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1 Reason for Contribution

This is analysis of the Consistency Review comments submitted by Nokia. R06 contains minor changes. R07: 1569 is still partly open. Submitted NOKIA contributions are updated in the table.
2 Summary of Contribution

Status is checked and marked to Nokia’s comments, and additionally to some others comments.

3 Detailed Proposal

PoC Consistency Review Report

7.1 Recommendations

Priority classification

CONRR (This treatment was discussed during PoC#18 and decided to solve in the upcoming meetings):

A0 = Important and not so easy to resolve

A1 = Important, but assumed to be easy to resolve
CONRR (No decision to solve in the upcoming meetings).
B0 = Important and not so easy to resolve
B1 = Important, but assumed to be easy to resolve

B2 = Editorial or almost editorial

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status
	Priority
	Final status

	2402
	2004.12.07
	AD 8.4
	What is the relationship between the CP specification and the PoC charging architecture described in sect. 8.4 of OMA-AD-PoC-V1_0-20041117-D?

We understand that the PoC charging specification has been tasked to 3GPP but OMA is still responsible for ensuring consistency of its PoC specifications, including the charging aspects.

Transparency of the 3GPP PoC specification is required to ensure that it is consistent with the PoC enabler release charging requirements/architecture. We therefore recommend that the CP specification contains a forward reference to the 3GPP PoC specification and verification that it will be consistent with the AD and RD.

(OMA-POC-2004-1140)
	[2004.12.13]

3GPP TS 32.272

AI: Lucent to write contribution.
2005-0225 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A0


	closed, 0225R02

	2278
	2004.12.06
	CP 6.1.3.2.2
	Technical:

Add the following as a new step after the “first” step 4:

“MAY in case only one PoC User is invited include “norefersub” option tag in a Require header according to rules and procedures of draft-olson-sipping-refer-extensions-01;”

Add the mentioned Internet-Draft to the sub-clause 2.1 Normative References.

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.13]

Use the correct IETF draft to improve this issue preferred.

AI: Lucent to write contribution
NOKIA comment:

2278, 2285 (OPEN):  Inconsistency with the draft-norefersub. Evidently option-tag needed also in Supported header.

OPEN
2005-0270 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A0
	closed, 0270R02

	1576
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.2
	Technical

ii. The selected codec; 

Be more specific here and cover transcoding:

PROPOSAL:

ii. A codec selected from that contained in the original SDP offer from the PoC Client that were also contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server or can be transcoded to the codec(s) contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server

This occurs twice in this subclause

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A0


	

	1577
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.2
	Technical 

iv. The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and the port number(s) to be used for the Talk Burst Control Protocol and optionally “tb-granted” indication as specified in C.3 “SDP Extensions”.

Modify to:

iv The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and Talk Burst Parameters from those contained in the original  SDP offer from the PoC Client that were also contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server or are supported by the PoC Server and can be translated by the PoC Server to those that were contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server

v. optionally “tb-granted” indication as specified in C.3 “SDP Extensions”.

vi. the PoC server's port number for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.

This issue appears in two places in this subclause

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A0


	

	1580
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Technical

ii. The selected codec; 

Be more specific here and cover transcoding:

PROPOSAL:

ii. A codec selected from that contained in the original SDP offer from the PoC Client that were also contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server or can be transcoded to the codec(s) contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server

This occurs three times in this subclause

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution but not yet agreed.

	A0


	

	1581
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Technical 

iv. The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and the port number(s) to be 
used for the Talk Burst Control Protocol and optionally “tb-granted” indication as specified in C.3 “SDP Extensions”.

Modify to:

iv The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and Talk Burst Parameters from those contained in the original  SDP offer from the PoC Client that were also contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server or are supported by the PoC Server and can be translated by the PoC Server to those that were contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server

v. optionally “tb-granted” indication as specified in C.3 “SDP Extensions”.

vi. the PoC server's port number for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.

This issue appears in three places in this subclause

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution but not yet agreed.
	A0


	

	1583
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.4
	Technical

ii. The selected codec; 

Be more specific here and cover transcoding:

PROPOSAL:

ii. A codec selected from that contained in the original SDP offer from the PoC Client that were also contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server or can be transcoded to the codec(s) contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution but not yet agreed.
	A0


	

	1584
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.4
	Technical 

iv. The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and the port number(s) to be used for the Talk Burst Control Protocol and optionally “tb-granted” indication as specified in C.3 “SDP Extensions”.

Modify to:

iv The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and Talk Burst Parameters from those contained in the original  SDP offer from the PoC Client that were also contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server or are supported by the PoC Server and can be translated by the PoC Server to those that were also contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server

v. optionally “tb-granted” indication as specified in C.3 “SDP Extensions”.

vi. the PoC server's port number for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution but not yet agreed.
	A0


	

	1586
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.5
	Technical

ii. The selected codec; 

Be more specific here and cover transcoding:

PROPOSAL:

ii. A codec selected from that contained in the original SDP offer from the PoC Client that were also contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server or can be transcoded to the codec(s) contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution but not yet agreed.
	A0


	

	1587
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.5
	Technical 

iv. The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and the port number(s) to be used for the Talk Burst Control Protocol and optionally “tb-granted” indication as specified in C.3 “SDP Extensions”.

Modify to:

iv The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and Talk Burst Parameters from those contained in the original  SDP offer from the PoC Client that were also contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server or are supported by the PoC Server and can be translated by the PoC Server to those that were also contained in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Server

v. optionally “tb-granted” indication as specified in C.3 “SDP Extensions”.

vi. the PoC server's port number for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 will provide the solution but not yet agreed.
	A0


	

	191 (191)
	2004.11.29
	CP 7.3.2.2.1
	Technical:

Need to determine if Proxy mode is possible and if so add the procedures.

(OMA-POC-2004-1077)
	[2004.12.01]

Valid comment. Solution pending. Discussion based on a contribution will take place.

AI: contribution assigned to Siemens.
Covered with 240.
	A0


	closed 0240R02

	193 (193)
	2004.11.29
	CP 7.3.2.2.1
	Technical:

Need to resolve Editor's Note: Whether it is feasible to send SDP in 183 Session progress needs to be investigated.

Proposal: Replace the Editor's Note with "NOTE: Whether the PoC Server includes an SDP answer in the SIP 183 "Session Progress" response is implementation and service provider policy dependent".

(OMA-POC-2004-1077)
	[2004.12.01]

Valid comment.

Various opinion.

Solution how it is resovled open

AI: Nokia try to obtain the company's position by Friday 3 Dec. 

[2005.01.12]


2005-0226 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A0


	closed, 0226

	2105
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.2.2.1
	Technical:

Only “unconfirmed” case is covered.  Also “Confirmed” case shall be covered.

Nokia to contribute.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia will write the contribution
2005-0096 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A0


	

	302 (299)
	2004.11.30
	CP 7.3.2.2.2
	Technical:

The auto/manual answer race condition description in case of pre-established session case is not consistent with one of the on-demand session case.

(OMA-POC-2004-1093)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: contribution assigned to Nokia.
2005-0238 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A0


	closed,0238R02

	1832
	2004.12.06
	AD 6.1.1
	Technical

The PoC Client MAY:

Support handling of Instant Personal Alert

The PoC Client sending an Instant Personal Alert is optional but it is mandatory to be capable of receiving an Instant Personal Alert

(OMA-POC-2004-1122)
	[2004.12.10]

Need to discuss with REQ

AI: contribution assigned to Nokia
2005-0225 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	closed, 0225R02


	1925
	2004.12.06
	AD 7.1
	Fourth bulletpoint unclear: “Performs authentication and authorization of the PoC user at the PoC Client based on the PoC user’s service profile”. How is this performed?

(OMA-POC-2004-1127)
	[2004.12.10]

Comment unclear. "authorization"

AI: contribution assigned to Vodafone
2005-0225 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	closed, 0225R02

	1858
	2004.12.06
	AD 8.9
	Technical

Timestamp based queuing is missing from this section

(OMA-POC-2004-1122)
	[2004.12.10]

Valid comment.

AI: contribution assigned to RIM/LG
2005-0225 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	closed, 0225R02

	1943
	2004.12.06
	CP
	Re-INVITE is used optionally to make various session modifications (eg put user on hold) this might generate unnecessary charging events in the S-CSCF. UPDATE is more appropriate for that purpose

(OMA-POC-2004-1128)
	[2004.12.13]

Some concern using UPDATE expressed.

AI: Vodafone to check the company opinion.

2005-0240 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	closed, 0240R02

	2440
	2004.12.07
	CP 2.1
	Technical:

Fallback solution is need when the Exploder URI is not provisioned.

Exploder Internet-Draft seems to be missing in Normative References.

Reference to the Internet-Draft shall be added in step 4.

(OMA-POC-2004-1142)
	[2004.12.13]

AI: Nokia to check whether it is correct
2005-0240 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	closed, 0240R02

	952
	2004.12.01
	CP 6.1.3.2.1 bullet 1
	Technical: 

A reference is made to the 6.1.3.1. "General" chapter. The general chapter includes setting of privacy and it seems strange to set privacy on the pre-established session. Should it be done when establishing a PoC Session instead?

(OMA-POC-2004-1104)
	[2004.12.13]

Further consistent investigation needed. Open.
2005-0240 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	closed, 0240R02

	958
	2004.12.01
	CP 6.1.3.2.2 bullet 6
	Technical: 

Privacy is already sent in the initial INVITE (see earlier comment)

(OMA-POC-2004-1104)
	[2004.12.13]

Open
2005-0240 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	closed, 0240R02

	2483
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.2
	Technical/Editorial:

The step 1.a)iii under “Upon receiving a SP 183 …” is not aligned with other similar instances (e.g. in step 2.iii).

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1
	

	1035
	2004.12.01
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Technical: 

Change: IP address and port number at the PoC Client for the RTCP Session   to: IP address and port number at the PoC Client to be used for RTCP  [in 3 places]

(OMA-POC-2004-1104)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	1038
	2004.12.01
	CP 7.2.1.5
	Technical: 

Change: IP address and port number at the PoC Client for the RTCP Session   to: IP address and port number at the PoC Client to be used for RTCP 

(OMA-POC-2004-1104)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 will provide the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	1590
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.8
	Technical:

Upon receiving a SIP REFER request with the method parameter set to “INVITE” the PoC Server: 

This text duplicates that in 7.3.1.5 but is needed when Acting as Controling function.

Also text is incorrect and should be modified to: 

"Upon receiving a SIP REFER request without a “method” uri-parameter in the URI in the Refer-To header or with the URI containing the uri parameter “method”=INVITE” the PoC Server:"

PROPOSAL Split out this subclause to contain a general " SIP REFER request received" subclause that references this text (Similar to 7.3.1.8)

Contribution Required

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia will write the contribution
Should be covered in CP 2005-02-11
	A1


	closed, covered in CP

	189 (189)
	2004.11.29
	CP 7.2.2.4
	Technical:

Checking of the PoC Session termination policies needs to be enhanced to indicate what is done according to the policy.

(OMA-POC-2004-1077)
	[2004.12.01]

Valid comment.

AI: contribution assigned to Nokia.
2005-0096 will provide the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	2096
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.1.14
	Technical: 

Should we specify the PoC settings in the bullet 5 to cover ISB, IAB and AM.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

Contribution required.
2005-0240 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	closed, 0240R02

	1072
	2004.12.01
	CP 7.3.1.2
	Technical:

Change: IP address and port number at the PoC Client for the RTCP Session   to: IP address and port number at the PoC Client to be used for RTCP 

(OMA-POC-2004-1104)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	1620
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.1.2
	Technical

b) The selected codec;

What happens if the PoC Client offers more than one Codec (e.g. both AMR and EVRC)? Can the PoC Server select more than one of them and then use the most appropriate one during the Poc Session?

This clause also needs to indicate that the codec(s) in the answer must be from those that were offered.

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	2058
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.1.2
	Technical:

The bullet 4 covers the positive case, but reject case is missing.

Nokia to contribute. 

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia will write the contribution
2005-0096 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	2059
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.1.2
	Technical:

The bullet 7 is very long including several different items, split it to several bullets.

Nokia to contribute.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia will write the contribution
2005-0096 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	2561
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.2
	Technical/Editorial:

Split step 7 to be more readable.

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]





Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	A1


	closed, covered in CP

	2060
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.1.3
	Technical:

Change “media capabilities” to “Media Parameters” in bullets 1, 2 and 3.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	1073
	2004.12.01
	CP 7.3.1.4
	Technical:

Change: IP address and port number at the PoC Client for the RTCP Session   to: IP address and port number at the PoC Client to be used for RTCP  [in 2 places]

(OMA-POC-2004-1104)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	2564
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.4
	Technical:

Should B2BUA and proxy functionalities be totally separated for better readability?

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia will write the contribution
NOKIA comment:

This can be closed. Withdraw
OPEN
2005-0240 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	closed, 0240R02

	2555
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.4
	Technical:

In step 7b:

Change:

“b) The selected codec

To:

“b) The selected codecs and other media parameters;”

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.



	A1
	

	2559
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.4
	Technical:

In step 7d:

Change:

“d) The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and the port number(s) to be used for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.”

To:

“d) The selected Talk Burst Control Protocols and the port numbers to be used for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.”

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.



	A1
	

	2568
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.5
	Technical:

Align step 4ci3 with other similar steps.

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.



	A1
	

	1075
	2004.12.01
	CP 7.3.1.5
	Technical:

Change: IP address and port number at the PoC Client for the RTCP Session   to: IP address and port number at the PoC Client to be used for RTCP  [in 2 places]

(OMA-POC-2004-1104)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	1185
	2004.12.01
	CP 7.3.1.5
	In bullet (4): The session type is not needed, just a differentiation between users and groups is needed.

(OMA-POC-2004-1106)
	[2005.01.10]


Nokia comment:

This open item should be rejected or withdrawn
	A1


	closed, 0240R02

	1624
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.1.5
	Technical:

"Upon receiving a SIP REFER request where the “method” uri parameter in the Refer-To header is set to “INVITE” the PoC Server:"

Modify to:

"Upon receiving a SIP REFER request without a “method” uri-parameter in the Refer-To header or with the uri parameter “method”=INVITE” the PoC Server:"

NOTE this subclause conflicts with 7.3.1.8 so this modified line should then be moved there.

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia will write the contribution
2005-0240 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	closed, 0240R02

	1630
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.1.5
	Technical

b) Set the supported codecs of the PoC Client

The PoC Server may be willing to do transcoding for the PoC Client and in this case needs to also offer a codec it can transcode to that supported by the PoC Client.

Modify:

b) The codecs offered by the PoC Client and optionally any additional codecs supported by the PoC Server that the PoC Server is able to transcode to a codec offered by the PoC Client.

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

Lucent will write the contribution
2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	1632
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.1.5
	Technical:

4. The offered Talk Burst Control Protocol and the port number(s) for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.
Modify to:

4. The offered Talk Burst Control Protocol, Talk Burst Parameters which must either be a subset of those that were either agreed with the PoC Client during the Pre-established Session establishment as specified in subclause " 7.3.1.2" or are supported by the PoC Server and can be translated by the PoC Server to those agreed with the PoC Client during the Pre-established Session establishment

5.  the port number(s) for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	2068
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.1.5
	Technical:

Restructure the bullet 4. c) to be similar as corresponding bullets in elsewhere in the document.

Nokia to contribute.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	A1


	

	2556
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.5
	Technical:

In step 7b:

Change:

“b) The selected codec

To:

“b) The selected codecs and other media parameters;”

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.




	A1
	

	2560
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.5
	Technical:

In step 7d:

Change:

“d) The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and the port number(s) to be used for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.”

To:

“d) The selected Talk Burst Control Protocols and the port numbers to be used for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.”

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.



	A1
	

	1977
	2004.12.06
	CP 6.1.3.3.1
	Technical:

Not consistent with the IETF Internet draft [draft-URI-list]. According to the [draft-URI-list] the PoC Server sends 200 OK before it has received a response from any invited Client/User. Thus receiving 180 before 200 OK is not consistent with the draft.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2004.12.20]

AI: Nokia to write contribution.
NOKIA comment:  


OPEN
	B0


	

	2293
	2004.12.06
	CP 6.1.3.3.2
	Technical:

“1. SHALL store the content of the received Contact header as the PoC Session Identity; and,”

This is wrong in case Participating PoC Server acts as B2BUA, because only the Participating PoC Server can resolve it to the PoC Session Identity of the Pre-arranged/Chat PoC Group.

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.20]

Which PoC session? PoC client point of view, is it relevant?

Adding a note may be useful

"NOTE: when the PoC server performing the controling PoC function acting B2BUA, PoC session ID received in the contact header is not the same as the PoC session identity known to the PoC server. performning the PoC function"
NOKIA comment:

2293 (OPEN) Contribution needed.

NOTE proposal is very strange.
2005-0271 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B0


	

	2294
	2004.12.06
	CP 6.1.3.3.3
	Technical:

“1. SHALL store the content of the received Contact header as the PoC Session Identity; and,”

This is wrong in case Participating PoC Server acts as B2BUA, because only the Participating PoC Server can resolve it to the PoC Session Identity of the Pre-arranged/Chat PoC Group.

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.20]

The same as [2293]


OPEN
2005-0271 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B0
	

	2431
	2004.12.07
	CP 6.1.7
	Technical:

In step 9:

Should we say that the REFER is sent within the SIP dialog? How to specify the dialog?

What do we do in case when a PoC User wants to add other PoC Users to a Pre-arranged PoC Group Session via Pre-established Session? The Pre-arranged Group Session is hosted on Controlling PoC Server. Within what SIP dialog the REFER is sent in this case? According to my understanding REFER has to be sent outside any SIP dialog. If this is the case, it has impact at least on sub-clause 7.1 and 7.3.1.8. We also need to set Accept-Contact. How to authenticate the Inviting PoC User on the Controlling PoC Server if the request is sent outside an existing dialog?

(OMA-POC-2004-1142)
	[2005.01.10]

Open. Discussion ongoing.
NOKIA comment:

2431 (OPEN): Nokia contribution 148 in Frankfurt partly covers this
OPEN
2005-0148R01 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B0


	closed, 0148R02

	2042
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.2
	Technical:

Not consistent with the IETF Internet Draft [draft-URI-list]. According to the [draft-URI-list] the PoC Server sends 200 OK before it has received a response from any invited Client/User. 

Thus receiving 183 before 200 OK is not consistent with the draft.

After “Upon receiving 200 OK” the bullet 1 is not consistent with the IEF draft..

After “Upon receiving  final response” the bullet 1 is not consistent with the IETF draft.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

Ericsson will write the contribution.

NOKIA comment:


OPEN
	B0


	

	2494
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Technical:

In the step 2 Group Session Identity is missing (joining case). Is it possible to recognize Group Session Identity with the specification in step 2c of 7.1?

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

"Group Identity" -> "PoC Group Identity", 

Editor will take care of this comment.
NOKIA comment:

2494, 2495 (OPEN):

Is the case where PoC User joins in the Pre-arranged PoC Group Session covered (i.e. couldn’t accept the INVITE but sends an INVITE later by himself to the PoC Group Session. Evidently no. Should be handled in 7.2.1.3.

Change needed in 085 in 7.1.1.
This is the case where the PoC User joins to the Pre-arranged Group with PoC Session Identity (received in the Contact header).

OPEN
2005-0272 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B0


	closed, 0272

	605 (591)
	2004.12.01
	UP 9.3
	Technical:

T11 shall always be shorter than T1. In case of NNI there is no guarantee, that these timers fulfill this rule, because they are not at all tied to together.  The timer value negotiation procedure should be specified (although it should be optional to use).

(OMA-POC-2004-1101)
	[2005.01.11]

2005-0024 will provide the solution
NOKIA:  24 covers the comemtn  #600, but not #605.
Covered by 274.
	B0


	closed
0274R01

	1857
	2004.12.06
	AD 8.8
	Editorial

A PoC user MAY request privacy for the identity of the user meaning that the PoC Address of the user is hidden from other PoC users.  The PoC Client SHALL use mechanisms defined in [RFC3323] and [RFC3325] to request privacy for the identity, i.e. the user’s PoC Address. 

RFC 3323 and RFc 3325 are not in the references

(OMA-POC-2004-1122)
	[2004.12.07]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to AD Editor
NOKIA comment:

1857, (2209): OPEN: We desided in Vienna to remove RFC3323 because it has nothing to do with PoC privacy. Correction needed in AD, also in CP. A contributioin is needed to remove RFC3323 from several sub-clauses.
OPEN
2005-0225 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1

	closed, 0225R02

	1969
	2004.12.06
	AD General
	Editorial:

“Display name” should be changed to e.g. “Nick name”, because OMA PoC doesn’t specify what exactly is displayed to the user.  In some circumstances the PoC Client may show a local display name, which is different from the one received over the air.

(OMA-POC-2004-1131)
	[2004.12.07]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to AD Editor
Not done.
2005-0225 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1

	closed, 0225R02

	2444
	2004.12.07
	CP 6.1.12.1
	Technical:

Step 1: 6.1.4.1 doesn’t contain SDP offer generation. What would be the correct reference?

(OMA-POC-2004-1142)
	[2004.12.13]

This comment is covered in [1546]
NOKIA comment:

1546, 2444 (CLOSED):

But the same change is needed also in 6.1.4.2,  6.1.4.3,  6.1.4.4 and 6.1.4.5. OPEN
2005-0241 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.

	B1


	closed, 0241R01

	2296
	2004.12.06
	CP 6.1.4.2
	Technical/Editorial:

To clarify make change:

“When the PoC Client wants to set a media component on hold the PoC Client:”

To:

“When the PoC Client sets a media component on hold the PoC Client:”

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.20]

Rather editorial

Editor can do this
NOKIA comment:

2296, 2303 (OPEN) Change done isn't aligned with the comment.
Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2303
	2004.12.06
	CP 6.1.4.3
	Technical/Editorial:

To clarify make change:

“When the PoC Client wants to activate a media component, the PoC Client:”

To:

“When the PoC Client activates a media component, the PoC Client:”

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.20]

Editor to do this change
NOKIA comment:

2296, 2303 (OPEN) Change done isn't aligned with the comment.
Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2417
	2004.12.07
	CP 6.1.5.2
	Technical:

In the third last paragraph, should the response code be 2xx or 202. In similar situation of 6.1.3.2.2 response 202 is sent. Which one should be used? According to RFC3515 at least both 200 and 202 seems to be possible. So 2xx might be the correct.

(OMA-POC-2004-1142)
	[2005.01.10]

Editor will take care of this comment.


Covered in CP-2005-02-11.


2005-0270 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	closed, 0270R02

	2429
	2004.12.07
	CP 6.1.7
	Technical:

Replace the step 5 correcting the reference:

“5. MAY include in the Require header the option-tag “norefersub” according to rules and procedures of [draft-multiple-refer];”

with the following:

“MAY include “norefersub” option tag in a Require header according to rules and procedures of draft-olson-sipping-refer-extensions-01;”

Reference has to be added to 2.1.

(OMA-POC-2004-1142)
	[2005.01.10]



OPEN
2005-0148R01 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	closed, 0148R02

	2439
	2004.12.07
	CP 6.1.9
	Technical:

Fallback solution is need when the Exploder URI is not provisioned.

Exploder Internet-Draft seems to be missing in Normative References.

Reference to the Internet-Draft shall be added in step 4.

(OMA-POC-2004-1142)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia will write the contribution.
NOKIA comment:

2439 (OPEN):
2005-0240 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.

	B1


	closed, 0240R02

	2548
	2004.12.07
	CP 6.2.1.1
	Technical:

Authoricated Originator’s PoC Address is missing in the response.

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

Editor will take care of this comment.
NOKIA comment:

2548 (OPEN)

Contribution needed.
2005-0241 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	closed, 0241R01

	2475
	2004.12.07
	CP 7
	When anonymity is requested, it is not specified what a B2BUA inserts in the From header.

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

B2BUA is not needed in this case.

If needed, contribution required.
NOKIA comment:

2475 (OPEN)
Covered by 264.
	B1


	

	2478
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.1
	Technical:

In the steps 1a and 1b under the “Upon receiving a SIP SUBSRIBE …” Group Identity is not defined under 3.2 Definitions. Should it be better to say “to a identity identifying a PoC Group” instead of “to a Group Identity identifying a PoC Group”?

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Editor will take care of this comment


Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2495
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.1
	Technical:

In the step 2 Group Session Identity is missing (joining case). Is it possible to recognize Group Session Identity with the specification in step 2c of 7.1?

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia will write the contribution.
NOKIA comment:

2494, 2495 (OPEN):

Is the case where PoC User joins in the Pre-arranged PoC Group Session covered (i.e. couldn’t accept the INVITE but sends an INVITE later by himself to the PoC Group Session. Evidently no. Should be handled in 7.2.1.3.

Not covered by 085 in 7.1.1.
OPEN
2005-0272 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	closed, 0272

	1569
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.1
	Technical

Allow header is not specified to be included in the Provisional Response and the Authenticated Originator's PoC Address is also not specified to be included in the provisional response.

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

Editor will take care of this comment.
Authenticated Originator's PoC Address part is only partly solved.

Partly OPEN
2005-0267 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1
	closed, 0267

	2515
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.10
	Technical:

Is the word “respectively” missing in the end of the step 2?

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Contribution required.

Nokia will write the contribution.




Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2517
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.12
	Technical:

Exploder functionality is missing. If not specified, should we route to an Exploder service? Or is it the Client which has to put correct URI in the Request-URI?

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia will write the contribution.
NOKIA comment:

2517 (OPEN)
2005-0240 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	closed, 0240R02

	2039
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.15
	Technical:

Add adding policy for ad-hoc group sessions.  Either initiator or any Participant is allowed to add Participants to the Ad-hoc PoC Session. 

Nokia to contribute.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

2004-1183R01 provides the solution.
Not covered, is this rejected ?
2005-0241 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	closed, 0241R01

	2482
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.2
	Technical:

What step 4 really wants to say? Actually a Conference URI is allocated.

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Ericsson will write the contribution




Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
1-1 case missing.
OPEN
2005-0266 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	closed, 0266

	2484
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.2
	Technical:

Because there may be other media parameters, make the following changes in step ii/b (several places)

Change:

“The selected codec;”

To:

“The selected codec and other media parameters;”

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but nor yet agreed.




	B1


	

	2488
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.2
	Technical:

Add the following as the last paragraph:

“When the SIP/IP Core corresponds with 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS, the PoC Server SHALL use 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS mechanisms according to rules and procedures of  [TS24.229] / [3GPP2 X.S0013.4] with the clarifications given in this subclause.”

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Editor will take care of this comment.


Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2503
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.2
	Technical:

The NOTE before the last paragraph in 7.2.1.4 should be copied also to 7.2.1.2 and 7.2.1.3. It should be normative text  as in step 11 of 7.2.1.5.

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Editor will take care of this comment

Added in subclauses 7.2.1.2 and 7.2.1.3.
Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
Not implemented in 7.2.1.2 and 7.2.1.3.

OPEN
Covered in 2005-0243 but not yet agreed.
	B1


	

	2485
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Technical:

Because there may be other media parameters, make the following changes in step ii/b (several places)

Change:

“The selected codec;”

To:

“The selected codec and other media parameters;”

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.


	B1


	

	2489
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Technical:

Add the following as the last paragraph:

“When the SIP/IP Core corresponds with 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS, the PoC Server SHALL use 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS mechanisms according to rules and procedures of  [TS24.229] / [3GPP2 X.S0013.4] with the clarifications given in this subclause.”

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Editor will take care of this comment.


Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2496
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Technical:

Should not continue to step 3 from step 2 in error case.

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Editor will take care of this comment.


Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2499
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Technical/Editorial:

The step 2)iii under “if the group has …” is not aligned with other similar instances (e.g. in step 2)iii. under 183 response receiving).

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.



	B1


	

	2501
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Technical:

Should set-up and joining case be separate sub-clauses? In joining case no 180, 183 nor 200 response has to be waited. Joining case is described also in 7.2.1.4. Evidently these 

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Contribution required. Nokia will write the contribution.
NOKIA comment:

2501 (OPEN): Covered by 90, but not yet agreed.
OPEN
	B1


	

	2504
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Technical:

The NOTE before the last paragraph in 7.2.1.4 should be copied also to 7.2.1.2 and 7.2.1.3. It should be normative text  as in step 11 of 7.2.1.5.

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Agreed according to another comment


Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
Not implemented in 7.2.1.2 and 7.2.1.3.

OPEN
Covered in 2005-0243 but not yet agreed.
	B1


	

	2486
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.4
	Technical:

Because there may be other media parameters, make the following changes in step ii/b (several places)

Change:

“The selected codec;”

To:

“The selected codec and other media parameters;”

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.



	B1


	

	2487
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.5
	Technical:

Because there may be other media parameters, make the following changes in step ii/b (several places)

Change:

“The selected codec;”

To:

“The selected codec and other media parameters;”

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Editor will take care of this comment.


2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.


	B1


	

	2506
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.6
	Editorial:

Proposal: Make the following changes:

Change:

The PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function SHALL allow only those PoC Users to join in the Pre-arranged PoC Session that it hosts who

-
are members of the pre-arranged group i.e. authenticated originators PoC Adrress of the joining user matches to the authorization rule allowing <join-handling> action as specified  in [POC XDM Specification].

The PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function SHALL allow only those PoC Users to join in the chat Session that it hosts who

are members of the Chat PoC group i.e. authe nticated originated originatoräs PoC Address of joining user matches to the authorization rule allowing <join-handling> action as specified in [POC XDM Specification].

To:

The PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function SHALL allow only those PoC Users to join in the Pre-arranged PoC Group Session that it hosts who

are members of the Pre-arranged PoC Group i.e. Authenticated Originator’s PoC Address of the joining User matches to the authorization rule allowing <join-handling> action as specified  in [POC XDM Specification].

The PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function SHALL allow only those PoC Users to join in the Chat PoC Group Session that it hosts who

are members of the Chat PoC Group i.e. Authenticated Originator’s PoC Address of the joining User matches to the authorization rule allowing <join-handling> action as specified in [POC XDM Specification].

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2004.12.07]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to CP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by CP editor.
NOKIA comment:

2506 (OPEN partly) The first paragraph of the original comment is still open.

The original comment seems to be destroyded in this entry.
OPEN partly?
2005-0241 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	closed, 0241R01

	1602
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.9.2
	Technical

Upon receiving a SIP BYE request within a Pre-established Session the PoC Server:

1. SHALL perform for every Participant of the PoC Session (except for the owner of the Pre-established Session) the procedures as specified in subclause 7.2.2.4 “Remove of PoC Participant from the PoC Session”:

2. SHALL remove the owner from the PoC Session by performing the procedures as specified in subclause 7.3.2.6.2 “BYE request – on pre-established case”;

3. SHALL send a notification of the current state of the PoC Session terminating the existing subscription to the conference state event package for each PoC Address of the PoC Group members who have subscribed conference state event package, as specified in subclause 7.2.1.10 “PoC Session Participant Information Request”;

The above text is a different function to the rest of this subclause.

Proposal move to a new subclause

7.2.1.9.3 SIP BYE request received within a Pre-established Session

And replace reference to 7.2.1.10 “PoC Session Participant Information Request”;

With 

7.2.1.11.2 “Generating a SIP NOTIFY request”;

(OMA-POC-2004-1118)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia will write the contribution




Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2514
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.2.1.9.2
	Technical/Editorial:

Would it be more readable to move the SIP BYE handling is separate sub-clause?

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

See after Nokia contribution on [1602]




Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2551
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.1
	Technical:

What happens to the subscriptions done with the address generated in step 6 after the session is terminated?

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

Open.

Contribution needed if this is added.
NOKIA comment:

2551 (OPEN)
2005-0271 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	

	2554
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.2
	Technical:

In step 7b:

Change:

“b) The selected codec

To:

“b) The selected codecs and other media parameters;”

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution



	B1


	

	2557
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.2
	Technical:

Align step 7c with other similar steps.

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]





Covered in CP 2005-02-11
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2558
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.2
	Technical:

In step 7d:

Change:

“d) The selected Talk Burst Control Protocol and the port number(s) to be used for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.”

To:

“d) The selected Talk Burst Control Protocols and the port numbers to be used for the Talk Burst Control Protocol.”

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

2005-0090 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.



	B1


	

	2565
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.4
	Technical:

Step 2b:

Change:

“b) The selected codec ”

To:

“b) The selected codec and other media paremeters;”

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

Editor will take care of this comment.


Covered by contribution 2005-0090, but not yet agreed.

	B1


	

	2569
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.1.5
	Technical/Editorial:

Clean step 4.

(OMA-POC-2004-1146)
	[2005.01.10]

Unclear comment
NOKIA comment:

2569 (OPEN): Covered by 90, but not yet agreed.

	B1


	

	2573
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.2.1
	Technical:

What happens to the subscriptions done with the address generated in step 6 after the session is terminated?

(OMA-POC-2004-1147)
	[2005.01.10]

Already discussed. We do not think it problem. Contribution required if it is found problem.
NOKIA comment:

2573 (OPEN). This may be a problem.
OPEN partly
2005-0271 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	

	2100
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.2.2
	Technical

Use values “accept”, “reject” and “pass” as specified in the XDM Specification.

Nokia to contribute.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

2004-1183R01 provides the solution

Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2529
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.2.2.1
	Technical:

Error response handling is missing.

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Ericsson will write the contribution


Covered in CP-2005-02-11.
	B1


	closed, covered in CP

	2530
	2004.12.07
	CP 7.3.2.2.2
	Technical:

Error response handling is missing.

(OMA-POC-2004-1143)
	[2005.01.10]

Ericsson will write the contribution
NOKIA comment:

2530 (OPEN)
2005-0241 and 2005-0281 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	B1


	partly closed, 0241R01

	2146
	2004.12.06
	CP F.1.9
	Technical:

Shall be clarified if auto answer is mandatory and manual answer is optional.  See RD 6.1.4.3, there manual answer is clearly optional, but difficult to say, if auto answer is mandatory.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

Nokia to clarify the requirement.

Will be covered by 227, but not yet agreed. 
	B1


	closed, 0227R01

	727
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.1
	Normative text in the Talk Burst Revoke bullet. Change to informative text

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

Already done

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
	B1


	closed, 0244

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

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

2004-1174 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

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


	closed, 0251

	047 (047)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.2.7.4.1
	Technical:

Clarify the step 3 “… and fulfills conditions to be activated …”.  Which conditions ?

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: contribution assigned to Motorola

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1168R03 provided the solution and agreed.
Not covered.
	B1


	closed,
0244

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

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

2004-1168 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

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


	closed, 0251

	700
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.3.4
	What about RTCP?

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

2005-0021 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2005-0021R01 provided the solution and agreed.
	B1


	closed, 0253

	068 (068)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.3.5
	Editorial:

Change in the figure “TB_Connect” to “Connect” and “TB_Disconnect” to “Disconnect”

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
	B1


	closed, 0244

	075 (075)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.3.5.3.5
	Technical:

Add a bullet between existing 1 and 2:

SHALL stop timers T15 (Conenct message re-transmit) and T16 (Disconnect message re-transmit) if running

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

Valid comment.

It was also felt the general needs for stating stop/start timers every applicable point.

AI: contribution assigned to Motorola.
Rejected, because …
	B1


	closed, 0255R01

	130 (130)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.4.2
	Technical:

The sentence “When a PoC Session is terminated (by either the PoC Client or PoC Server), the PoC Server follows a two stage procedure.” needs changes, because the PoC Session is always disclosed by the PoC Server.  (Additionally “termination” is a problematic term, because the session is terminated in the PoC Client B also in the initiation phase.)

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

Valid comment.

Solution will be included in the contribution on [128].

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1175R01 and OMA-POC-2005-0007R01 provided the solution and agreed.

Covered in UP-2005-02-02.
	B1


	closed, covered in UP

	703
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.4.3.2
	The state transition show sending of TB messages while the procedures do not mention that

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

2004-1175 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

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


	closed, 0268R02

	704
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.4.3.2.4
	Section heading do not correspond to trigger in figure

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

2004-1175 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

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


	closed, 0268R02

	705
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.4.3.3.6
	The state transition show sending of TB messages while the procedures do not mention that

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

2004-1175 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

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


	closed, 0268R02

	143 (143)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.4.4.1
	Technical:

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

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

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

AI: contribution assigned to Motorola.

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

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


	closed, 0244

	151 (151)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.4.4.6.3
	Technical:

This subclause is likely wrong.

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

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

Valid comment.

Impact on 6.4.4.6.2.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1175R01 provided the solution and agreed.
Not covered ?  Rejected ?
	B1


	closed,
0251

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

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

2004-1175 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

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


	closed, 0251

	153 (153)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.4.4.9.1
	Technical:

Should we also stop all running timers, when entering to ‘start-stop’ state ?

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

Valid comment.

Similar issue as [075].

AI: contribution assigned to Motorola.

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

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


	closed, 0255R01

	1970
	2004.12.06
	AD 1 (valid for CP and UP, too)
	Technical:

It is not clear that V1.0 means PoC release 1.0.  This should be mentioned in the clause 1 Scope.

(OMA-POC-2004-1131)
	[2004.12.10]

OMA process defines V1 well. AD may need to mention V1 and no action required for other specs.

AI: editor to find the solution.
[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by AD editor.

2005-0225 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	B2

	closed, 0225R02

	2545
	2004.12.07
	All
	Technical:

Check that in the end of resolving the consistency review comments the definitions are consistent among all PoC specifications (maybe RD should have own definitions).

(OMA-POC-2004-1145)
	Re-check is needed.
	B2

	closed, 0225R02

	2219
	2004.12.06
	CP 2.1
	Editorial:

“http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-sipping-multiple-refer-01.txt”

Add ‘URL:’ in the beginning.

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.07]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to CP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by CP editor.


Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	B2


	closed,
covered in CP

	2229
	2004.12.06
	CP 3.2
	Technical:

Chat PoC Group

“A persistent Group for which each Group member individually joins the PoC Session”

To:

Make the following changes:

“A persistent Group to which a PoC User individually joins to have a PoC Session with other joined PoC Users”

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.13]

Modify "... with other PoC Users who have also joined". Agreed.

AI: Editor to include this change

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by CP editor.


Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	B2


	closed,

covered in CP

	2234
	2004.12.06
	CP 3.2
	Technical:

PoC Session Identifier

is used only in steps 5 and 7 of D.7.1 while “PoC Session Identity” is used in step 1. 

Proposal: It would be more readable to use “PoC Session Identity” in steps 5 and 7 of D.7.1 and remove “PoC Session Identifier” from 3.2.

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.13]

Agreed

AI: Editor to include this change

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by CP editor.


Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	B2


	closed,

covered in CP

	2237
	2004.12.06
	CP 3.2
	Technical:

Unconfirmed Indication

Proposal: Make the following changes:

“The indication of readiness to receive media before PoC Server has received confirmation from downstream elements of readiness to receive media”

To:

“The Unconfirmed Indication is returned by the PoC Server to confirm that it is ready to receive media before it has received confirmation from downstream elements of readiness to receive media”

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.13]

Basic idea agreed?

AI: Nokia to write contribution


2005-0241 will provide a solution, but not yet agreed.
	B2


	closed,
0241R01

	2239
	2004.12.06
	CP 3.2
	Technical:

User Plane

Make the following changes:

“Media and media control signaling between the PoC Client and PoC Server for push to talk over cellular (PoC) service.”

To:

“Media and media control signaling between the PoC Client and PoC Server as well as between PoC Servers for push to talk over cellular (PoC) service.”

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.13]

Agreed

AI: Editor to include this change

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by CP editor.



Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	B2


	closed,

covered in CP

	2305
	2004.12.06
	CP 6.1.4.5
	Technical:

To align with other sub-clause of 6.1.4, make the changes:

“1. SHALL generate either a SIP UPDATE request or a SIP re-INVITE request. A SIP UPDATE request MAY be used only if the PoC Server has indicated support for the SIP UPDATE method;”

To:

“1. SHALL generate either a SIP UPDATE request or a SIP re-INVITE request as specified in subclause 6.1.4.1 "General".”

(OMA-POC-2004-1141)
	[2004.12.20]

Editor to do this change



Covered in CP 2005-02-11.

	B2


	closed,

covered in CP

	2430
	2004.12.07
	CP 6.1.7
	Technical:

In the first NOTE: “INVITE” --> “REFER request”

(OMA-POC-2004-1142)
	[2005.01.10]

Open. Discussion ongoing.
NOKIA comment:

2430 (OPEN): Nokia contribution 148 in Frankfurt
OPEN
2005-0148R01 provides the solution, but not yet agreed.
	B2


	closed
0148R02

	2437
	2004.12.07
	CP 6.1.9
	Technical:

The concepts used in the bullet points 3a and 3c are not defined in sub-clause 3.2. Should they? Should also the one in 3b?

(OMA-POC-2004-1142)
	[2005.01.10]

Contribution needed. 

Ericsson will write the contribution.


Changed “dial-in” to “dialled-in and “dial-out” to “dialled-out”.
Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	B2


	closed,

covered in CP

	2009
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.2.1.3
	Editorial:

Change :

“SIP xx, 5xx or 6xx final response” 

to 

“SIP 4xx, 5xx or 6xx final response”.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2004.12.07]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to CP Editor

Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	B2


	closed,

covered in CP

	2111
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.2.2.2
	Editorial:

Change “accepted” to “accept” to be inline with [POC XDM Specification].

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2004.12.07]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to CP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by CP editor.

Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	B2


	closed,

covered in CP

	2129
	2004.12.06
	CP 7.3.2.7
	Technical:

Change accept list to access rules and use in the XDM specification defined parameters. Accept, reject and pass.

Nokia to contribute.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2005.01.10]

2004-1183R01 provides the solution

Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	B2


	closed,

covered in CP

	2142
	2004.12.06
	CP F
	Editorial:

Should we have more comprehensive description about the syntax of SCR tables as PAG has in the POC-XDM Specification ?  (Valid also for UP).

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2004.12.07]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to CP Editor

Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	B2


	closed,

covered in CP

	1975
	2004.12.06
	CP General
	Editorial:

“Display name” should be changed to e.g. “Nick name”, because OMA PoC doesn’t specify what exactly is displayed to the user.  In some circumstances the PoC Client may show a local display name, which is different from the one received over the air.

(OMA-POC-2004-1132)
	[2004.12.07]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to CP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by CP editor.

Covered in CP 2005-02-11.
	B2


	closed,

covered in CP

	684
	2004.12.01
	UP 2.1
	OMA-POC-RD, OMA-POC-AD, OMA-POC-CP references need update

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

Already done
Re-update needed.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	687
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.1
	Talk Burst Acknowledgement bullet: all text is underlined

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

Editor will take care of this comment.

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not done.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	028 (028)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.2.5
	Editorial:

Change “TB Grant” in the figure to “tb-granted”.

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not done. tb_granted used in CP.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	734
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.2.5
	Technical: 

The Note 2 is not true. "The TB_Ack message is only sent if the PoC Server performing the Participating PoC Function wants an acknowledgement reply on the TB_Taken message, which is indicated using the subtype field." It is also sent in case of a Disconnect or Connect message. The Note 2 can be removed

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

2004-1174 will provide the solution
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	739
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.2.5.3.2
	provide TBCP Talk Burst Taken message to the PoC User. Change message to notification

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

2004-1174 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	770
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.2.7.1
	Technical: 

The triggers shown in the figure do not always corresponds to the name of the procedures some triggers is missing. One example S: Session LockIn is wrong. Add triggers in parenthesis in the section header as in Section 6.2.5. The example the figure shows SDP LockIn

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

2004-1168 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1168R03 provided the solution and agreed.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0286R01

	773
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.2.7.4
	Technical: 

The triggers shown in the figure do not always corresponds to the name of the procedures some triggers is missing. One example S: Session LockIn is wrong. Add triggers in parenthesis in the section header as in Section 6.2.5. The example the figure shows SDP LockIn

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

2004-1168 will provide the solution
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0286R01

	052 (052)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.2.8.2.5
	Editorial:

Change style in the first bullet “PoC” to Italic.

Change style in the second bullet “specified” in Italic to non-Italic.

Change style in the third bullet “Client” in Italic to non-Italic.

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not done (specified).
	B2


	closed, 0244

	066 (066)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.3.3
	Editorial:

Change the sentence:

“If the PoC Session uses over a Pre-established Session, the PoC Pre-established Session state machine returns to the ‘G: Pre-established session_Idle’ state, as specified in subclause 6.3.4 “Pre-established Session state diagrams – basic.”. “

To

"If the PoC Session uses a Pre-established Session, the PoC Pre-established Session state machine returns to the ‘G: Pre-established session_Not_in_use’ state, as specified in subclause 6.3.5 “Pre-established Session state diagrams – basic.”"

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not done.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	803
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.3.5.2.2
	Technical: 

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

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

2005-0011 will provide the solution
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0251

	082 (082)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.3.5.5.2
	Editorial:

Change T15 (Talk Burst Disconnect message re-transmit) to T16 (Disconnect message re-transmit)

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Covered in UP-2005-02-02. 
	B2


	closed, covered in UP

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

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

2004-1170 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1170R03 provided the solution and agreed.
Not covered ?
	B2


	closed, 0251

	820
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.3.6.4.1
	Editorial: 

Reoccurring numbers in bullet lists

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	825
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.3.7  subsections
	Technical: 

The triggers shown in the figure do not always corresponds to the name of the procedures some triggers is missing. One example S: Session LockIn is wrong. Add triggers in parenthesis in the section header as in Section 6.2.5. The example the figure shows SDP LockIn.

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

2004-1171 will provide the solution

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

OMA-POC-2004-1171R02 provided the solution and agreed.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0276R01

	113 (113)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.3.7.3.1
	Editorial:

Change the “Participating PoC Function” to “PoC Server performing the Participating PoC Function” or “PoC Server”.

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	134 (134)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.4.3.2.5
	Editorial:

Change “talk burst request” to “Talk Burst Request”.

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
No consistency when writing the name of these messages.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	138 (138)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.4.4 and subclauses
	Editorial:

Change “talk burst” to “Talk Burst” and “talk burst request” to “Talk Burst Request”.

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
No consistency when writing the name of these messages.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	844
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.4.4.3.3
	Editorial: 

Reoccurring numbers in bullet list 

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	845
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.4.4.3.4
	Editorial: 

Reoccurring numbers in bullet list 

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	849
	2004.12.01
	UP 6.4.4.8
	Technical: 

The text is not represented by the figure. Add bubbles to figure

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

2004-1175 will provide the solution
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0269R01

	154 (154)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.5 and all subclauses
	Editorial:

Change “talk burst” to “Talk Burst” and “talk burst request” to “Talk Burst Request”.

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
No consistency when writing the name of these messages.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	161 (161)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.5.4.1.3
	Editorial:

Change “talk request” to “Talk Burst Request”.

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
No consistency when writing the name of these messages.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	163 (163)
	2004.11.25
	UP 6.5.8.1.4
	Editorial:

Change “preemptive” to “pre-emptive”.

(OMA-POC-2004-1068)
	[2004.11.26]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered in text (pre-empted).
	B2


	closed, 0244

	609 (595)
	2004.12.01
	UP B.1.1.1
	Editorial:

Correct the sentence:

“Figure 13 “Talk burst request procedure at PoC Session establishmen – On-demand PoC Sessiont” shows the message flow for the scenario.”

To say:

Figure 13 “Talk Burst Request procedure at PoC Session establishment – On-demand Session case” shows the message flow for the scenario.

(OMA-POC-2004-1101)
	[2004.12.01]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Covered in UP-2005-02-02.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	892
	2004.12.01
	UP B.1.1.2
	Editorial: 

Section heading say: Talk burst request procedure…Change to Talk Burst Request procedure…

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	894
	2004.12.01
	UP B.2
	Editorial: 

Section heading say: Talk burst idle procedure. Change to Talk Burst Idle procedure

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	895
	2004.12.01
	UP B.3
	Editorial: 

Section heading say: Talk Burst request... Change to Talk Burst Request…

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	622 (608)
	2004.12.01
	UP B.3.1
	Editorial:

Change “talk burst request” to “Talk Burst Request”.

(OMA-POC-2004-1101)
	[2004.12.01]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
No consistency when writing the name of these messages.
	B2


	closed, 0244

	896
	2004.12.01
	UP B.3.1
	Editorial: 

ection heading say: …talk burst request... Change to ...Talk Burst Request

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	897
	2004.12.01
	UP B.3.2
	Editorial: 

Section heading say: Talk burst request procedure…Change to Talk Burst Request procedure…

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	898
	2004.12.01
	UP B.4 
	Editorial: 

Section heading say: Talk burst revoke procedure. Change to Talk Burst Revoke procedure

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	901
	2004.12.01
	UP B.5
	Editorial: 

Section heading say: Talk burst release procedure. Change to Talk Burst Release procedure

(OMA-POC-2004-1103)
	[2004.12.03]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.
Not covered.
	B2
	closed, 0244

	633 (619)
	2004.12.01
	UP B.6
	Editorial:

Change in the figure 28 the solid lines 1. RTCP RR and 2. RTCP R to dotted lines, because they are optional.

(OMA-POC-2004-1101)
	[2004.12.01]

Valid comment.

AI: correction assigned to UP Editor

[2005.01.12 (PoC#17)]

Correction included by UP editor.  Problems with visibility of the arrows.
	B2


	closed, 0244


4 Intellectual Property Rights Considerations

None known.

5 Recommendation

It is proposed to correct the Consistency Review report and the specifications according to the given status comments.
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