3rd paragraph
	3rd paragraph doesn’t seem to make sense.  What is a PoC talk request?  

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed. No action required

	063
	2003.12.17
	6.1.3 4th paragraph
	Delete 

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Not agreed; same action as in Comment #061.

	064
	2003.12.19
	6.1.3 4th paragraph
	Here we see a feature that has not been described nor is there any reference.  If its to be kept a reference needs to be added.  In addition to be consistent it should appear in the 1-many descriptions

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed

Add…“(see chapter 6.2.4 & 6.2.4.3)"

 After the first mention of Do-not-Disturb in 6.1.3 

	065
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4
	[How long should an Invite (whether to a single user or group) remain outstanding? There seems to be no requirement that an invite cancel after some time period.]

Microsoft (0854R01)
	Closed. No action required

	066
	2003.12.18
	6.1.4
	Add “A PoC session invitation SHOULD timeout after 30 seconds if not answered by at least one recipient.”

Microsoft (0854R02)
	CLOSED

Change to this section not necessary. Instead it was agreed to amend 6.1. Bullet #8 of 6.1 as follows:

“The right to speak is granted by the PoC service entity.  However, the 'right to speak' SHOULD timeout if not utilised after a certain threshold (to be configurable by the service provider).  As an option, further requests to speak MAY be queued.”

	067
	2003.12.19
	6.1.4

2nd sentence of 1st para
	Delete

[Actually when reading this whole section it sounds some stage 2 in here.  I’m not to sure as to the detail that should appear here.]

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed. No action required.

	068
	2003.12.12
	6.1.4.1 and 6.1.4.2.1
	Change “PoC voice” to “PoC talk bursts”

(Email comment, Lucent)
	Closed - Agreed.

	069
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.1 1st bullet
	Replace with "· The inviting PoC subscriber SHALL invite another PoC subscriber to the 1-to-1 PoC session. "

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	070
	2003.12.19
	6.1.4.1 1st bullet
	“Selects a target”  - sounds dangerous to me.  Suggest using more appropriate language such as “selects a PoC User to communicate with.  Now if we can communicate with internet like services (was a requirement earlier on this) then from the users perspective this internet service is a PoC user, its just one form of PoC user.  Remember OMA is transport agnostic and the way this is being designed it runs on IP so there is no different if the end user is fixed to a wall or can walk around.

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed. – Agreed as follows; “selects a PoC subscriber to communicate with”. (Note also the change in 069 above, still applies). This change should apply to the rest of 6.1.4.1, i.e. avoid describing a "target". 

The comment re: treating the internet as "one form of PoC user" was not agreed

See also changes in comment #071

	071
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.1 2nd bullet


	Replace with "· The PoC service entity MAY provide an early start to speak indication. "

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	 CLOSED 

Agree Ericsson change but add “…before the invited subscriber answers”



	072
	2003.12.19
	6.1.4.1 2nd bullet
	Looks like Architecture.

PoC user requests another PoC user to participate in a 1 to 1 PoC session.

The 2nd PoC user can select either to accept the request or deny the request.  The acceptance or the reject can be performed at any time.

The originating PoC user may receive an accept or reject to the request they made at any time.

If an accept is received then the originating PoC user MAY start to talk or reject the accept.

NOTE : this last sentence  is not included in the RD .  It seems that there is no description that allows an originating party to reject an accept.  Maybe the B part took too long in accepting the 1-1 PoC and A no longer wants to talk to him.

RIM (doc 0861)
	Closed.
See # 071, 073 074, and 075

	073
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.1 3rd bullet
	Delete

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	074
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.1 4th bullet
	Replace with "The inviting PoC subscriber SHALL receive an indication that the invited PoC subscriber has accepted the invitation". 

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed – Agreed as follows: -

· “If the invited party accepts the request, the inviting PoC subscriber SHALL receive an indication that the invited PoC subscriber has accepted the invitation.”
 And add the sub-bullet:
· “The inviting PoC subscriber MAY keep or discontinue the PoC session (e.g. reject the invited party's accept, if he took too long to answer)”


	075
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.1 5th bullet
	Replace with: "· When the inviting PoC subscriber receive the “ready-to-speak” indication, then originating party MAY start to talk, otherwise speaking is not permitted"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed – Agreed as follows:

· If the inviting PoC subscriber keeps the PoC session and receives the "ready-to-speak" indication, then originating party MAY start to talk, otherwise speaking is not permitted.


	076
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.1 6th bullet
	Delete and replace with "· The speech of the inviting PoC subscriber SHALL be delivered as soon as the invited PoC subscriber accepts the PoC session invitation"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	077
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.1: 2nd bullet
	Delete: " ...whom the originating party is going to speak to "

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	078
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.1: 4th bullet
	Delete "…dedicated"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	079
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.1: 5th bullet
	After this bullet add new bullet "· The PoC service entity MAY provide an early “start to talk indication”.

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	080
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.1: 8th bullet
	Replace with "· The inviting PoC subscriber MAY receive indications that the invited PoC subscribers have accepted the invitation."

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	081
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.1: 9th & 10th bullet
	It seems that this requirement and the one below eliminate the possibility of what some refer to as “early media”?

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed.  Early Media is supported as an option.

	082
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.1: 9th bullet
	Change to: "· The PoC communication SHALL be possible to start as soon as at least one of the invited members accepted the invitation."

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	083
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.1: 10th bullet
	Replace with: "· The speech of the inviting PoC group member SHALL be delivered as soon as at least one of the invited PoC group members accepts the PoC session invitation. "

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	084
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.1: 12th bullet
	Replace "invited users" with "PoC participants in a pre-arranged PoC group session"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	085
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.1: 13th bullet
	Change: "· It SHALL be possible for the operator to configure a maximum number of participants”

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Agreed.

	086
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.1: 14th bullet
	Change: "· A participant that has been disconnected from the pre-arranged PoC group session SHALL be able to re-join the session if it is still ongoing and the maximum number of participants is not exceeded. Otherwise the re-join procedure SHALL be rejected."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Agreed.

	087
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.2: 1st bullet
	Delete 1st sentence and replace "communication" with "session"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Agreed.

	088
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.2: 3rd bullet
	Move to next chapter

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	089
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.2: 4th bullet
	Is it the intention that “early media” not be allowed?

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed.  This is supported as an option.

	090
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.2.2: 5th bullet
	Change:"· It SHALL be possible for the operator to configure a maximum number of participants, which is operator configurable.

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Agreed.

	091
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.3: 1st bullet
	Change: "· The invited PoC subscriber SHALL get an identity of the inviting PoC subscriber and the identity of the prearranged group being invited if such an identity exists, subject to privacy rules."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Agreed; see Ericsson’s changes (doc OMA-REQ-2003-0856).

	092
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.3: 2nd bullet
	Change to:" · If the invited PoC subscriber has activated the auto-answer setting, he SHALL hear the speech from other PoC participants without any action on their part. For example, without having to answer the call. "

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	093
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.3: 3rd bullet
	Change "receiving participant" to "invited subscriber"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	094
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.4: 1st bullet
	Please see earlier comments questioning whether “early media” is to be supported

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed. See Comment #089.

	095


	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.4: 1st bullet
	Delete and replace with following three bullets:    

· A PoC subscriber SHALL be able to join a chat PoC group session depending on the access rules. 

· The PoC service entity SHALL only allow a member of a restricted chat group to join the PoC chat group.
·  The PoC service entity SHALL allow any PoC subscriber to join open PoC chat group"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	 Closed

Bullets 2 and 3 not agreed.

Bullet 1 agreed as follows:

“A PoC subscriber SHALL be able to join a chat PoC group session (e.g. restricted or unrestricted chat group) depending on the access rules”
.



	096
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.4: 2nd bullet
	Delete

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	097
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.4: New bullets
	· · The PoC service entity SHALL reject the joining user because of the following reasons:

·  The user is not a member of the restricted group.

· The maximum number of users has already joined the group.

· The requested group does not exist.
In this case the PoC service entity SHALL provide reject indication and a cause.

·  The joining PoC subscriber SHALL be able to start communicating with other PoC participants in chat PoC group."

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	098
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.4: 3rd bullet
	Change: "It SHALL be possible for the operator to configure a maximum number of group members, which is operator configurable."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Agreed.

	099
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.4:  bullets 4 to 10
	Delete

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	100
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.4: 7th bullet
	Add at the end: “… if the granted user identity is not restricted."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed – covered by new text from Ericsson

	101
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.4: 8th bullet
	Add at the end: "., unless authorised by the Host of the PoC chat group".

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed; see new text in 2003-0856

	102
	2003.12.17
	6.1.4.4: 10th bullet
	Change to: "· The PoC service entity SHALL reject the requesting user because of the following reasons:
o The user is not authorised to join the restricted PoC chat group session". AND delete the 2nd sub-bullet

3GPP2 (doc 0852)


	Closed; see new text in 2003-0856

	103
	2003.12.18
	6.1.4.4 New bullets
	Add:

· A PoC subscriber SHALL NOT be forced to reveal their identity for an open PoC chat group.

· The owner of a PoC device SHOULD be able to prohibit the use of PoC chats for the device.

Microsoft (doc 0854R02)
	Closed

1st bullet: Agreed as follows:

· A PoC subscriber SHALL NOT be forced to reveal their identity to other participants for an open PoC chat group.

2nd bullet:

Agreed; but move to Annex re Terminals (informative.)


	104
	2003.12.17
	6.1.5.1
	Add new bullet: · " To allow the requestor to cancel the request"

Nokia (#0851)
	Closed - Agreed.

	105
	2003.12.17
	6.1.5.2 1st para
	Delete

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Not agreed.

	106
	2003.12.17
	6.1.5.2 2nd para
	Change to: "Joining a PoC session applies to members of pre-arranged or closed chat PoC groups. For open PoC chat groups any PoC subscriber MAY join in.  For PoC ad-hoc groups joining is only possible if the PoC subscriber was a PoC participant in the ad-hoc group before, left it and re-joins it."

Nokia (doc 0849)
	CLOSED

Wording modified on Dec 17th Call and agreed as follows (OMA-REQ-2004-0059.): -

“Joining a PoC session applies to members of pre-arranged or closed chat PoC groups. For unrestricted PoC chat group sessions any PoC subscriber MAY join in.  For PoC ad-hoc group sessions joining is only possible if the PoC subscriber was a PoC participant in the ad-hoc group before, left it and re-joins it”.

	107
	2003.12.17
	6.1.5.3: 1st para
	Change: "PoC session participant information SHALL be able to be delivered two ways if requested, and not restricted. The mode SHALL be selectable by end user, depending on whether the user wants to "

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Agreed.

	108
	2003.12.17
	6.1.5.3: 1st para
	Change to "PoC session participant information can be delivered in two different ways if requested. The mode SHALL be selectable by end user, depending on whether the user wants to "

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	109
	2003.12.18
	6.1.5.3
	Add after 2nd bullet: “A PoC subscriber SHALL be able to block their information for open PoC chat groups.”

Microsoft (0854R02)
	Closed - Withdrawn.

	110
	2003.12.17
	6.1.5.6
	Change to: " A participant of the PoC session SHALL be able to add new user(s) in to the session when empowered to do so by the PoC Host or the PoC administrator. The inviting user and the PoC Host SHALL receive notification of the result of the invitation per invited user. The result can be for example:"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed.

Agreed with changes as follows:

“A participant of the PoC session SHALL be able to add new user(s) in to the group session only, subject to service provider policy. The inviting user and the PoC Host SHALL receive notification of the result of the invitation per invited user. The result can be for example:"



	111
	2003.12.17
	6.1.5.6 1st para
	Replace "result" with "notification"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	112
	2003.12.17
	6.1.5.6 2nd para
	Replace "invited" with "newly added"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	113
	2003.12.17
	6.1.7 1st para
	Delete "mutually"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Not agreed, unless advised otherwise by SEC Group.

	114
	2003.12.17
	6.1.8
	8th bullet under "For Support Traffic based Charging (in addition to that for Subscription based Charging):” replace "session" with "communication feature"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Not agreed.

	115
	2003.12.17
	6.1.8
	Delete sentence "Latency should be a time-based value captured as part of the CDR; this would allow service providers to define their own thresh olds for unacceptable latency for operational performance measurement."

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Not agreed; maybe Technical WG can come back with specific issues later.

	116
	2003.12.17
	6.1.8 2nd to last Para
	Delete: “ and/or conditions of excessive latency "

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Not agreed to delete, but to clarify the requirement as follows: 

“The PoC service entity SHALL provide records for failed delivery of talk bursts” 


	117
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9: 1st para
	Replace "session" with "communication feature"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Not agreed.

	118
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9: 2nd bullet
	Change to: "Generate and manage user defined ad-hoc PoC groups to be utilised by the PoC service entity.

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed – change not agreed. Agreed to remove this bullet instead, as bullets 1 and 2 already cover the requirement.


	119
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9
	Add new bullet: "· Generate and manage a PoC subscriber’s own contact list."

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	120
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9.1 1st bullet
	Change to:" - The PoC group is visible to PoC group members only, or"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	121
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9.2
	Delete section

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	122
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9.2
	Change title to: "Membership to more than one PoC group"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed. Watch for shifted section Number.

	123
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9.3
	Change title to: "PoC Session termination policies"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed. Agreed. Watch for shifted section Number.

	124
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9.5 1st bullet:
	Change to "· Before an individual user can use PoC service features she SHALL have a network subscription with one or more (cellular) network operators"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	125
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9.6: 7th para
	Change to: “The maximum number of groups that can be created and managed by a PoC subscriber SHALL be configurable by the PoC Service Provider”

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Agreed.

	126
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9.6: "Group Combinations"
	Delete 2nd sentence and add "A PoC subscriber shall have the capability to create and manage their own pre-arranged, ad hoc or chat group configurations. A PoC subscriber may use groups to which they belong, defined by themselves or other PoC subscribers, to define new group combinations without modifying the borrowed PoC Groups", and, "A PoC service provider shall have the capability to grant or deny the PoC subscriber the capability to access, create and manage the PoC subscriber’s group configurations."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed – Agreed to delete 2nd sentence and include 1st new section as follows:

“A PoC subscriber MAY have the capability to create and manage their own pre-arranged, ad hoc or chat group lists, subject to service provider policy and access rules. A PoC subscriber may use groups to which they belong, defined by themselves or other PoC subscribers, to define new group combinations subject to service provider policy and access rules ”
Proposed new 2nd section not agreed.

	127
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9.7 1st & 2nd para
	Replace "instant talk session request" with "PoC session invitiation"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed - Agreed.

	128
	2003.12.17
	6.1.9.7
	Delete first 3 paragraphs and add: "The PoC Service entity SHALL maintain a list of sources per PoC subscriber that are to be rejected with no notification to the PoC Subscriber". 

AND 
"The PoC service entity SHALL reject PoC sessions destined for a PoC user when the PoC user has notified the service provider that she wishes to reject all PoC sessions from the specified source."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Agreed, but keep the 1st & 2nd para.  Replace only the 3rd para. With the new text.

	129
	2003.12.17
	6.1.10: 1st bullet
	Add to the end: "...for which the user is authorized and subscribed."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	 CLOSED

Agreed

	130
	2003.12.17
	6.1.10: 3rd bullet
	Does this mean that applying administrative controlling rights to a PoC participant is For Further Study?

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed

Agreed to change bullet to: 

 “Administrative rights of an active PoC group session MAY be assigned to any of the participants by the session Host, or the service provider"


	131
	2003.12.17
	6.1.10: 6th bullet
	Change "will not" to "SHALL NOT"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

Agreed

	132
	2003.12.17
	6.1.11
	Delete section

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	 CLOSED

Agreed

	133
	2003.12.17
	6.1.12: 1st para
	Change to: "A PoC service entity SHALL allow a PoC participant to hide his identity from all of the other participants and MAY be able to hide his identity from some of the participants. "

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

Agreed 

	134
	2003.12.18
	6.1.12: 1st para
	Add: “However, a group administrator SHOULD not be compelled to accept unidentified participants into a call.”

Microsoft (0854R02)
	CLOSED – Agreed (editorial)

	135
	2003.12.17
	6.1.12: 3rd bullet
	"Replace" call with "PoC Sessions"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED –agreed (editorial)

	136
	2003.12.17
	6.1.14
	Add sentence "The basic PoC service shall not be limited to the PoC dedicated mobile terminal. It shall only be limited to the subscription option."

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED 

Modify this additional sentence as follows: 

“PoC service enabler features are only accessible to PoC users, subject to the scope of his PoC service subscription and his terminal device capabilities”

	137
	2003.12.17
	6.1.14 1st para
	Add "communication feature"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED

Agreed

	138
	2003.12.17
	6.2.1
	Add new bullet: "· A PoC subscriber MAY be able to download list of Chat PoC Groups he can join 

Nokia (doc 0851)
	CLOSED agreed

	139
	2003.12.17
	6.2.1: 3rd, bullet
	Change "PoC Host" to "adminstrator"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

Changes to definitions contained in OMA-REQ-2004-0062



	140
	2003.12.17
	6.2.1:  3rd, 4th & 5th bullet
	Change "SHALL" to "SHOULD"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED - agreed

	141
	2003.12.17
	6.2.1:  8th & 14th bullet
	Delete

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED

8th bullet- not agreed to delete

14th bullet – agreed to delete

	142
	2003.12.17
	6.2.1: 9th bullet
	Change to: "· A PoC Host MAY grant or reject request to join the group”
Nokia (doc 0851)
	CLOSED

Agreed 

	143
	2003.12.17
	6.2.2 1st para
	Change to: "When a PoC subscriber receives the incoming PoC session invitation, she SHALL also receive the identity of the inviting PoC subscriber and/or PoC group, in the form of user identity and, if provided, the display name, If the PoC subscribers identity is restricted, it SHALL NOT be provided in this case. The display name MAY be provided either by the inviting user or by the system. The system MAY replace display name provided by the user. The group identity SHALL also be given to the receiving PoC subscriber”

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	 CLOSED

Agreed 

	144
	2003.12.17
	6.2.2 3rd para
	Change To: "Each PoC participant SHALL be identified, when permitted by an alphanumeric indication (e.g. MSISDN or SIP URI) Additionally, he SHALL be able to use his display name during his the PoC session."

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED
Agreed 

	145
	2003.12.17
	6.2.4
	[The Unreachable and Offline states are very similar. The only difference is one is set by the user along with an optional condition e.g. out to lunch while the other is set automatically when the user is not registered with the PoC service. The WG should consider collapsing these into one state – Unreachable – and representing the offline state as a condition of Unreachable e.g. Unreachable – Offline.]

Microsoft (0854R01)
	Closed. Proposals in Samsung document 853R02 agreed

	146
	2003.12.17
	6.2.4.3: 1st sentence
	Add to the end: ".... from the specified source, e.g., PoC group or PoC user"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed. Not Agreed; may be for future versions.

	147
	2003.12.17
	6.2.4.3: 3rd paragraph
	Change "MAY to "SHALL" <It may be useful to a customer to be able to avoid being bothered by alerting notices as well.  The DnD feature as it applies to alerting may be implemented within the mobile>

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Not agreed. 

	148
	2003.12.17
	6.2.4.3: 
	Add "Retrieval and playback of a PoC session is for Phase 2."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed. Not agreed; may be for future versions.

	149
	2003.12.17
	6.2.4.4
	Unavailable versus Unreachable

(Raised by E-mail and docs 0848 from Nokia, and 0853 from Samsung)

Microsoft (0854R01)
	Closed; see Samsung 853R02 for agreed text. 

	150
	2003.12.17
	6.2.4.4: 
	1What control does the user have over the settings? 
2. Can the user apply them to groups? For example, I may want my friends to know my presence, but not others. 
3. Is this list extensible? 
4. Can parents set this for their children? ]

Microsoft (0854R01)
	Closed. – Comments were withdrawn

	151
	2003.12.17
	6.2.5
	<Does this mean that the PoC subscriber remains a participant of the ongoing PoC sessions but is not receiving the talk bursts from the PoC service entity, or does it mean that the PoC subscriber can shut off the speech coming from their mobile (local switch/volume control), or does it mean that the PoC subscriber drops out of all ongoing PoC sessions?  Please clarify. >

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

E-mail sent by Mike Dolan (Lucent) to propose an appropriate response to 3GPP2:

“OMA confirm that the PoC participant, in regard to section 6.2.5 (Deactivate Incoming Talk Burst), stops hearing incoming talk bursts but remains a participant in the PoC session. How the talk bursts are to be discarded, whether by the PoC serving entity or within the UE, is a technical detail left to later stages of the work”


	152
	2003.12.17
	6.2.5
	Add …"and corresponding floor control signalling "

Nokia (doc 0850)
	CLOSED

Not agreed



	153
	2003.12.17
	6.2.6
	Remove section

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed – Not agreed

	154
	2003.12.17
	6.2.6: 1st para
	Change "Push to Talk" to "the PoC" 

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

Agreed 

	155
	2003.12.17
	6.2.7.1; 1st two sentences
	<Please note that the preceding sentence implies support for “early media” while earlier portions of text seem to imply non-support.  Please see earlier comments.>

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	 CLOSED

See comment #089

	156
	2003.12.17
	6.2.7
	[What are the rules on including performance figures in a requirements doc]?

Microsoft (0854R01
	CLOSED - Withdrawn

	157
	2003.12.17
	6.2.7 2nd para
	Change to: "a) The duration between the inviting PoC subscriber imitates a PoC session and receives a “right-to-speak” indication in case invited PoC subscriber answers manually.

b) The duration between the invited PoC subscriber accepts the PoC session invitation and inviting PoC subscriber receiving a “right-to-speak” indication, in case invited PoC subscriber answers manually.”

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED – Not Agreed

(Both a) and b) can't both be manual answer cases.  The a) is automatic answer)



	158
	2003.12.17
	6.2.7 3rd para
	Change to: "QoE2, Right-to-speak response time: During a session, the duration between a participant initates a floor request and receiving a “right-to-speak” indication or queueing indication or denial.

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED – Agreed

	159
	2003.12.17
	6.2.7 3rd para
	Change "multi-party" to "1-to-many"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED – Agreed

	160
	2003.12.17
	6.2.7.1 1st para
	Replace "originating" with "inviting", and "target" with "invited"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED

Agreed (editorial)

	161
	2003.12.17
	6.2.7.5 
	Replace "PoC Button" with "floor"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed

Agreed

	162
	2003.12.17
	6.2.8
	Replace "her/his" with "the PoC participant’s "

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED 

Agreed

	163
	2003.12.17
	6.2.9.1 1st bullet
	Change to "· PoC participant in multiple PoC groups sessions SHALL receive speech from any PoC group session where communication starts first"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED

Agreed



	164
	2003.12.17
	6.2.9.1 4th bullet
	Change to: "· In a situation where speech would be received from in more than one group at the same time, there SHOULD be a means to filter the speech so that the user hears speech only from one PoC group at a time"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED

Agreed

	165
	2003.12.17
	6.2.9.1 5th bullet
	Change to: "· PoC subscriber SHOULD continue hearing speech of the PoC participants from the same group until the discussion has ended (i.e. there is long enough pause in the discussion)." 

Ericsson  (doc 0856)


	CLOSED

Agreed

See also comment #190 and 191 from PoC WG

	166
	2003.12.17
	6.2.9.1 6th bullet
	Change to "When the user is talking, his/her speech transmission SHOULD not be interrupted because of reception of the speech from another group i.e. speech transmission SHOULD have higher priority than speech reception“

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED - agreed

	167
	2003.12.17
	6.2.9.2: 1st bullet
	<See the concern above about the two-level priority scheme.  Perhaps multiple levels should be supported, since this could be implemented at the PoC server entity>

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

It was agreed that two levels is sufficient. 

	168
	2003.12.17
	6.2.9.2: 1st bullet
	Change to: "· If there is no-one speaking  in the primary group, the user SHALL receive speech from secondary groups according to the requirements described in chapter 6.2.9.1”

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED – agreed 

	169
	2003.12.17
	6.2.9.2: 2nd bullet
	Replace "voice" to "speech from"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED  - Agreed 

	170
	2003.12.17
	6.2.9.2: last bullet
	Delete and add: "· PoC subscriber SHOULD continue hearing speech of the PoC participants from the primary PoC group until the discussion has been ended (i.e. there is long enough pause in the discussion). "

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	 CLOSED - Agreed 

	171
	2003.12.17
	6.2.10: 1st sentence
	Change: "Separate 1-to-1 PoC  session during other PoC sessions  is an optional feature, the following requirements SHALL be met when this feature is implemented."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED- Agreed

	172
	2003.12.17
	6.2.10: 1st bullet
	Change to: “· A subscriber, who participates in a PoC session, SHALL be able to initiate and conduct a 1-to-1 PoC session with any PoC participant in the PoC group session or with any other PoC subscriber”

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED

Agreed

	173
	2003.12.12
	6.2.10: 1st bullet
	Regarding separate PoC sessions, the first bullet needs to be clarified that a participant of an ongoing session may not only initiate and conduct a separate session, but may also receive and conduct a separate session.

(Email comment, Lucent)
	CLOSED

Agreed as follows:

Chapters 6.2.9, 6.2.10 and 6.2.11 all to have the first paragraph either be inserted with, or modified to read as, the following:
"This is an optional PoC feature.  The following requirements SHALL be met when this feature is implemented and the PoC subscriber is authorised to use this feature." 
Then change 1st bullet to:

 “A subscriber, who participates in a PoC session, (1-to-1 or 1-to-many), SHALL be able to initiate and conduct a separate 1-to-1 PoC session with any other PoC subscriber. In the case where the invited subscriber is in a 1-to-many session, the second session MAY be established to a participant of the same or different group”   
And add a new 2nd bullet:

“A PoC participant of an ongoing PoC session (1-to-1 or 1-to-many) SHALL be able to receive separate 1-to-1 PoC session communications from any other PoC subscriber. In the case where the inviting subscriber is in a 1-to-many session, the second session MAY be received from a participant of the same or different group”   


	174
	2003.12.12
	6.2.10: 1st bullet
	First bullet, it should be clarified that the group participant of the second session may be from the same group or another group.

(Email comment, Lucent)
	CLOSED

See comment #0173

	175
	2003.12.17
	6.2.10: 3rd bullet
	Change to:  "· The 1-to-1 PoC participants SHALL NOT receive speech from the previous PoC session communication while sending or receiving speech from a separate 1-to-1 PoC session"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED agreed

	176
	2003.12.17
	6.2.10:4th bullet
	Change to: · · A PoC service entity MAY prevent the 1-to-1 PoC participants from receiving speech from the previous PoC session communications during the entire 1-to-1 PoC session

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED – not agreed

	177
	2003.12.12
	6.2.10
	5th bullet: the term “suspended” to be explained.
(Email comment, Lucent)
	CLOSED

Agreed as follows:

“The first session SHALL be suspended, (i.e. the user SHALL NOT be able to hear/transmit any talk bursts from/to the first session) while the user is engaged in the second session, and SHALL be automatically resumed when the second session is terminated, provided that the other session has not been terminated in the meantime”



	178
	2003.12.17
	6.2.10:5th. 7th & 8th bullet
	Insert "PoC" before "session"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	Closed -Agreed

	179
	2003.12.17
	6.2.11: 1st bullet
	Add: ", depending on the authorisation granted by the PoC Host or the administrator"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	Closed - Agreed

	180
	2003.12.17
	6.2.11: 

First 3 sub-bullets of 3rd main bullet
	Delete: <The ability to override the setting is important in the use case of notifying all subscribers in a geographic region of an impending danger, e.g., traffic accident or bad weather.>

SUGGESTED TEXT: "The operator SHALL have the ability to administratively allow one or more PoC users, e.g., police or fire, to override PoC calls in emergency situations."

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED –

Agreed as follows: 

Delete First 3 sub-bullets of 3rd main bullet. Add the following after the last sub-bullet:
“In emergency situations, the operator SHALL have the ability to administratively allow one or more PoC users to override PoC calls”

	181
	2003.12.17
	6.3.2 2nd bullet
	Replace "entity" with "provider"

Ericsson  (doc 0856)
	CLOSED - Agreed

	182
	2003.12.18
	6.3.3
	Change: "PoC service entity MAY inter-work with the fixed IP network Instant Messaging services that support enhanced audio functionality (e.g. VoIP to desktop PCs).  This may enable a substantial extension to PoC coverage for both PoC and IM users. However, PoC inter-working with legacy voice services carried by fixed networks  (.e.g.  PSTN, private CS networks,) is out-of-scope."

Microsoft (0854R02)
	Closed

Text agreed as follows. “However, PoC inter-working with traditional voice services (whether implemented on circuit switched or packet switched technology is out-of-scope).  Protocols to support such inter-working are not part of the PoC feature”.

	183
	2003.12.17
	6.3.4
	Change to: "PoC service entity MAY inter-work with other standalone and/or integrated messaging services, e.g. Enterprise Systems."

Microsoft (0854R01)
	Closed.

Agreed with Lucent’s text in email Dec. 19, as below, and with Manfred‘s change of “that is” to “for example”:

“PoC service entity MAY interwork with other standalone and/or integrated messaging services, but is currently out of scope, for example, protocols to support such interworking are not part of the PoC feature, though messaging services may create such interworking by adding the necessary PoC protocols and interfaces”

	184
	2003.12.17
	6.3.7
	<3GPP2 requests that more detail be added to this section.  Are there interactions between DnD and circuit switched voice? >

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

This section to be clarified as follows:

Part 1- add "...shall be able to set his presence status (e.g. Do-not-Disturb, or Unavailable)."  

Part 2- No; there are no interactions between PoC service features, such as Do-not-Disturb, with legacy voice services. 

	185
	2003.12.17
	6.3.6: 3rd bullet
	Change "Instant talk" to " PoC services"

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

Change “instant talk” to “1-to-1 separate PoC session”

	186
	2003.12.17
	6.4.2: the 3rd bullet of …"PoC Client MAY"
	Add: "· Provide functionality to manage PoC session history, PoC contact configuration and PoC feature preferences.

3GPP2 (doc 0852)
	CLOSED

Recommended to these into 6.1.9.6 instead. See text OMA-REQ_2004-062

	187
	2003.12.17
	6.4.4.3
	OAM&P abbreviation is not defined

Microsoft (0854R01)
	Closed. 

Agreement to spell out the term on Dec. 17 conference call.

	188
	2003.12.18
	Appendix C
	Contains normative text in an Informative Annex. Needs some re-wording

Lucent
	Agreed – Editor to remove normative text and replace with informative language.

	189
	2004.01.08
	6.1

2nd bullet
	Change text to:

“Users MAY communicate in a one-to-one fashion (Private Call), one-to-many fashion (Group Call), one-to-many-to-one fashion, and using Call Alert methods.   Group Chat is similar to Group Call except that Chat Rooms are manually joined and exited by the members”

Togabi: (2004-0025)
	CLOSED

Agreed 

	190
	2004.01.09
	6.2.9.1

5th Bullet

Also affects 6.2.9.2
	“Why is requirement (5) SHOULD rather than SHALL?  It was suggested that this was done in order to allow for the possibility of interruption by priority traffic such as emergency announcements.  However, we found no defined requirements for such notifications.  The primary/secondary structure is subscriber-specific and is not adequate to support this type of interruption.  If this type of service is required it needs to be explicitly defined in the RD.  If it is not required  then we think that SHALL is intended, because there is no other known  motivation for SHOULD

Comment from PoC WG (received by email)
	CLOSED 

See agreed new text to 6.2.9.1 in 2004-0071.

2004-0071 provides the clarifications as agreed, with one exception with respect to primary and secondary group operation (6.2.9.2):
The priority of incoming voice reception in the primary group by the PoC subscriber versus his speech being transmitting in a secondary group at the same time was discussed but not agreed. No change was made to 6.2.9.2 in this respect. 
Text for 6.2.9.2 agreed by e-mail on 28th Jan as follows:

6.2.9.2 Multiple group operation: one primary group and secondary group(s) 

In case the user has a primary group and secondary group(s), the following requirements are additional to the requirements in chapter 6.2.9.1 

· If there is no traffic in the primary group, the user PoC subscriber SHALL receive traffic from secondary groups according to the requirements described in chapter 6.2.9.1

· If there is traffic in the primary group, the following conditions apply:

· Traffic in the primary group SHALL always have higher priority than traffic in any secondary group.  As soon as speech from the primary group arrives, it SHALL be heard immediately, even if the PoC subscriber was receiving speech in a secondary group. 

· As long as there is traffic in the primary group, the user SHALL continue hearing it, until the discussion has ended, or when he takes another action (e.g. deactivates talk-bursts or selects another group session for talking/listening).  

· As long as there is traffic in the primary group, the user PoC subscriber SHALL continue hearing it, until the discussion has ended, or when he takes another action (e.g. deactivates talk-bursts or selects another group session for talking/listening).  While talking or listening to the primary group, he SHALL be able to continue monitoring the other group sessions.  
· When the user wants to talk or listen into a group, it SHALL be possible to have the primary group as the default selected target.

· The user MAY be able to change his/her primary group


	191
	2004.01.09
	6.2.9.1

3rd & 5th Bullet

Also affects 6.2.9.2
	Requirement (3) says that the user can choose between group sessions in order to talk.  However, requirement  (5) says that the user should not be allowed to choose which session he wishes to listen to.  The two requirements appear to contradict each other.  If a user can choose which session to speak to, should he not  also be also to choose which session to listen to? [And is it intended to prevent a user from selecting a session just to listen to it? i.e. a PoC Call/wait.]  If a user chooses a session to speak to, it makes no sense  to prevent him from being able to hear any responses to his speech because  he is listening to a different session. These requirements should be harmonised.  For example:
Does the RD intend that a user can select any of the active groups, not only to  talk but also to listen to that selected group? Does the RD intend that  the user should continue to hear traffic from the same group either  until the discussion is ended or until a different group is  selected?
Comment from PoC WG (received by email)
	CLOSED

Changes proposed in 2004-0071 and e-mail for 6.2.9.1 are agreed.

See also comment 190, above.


	192
	2004.01.09
	6.2.9.1
	We could find no guidance in the RD on  whether and under what circumstances session participants may be  notified that other participants are currently actively listening to other  sessions and are filtering the current PoC Session.

Comment from PoC WG (received by email)
	CLOSED

See agreed new text in 2004-0071 and above

	193
	2004.01.29
	6.2.4.4 “Unavailable”
	The current version of the PoC RD seems to allow all current PoC session participants to see the change of presence conditions, whether or not the individual participant is entitled to do so. Therefore it is proposed to change the relevant chapter according to the proposal below:
6.2.4.4 (correction to 6.2.4.1) Unavailable:

The indication of “unavailable” SHOULD be delivered to other participants in his current PoC session(s) that are entitled to receive them. Whether or not a subscriber is entitled to receive “unavailable” conditions is subject for the subscribers Presence subscription profile and SHALL not be overruled due to PoC service enabler.  

If a PoC subscriber is invited to join a PoC session and his Presence status is “unavailable” for incoming PoC session invitations, the invitation is rejected, indicating that the PoC subscriber is unavailable.  A detailed reason for his “unavailable” Presence condition MAY accompany he response indication.
(Doc# 111 Siemens)
	6.2.4.4 changes agreed as follows:
The indication of “unavailable” SHOULD be delivered to other participants in his current PoC session(s) who are entitled to receive them.  Whether or not a PoC participant is entitled to receive “unavailable” condition indications is subject to his Presence service subscription profile, if one exists, which SHALL take precedence over the PoC service enabler notifications behaviour.  “Unavailable” condition indications to PoC participants without any Presence service subscriptions SHALL be subject to PoC service provider policy.  A detailed reason for the PoC subscriber’s “unavailable” condition MAY accompany the “unavailable” indications to the other participants in his current PoC session(s), as applicable.
If a PoC subscriber is invited to join a PoC session and his Presence status is “unavailabale” for incoming PoC session invitations, the invitation is rejected.  “Unavailable” condition indications and a detailed reason MAY be provided to the inviting PoC subscriber, subject to the qualifications as above.

	194
	2004.01.29
	6.1.2 and 6.1.5.2
	The set-up procedures for PoC ad-hoc groups are described in chapter 6.1.4.2.2. According to this description, ad-hoc groups are always initiated from one PoC subscriber inviting others. The set-up procedure does not foresee do allow a PoC subscriber to call into an existing PoC ad-hoc group.
6.1.2:  Delete 8th bullet.  The participation in an ad-hoc group session MAY either be restricted (e.g. due to limited resources, not being invited), or unrestricted.  
6.1.5.2  2nd para. Delete For unrestricted PoC Ad-hoc group sessions, any PoC subscriber MAY join in.
(Doc# 112 Siemens)
	6.1.2  8th bullet.  Agreed that this should be deleted.  Although this was addressed by a previous comment # 051 (Microsoft), it was further clarified that ‘Unrestricted’ or ‘Restircted’ group applies to PoC subscribers taking action to join in a PoC group session without being invited (such as, for pre-arranged or chat PoC groups).  This is in fact not relevant to Ad-hoc groups, since Ad-hoc groups by definition exist only for the duration of the PoC group session. Ad-hoc groups have no group memberships, hence no relevance to ‘restricted’ or ‘unrestricted’.  Participation in an ad-hoc can only be done by a PoC subscriber initiating a session himself, or by him inviting another PoC subscriber to join.
Related to this clarification was 6.1.5.6.

The following changes were agreed:

6.1.5.6, 1st sentence:  “A participant of the PoC session SHALL be able to add new subscrier(s) into the Pre-arranged or Ad-hoc group sessions only…” 
· 3rd bullet:  An invited PoC subscriber was unavailable.  Reception of “unavailable” condition notifications by the inviting PoC subscriber or PoC Host SHALL be subject to his Presence service subscription, if one exists, or to PoC service provider policy, as applicable. (see Chapter 6.2.4.4).

6.1.5.2  2nd Para. 2nd sentence should be modified as follows:
For unrestricted PoC chat group sessions, any PoC subscriber MAY join in.


Editorial Comments

	Document Rev
	Section
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	Status

	OMA-RD_PoC-V1_0-20031204-D
	5.13.6 
	EDITORIAL:  Correct the spelling.

Anonymous access or nicknames (3GPP2 doc 0852)
	 Closed - Agreed

	
	3.2
	Correct spelling of “entity” in “PoC Service Entity” (3GPP2 #0852)
	Closed - agreed

	
	4.1
	Various corrections/changes see Ericsson #0855
	Closed - agreed

	
	6.1
	Various corrections/changes see Ericsson #0855
	Closed- agreed 

	
	6.1
	8th bullet: replace “is” with “SHALL be”, (Ericsson #0856)
	Closed - agreed 

	
	6.1
	Change “i.e.”. to “e.g.”

(Microsoft # 0854R01)
	Closed -Withdrawn.

	
	6.1
	Delete “he” from 2nd paragraph: 3GPP2 (#0852)
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.1
	Insert “for” in 4th bullet (Microsoft #0854R02)
	Closed – agreed 

	
	6.1.1
	Various corrections/changes see Ericsson #0855
	Closed – agreed 

	
	6.1.1
	2nd Paragraph: Change “on” to “to”. Add apostrophe in 3rd paragraph, (Microsoft # 0854R01)
	Closed – agreed 

	
	6.1.2
	Various corrections/changes see Ericsson #0855
	Closed– agreed 

	
	6.1.2
	Several places: “is” -> “SHALL be”; 

Several places insert “SHALL be able to”

See Ericsson #0856
	Closed – agreed 

	
	6.1.3
	Change hyperlink reference to [6.1.9.6]
	Closed– agreed 

	
	6.1.3
	Insert apostrophe to read “subscriber’s identity”
	Closed – agreed 

	
	6.1.4
	Change title to PoC session Set-up, and change call 

-> Session plus various changes see Ericsson #0855
	Closed – agreed 

	
	6.1.5
	Use “PoC” before “participant” see Ericsson #0855
	Closed – agreed 

	
	6.1.6
	Use “PoC” before “participant” see Ericsson #0855
	Closed – agreed 

	
	6.1.7
	Grammar, see Ericsson #0855
	Closed– agreed

	
	6.1.7
	Check spelling of “integrity” (Microsoft # 0854R01)
	Closed

Agreed

	
	6.1.8
	Various corrections/changes see Ericsson #0855
	Closed– agreed

	
	6.1.9
	Various corrections/changes see Ericsson #0855
	Closed– agreed

	
	6.1.9.2
	Change “her” -> “him”, (Microsoft # 0854R01)
	Closed

Agreed

	
	6.1.10
	“User” -> “subscriber” see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.1.10
	Insert space in first bullet “providerSHALL” (Microsoft #0854R02)
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.1.12
	Use “PoC” before “participant” see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.1.14
	“User” -> “subscriber” see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.1.15
	“User” -> “subscriber” see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.2.1
	Various corrections/changes see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.2.1
	Insert “the” in last bullet (Microsoft #0854R02)
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.2.2
	Various corrections/changes see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.2.2
	Change from “Additionally. He” to “Additionally, he” (Microsoft #0854R02)
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.2.3
	“User” -> “subscriber” see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.2.4
	“User” -> “subscriber” see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.2.7
	Various corrections/changes see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.2.8
	Use “PoC” before “participant” see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.2.9
	Use “PoC” before “group” see Ericsson #0855 + Various corrections/changes 
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.2.10
	Use “PoC” before “participant/group” see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.3.2
	Use “PoC” before “subscriber” see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.3.3-6.3.5
	Add hyphen to “interworking” changing it to “inter-working” (Microsoft #0854R02)
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.3.6
	Various corrections/changes see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.3.6
	Remove period and lowercase e from “. E.g.” to “ e.g.” (Microsoft #0854R02)
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.3.7
	Use “PoC” before “subscriber” see Ericsson #0855
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.4.2
	Remove extra dash “The PoC client MAY:-“ (Microsoft #0854R02)
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.4.4.1
	Add comma, third bullet “secure,”  (Microsoft #0854R02)
	 Closed - agreed

	
	6.4.4.2
	Add period at the end of the sentence (Microsoft #0854R02)
	 Closed - agreed

	
	General
	The document cross-uses “he” and “she”. It should be used uniformly.

Nokia #0851
	 Closed - agreed
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