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Meeting Minutes

	Group:
	POC WG
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Format:
	Teleconference

	Date:
	10 Apr 2007

	Chair:
	Craig Rhoades, Sprint, craig.c.rhoades@mail.sprint.com

	Secretary:
	


Agenda

See OMA-POC-2007-0034-AGENDA_10Apr2007_CC_PoC_2.0  (or agreed revision)
Attendees

See meeting details on Portal.

Next meetings

See Portal.
Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

Document Disposition

See Portal.
Minutes

1. Roll Call

Participants were reminded to register for the conference call on the portal.
2. Call for Scribe

Craig Rhoades will be scribe.
3. IPR Call

Each Member will use its reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as it becomes aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification. Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration. These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.
The Chair read the IPR call. No IPRs were declared.
4. Review and Agree Agenda
	Document Identifier
	Disposition

	Comments

	OMA-POC-2007-0034-AGENDA_10Apr2007_CC_PoC_2.0
	Agreed
	


5. R&A Results, 3/29 – 4/3
It is assumed that the PoC V 2.0 contributions held open from the Washington DC meeting are included in the CONRR, and therefore are included in the agenda for discussion.
5.1. R&A Agreed CRs for Ratification
The following documents were ratified and Agreed without objection:

	
	Document 
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0127R03-CR_CP_D185_6.1.3.2.x_corrections
	Agreed
	

	2 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0299R01-INP_Additional_CONRR_Comments_from_San_Francisco_meeting.
	Agreed
	

	3 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0353R01-CR_UP_CONRR_E462_E464_Cleaning_7.3.ZIP
	Agreed
	


5.2. R&A Comments with no objections CRs
The following documents were discussed and assigned the disposition noted in the table below:

	
	Document 
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0011R04-CR_PoC_XDMS_F29_30_32_34_35_36_38_39_40_41_43_solve_ENs_in_5.1.x
	Noted

R05 Agreed

	R05 Was presented. 

Mr. Sedlacek Ivo:
A small issue - missing invite-members means that the PoC Group is Chat PoC Group. The sentence could be updated to "MAY include an element - if "true", it is a Pre-arranged PoC Group, if "false" or missing, it is a Chat PoC Group" 

Mr. Skedinger Bert:
5.1.1: Interpretation of values for "invite-members" should be included as a clarification in the subclause 5.1.7 "Data semantics" instead.

	2 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0239R01-CR_Queue_position_bug_fix.
	R02 Agreed
	R01 Was presented.

The second comment below was not Agreed. Do not incorporate second comment given below. R02 contains the change recommended in the first comment below.
Mr. Sedlacek Ivo:
Two small issues
1) can you please change "un-queued" to "not queued". "un-queued" is rather unclear to me while "not queued" is clear. 
2) would it make sense to distinguish two "not queued" cases - a) "not queued and not granted" = 65534 and b) "not queued and granted" = 65533 (sorry to come with it so late)?


	3 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0240R03-INP_Updated_RD_to_check
	Noted
	Telefonica sent an email against this document that will be incorporated in the next revision. 

The RD updated after the Frankfurt meeting is intended to be the one sent to the REQ WG. 


	4 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0260R02-CR_SD_C443_462
	Noted
R03 Noted

R04 Agreed
	R03 was presented.

Full stop after “…modification.”
Mr. Holm Jan:
The reference to [OMA IM TS]can be removed, that is a stage 3 decision.

	5 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0317R01-CR_CP_D343
	Noted

R02 Agreed.
	Mr. Holm Jan:
If, new bullet 4 + NOTE can be moved after new bullet 5 the order would be perfect!

	6 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0425R03-CR_SD_CONRR_see_inside_Talk_Burst_Control_cleaning
	Noted
R04 Agreed
	Editor to update subcluase and references to subclasue numbers.:
Mr. Paavonen Tapio:
Very small issue: "Media Floor" is not in the definitions, therefore don''t capitalise it. The SD editor may take care of this detail. 

Mr. Allen Andrew:
I think we should state clearly that subclauses below 4.28 will be renumbered


5.3. R&A Objections CRs
The following documents were discussed and assigned the disposition noted in the table below:

	
	Document 
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1498R01-INP_SUP_DM_Progress_Report
	
	For Frankfurt

Mr. Sedlacek Ivo:
  does not contain the reports on SUP files from the XML schema checking engine

  the XML schemas are syntactically incorrect (2x ?xml)

  the permanent file name and public name are not according to the drafting rules

  referenced document OMA-TS-PoC_UP-V2_0 does not exist

  related to the 270R01/238R01 discussion as currently there is no description in the UP how the "max-size" attribute is set up for the detail progress report

	2 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0046R02-CR_UP_Removing_Media_sending_from_NW_PoC_Box
	
	For Frankfurt

Mr. Paavonen Tapio :
This CR is based on 280, which is not yet agreed. 
Mr. Sedlacek Ivo:
This CR removes the possibility to announcement the NW PoC Box presence in PoC Session to PoCv1.0 Clients without offering any other way how to do it.

	3 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0159R04-CR_UP_Merging_Media_PoC_Server___basic
	Withdrawn
	Not Available.
R03 was Agreed. 




	4 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0191R01-CR_clarification_on_RTP_Media_Filtering
	
	For Frankfurt

Mr. Paavonen Tapio:
The idea is OK, but the wording might be e.g. "If the PoC User is currently talking in the Secondary PoC Session, the Talk Burst SHALL NOT be interrupted, but the Talk Burst Control messages of the Primary PoC Session SHOULD be sent to the PoC Client." The next revision might be based on the newest SD. 

	5 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0256R02-CR_SD_C189_211
	Noted
R03 Agreed
	R03 Was presented.

Mr. Allen Andrew:
My understanding is that the Access Rules are the authorisation policy and the Answer Mode setting is the actual state of the PoC Client. 4.18.2 NOTE 2: The Automatic Answer Mode setting is overridden by the invited party identity information access rules as specified in 4.18.2.4 "Invited party identity information access rules". seems to indicate that the Answer Mode Setting of the User is overridden. I dont think this is the case. If the Answer Mode Setting is Manual Answer I dont believe the Client will be requested to Auto Answer. The text should indicate that the invited party identity access rules can affect the requested Answer Mode of the PoC Client Subclause 4.18.2.4 uses the supersede term so this should be fixed also "The access rules supersede the Automatic Answer Mode setting stored in the PoC Server"

	6 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0270R01-CR_UP_E551_E552_E553_resolution
	Noted
	Merged with 393Revisions.
Mr. Sedlacek Ivo:
this document was postponed to 2007-04-10 conf call
the NOTEs in 7.12.5 and 7.13.3 are misleading. If the maximum receive message size was negotiated, the situation described in the NOTE never happens. if the PoC Client has a maximum receive message size but did not negotiate it, the NOTEs define the implementation of the PoC Client and are not needed for interoperability. 413 is also general purpose status code and may also be used in other situations. 
statements how the final report “status” XML element is set were removed and no replacement is added 
the usage of the "max-size" attribute is optional, which results to bad user experience.

	7 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0281R01-CR_SD_CONRR_C95_C96
	Noted
R02 Agreed
	R02 was preented.
C95 and C96 are closed by this contribution.
Miss Lee Jihye:
1. there are duplicated descriptions in case initiating session modification for the PoC Client and the PoC Server. 
2. the originating PoC Client and the terminating PoC Client are confusing

	8 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0283R01-CR_SD_CONRR_C81_C85_C89
	Noted

	Covered by 393R03

Mr. Paavonen Tapio:
This is covered by Moto 393. We can''t agree both of them. 
Mr. Sedlacek Ivo:
To be withdrawn, 0393R02 contains later results of the discussion.

	9 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0393R02-CR_SD_CONRR_C81_Common_Media
	Noted

R03 Noted
R04 Agreed

	R03 was presented.

The procedures for attempting to ensure a common Media Type is specified in subclause…
The reference should be in italic.

Dr. Cooper David:
Note 1, 4.6.1.1, "If the PoC User wants to ensure a common Media Type..." is just one example of why a common Media Type would be required. Better wording would be to state "In order to ensure a Common media type, for example if this is required by the PoC User,..."

	10 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0403R02-CR_UP_E156_media_discard
	
	For Frankfurt.

Mr. Paavonen Tapio:
small editorial: The text in note should start with capital letter and end with full stop. But editor may take care of this issue. 
Mr. Ranjan Rajeev:
Editorial: "discard any buffered media" in the note sound erroneous. Replace "any buffered media" with "the buffered media" or "buffered media" in the note.  

	11 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0455R01-CR_CONRR_Additional_SS_comments_added_in_UP
	Noted

R02 Agreed
	Remove the high priority from the comment.

Sungjin’s comment pertains to 7.5.2 comment.
Note: solutions are not necessarily agreed, but the comments are agreeable.
Mr. Park Sungjin:
the Primary PoC Session is only selected with high priority if RTP Media packets are received. This comment is not true. Primary PoC Session can be activated when RTP media packet is sent to the PoC Client all the time.


6. Leftovers from Brno 

6.1. CONRR, New Review Comment CRs (From Brno)
The following documents were discussed and assigned the disposition noted in the table below:
	
	Document
	Source
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0320-INP_additional_CP_CONRR_comment
	Samsung
	Noted
	Comments received on the second comment
There is an existing SD comment. Use that one.


	2 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0374-INP_INP_Additional_consistence_review_comments
	Huawei
	Noted
R01 Agreed
	E71 covers the last proposed comment  against 5.4.
Change to a CR.
Noted again that the comments are agreeable, but the proposed solutions not necessarily agreed. 



	3 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0191R01-CR_clarification_on_RTP_Media_Filtering
	China Mobile
	
	Frankfurt

	4 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0376-CR_CP_7.2.1.11.1_and_7.2.1.1
	Huawei
	Agreed
	

	5 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0377-CR_CP_Dxxx_7.2.1.5_Joining_Chat_PoC_Group_Session_request
	Samsung
	
	Take this document in Frankfurt with 284 revision. 
This document would have the updated reference to the SD conrr comment. 
284 is the related contribution against the SD to resolve the comment. 


	6 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0414-CR_CONRR_Additional_Comments_ETR
	NOKIA
	Agreed
	IPI and QoE should be consistent. 
There were comments against the proposed change, a CR would be expected to review the solution.



6.2. Contributions Late for Brno Interim
The following documents were discussed and assigned the disposition noted in the table below:
	
	Document
	Source
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0449-CR_CR_Additional_CONRR_Comments
	Mr. Simith Nambiar
	Noted
R01 Agreed
	Comments against the comment for UP: Change to clarify the value in the name field. Backward compatibility concerns with changing.
F.12: Pertains to Call flow #9. 
E.4.1: This comment may have a larger impact. Some disagreement, saying we have version tokens available.  Change to Technical comment
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“Noted”	The document has been presented to the group.  Some discussion may have taken place.  Subsequent actions MAY have been taken, e.g. Action Points being assigned or a response produced to a liaison statement.  Presentations SHALL be “Noted”.


“Agreed”	The document has been presented to the group.  There was consensus in the group to accept all the recommendations made in the document.  The recommendations made in the document SHALL be acted upon.  Meeting Agendas and Minutes SHALL be “Agreed” by the group for which they have been prepared, and MAY additionally be “Noted” by the parent group.


“Approved”	This category is for Permanent Documents only.  The document has been presented to the TP.  There was consensus in the TP to approve the document.  Documents SHALL NOT be “approved” by any group other than the TP.


“Postponed”	The document was not fully treated and SHALL be placed on the agenda for a subsequent meeting.


“Withdrawn”	The document has not been presented to the group and the organisation that submitted the document has requested that it be withdrawn.
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