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Meeting Minutes

	Group:
	POC
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Format:
	Face-to-Face

	Date:
	December 16-19, 2008

	Chair:
	Kang Suk Huh, LGE, kshuh@lge.com, +82-31-450-1953

	Secretary:
	Claire Gauthier, Forapolis, Claire.Gauthier@forapolis.com, +33-492-944-322, on Tuesday

Lei Zhu, Huawei,  lei.zhu@huawei.com, +86-755-28787874, on Wednesday 
Kang Suk Huh, LGE, kshuh@lge.com, +82-31-450-1953, on Thursday


1 Agenda

See OMA-POC-2008-0068R01-AGENDA_16Dec2008Cancun_meeting.
2 Attendees
See meeting details on the Portal.

3 Actions
· ACTION  : Lei Zhu to update IETF references in PoC in PoC 1.0, 2.0 and 2.1
· ACTION  : Jan Holm to Check if the whole revision is valid for discrete media (OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0099R01-CR_CP_FDCFO_corrections)
· ACTION  : Jan Holm to study AHG PoC Group session re-initiation to pre-established sessions (OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0304-CR_CP_Ad_hoc_PoC_Group_Session_re_initiation_PoC_Client)

· ACTION  : Lei Zhu to apply same Correction in 2.0 as in OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0308-CR_SD_Reference_Correction
· ACTION  : Alan Hameed to update the contribution OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0109-CR_SD_ext_entity_streaming
· ACTION  : Alan Hameed to update the contribution OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0110-CR_SD_ext_entity_discrete
· ACTION  : Tom Hiller to update the contribution OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0171-CR_ExtEntity_Flows
· ACTION  : Jan Holm to update the TS Multicast PoC according to new principle of session distribution (OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0351-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_7.1.3 Connecting_to_a_Multicast_PoC_Channel)
· ACTION  : Jan Holm to create MO DDF file.
4 Next meetings

See agenda item 9 below.

5 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.

6 Document Disposition
See Portal.
7 Minutes

1. Roll Call

Participants were reminded to register for the meeting on the portal.

2. 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.”
Kang Suk Huh read the IPR call. 
3. Review and Agree Agenda

	Document Identifier
	Disposition
	Comments

	OMA-POC-2008-0068-AGENDA_16Dec2008Cancun_meeting
	Noted
	

	OMA-POC-2008-0068R01-AGENDA_16Dec2008Cancun_meeting
	Agreed
	


4. Incoming LS
	
	Document
	Source
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-2008-0065-Reply_LS_from_3GPP_SA3_on_IMS_media_protection
	
	Noted
	


5. V1.0 Pre-Cancun meeting R&A (9th Dec ~ 15th Dec 2008)
	
	Document
	Source
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCv1-2008-0017-CR_CP_Answering_mode_is_now_RFC_5373
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	2 
	OMA-POC-POCv1-2008-0018-CR_XSD_listService_schema_inconsistency_fix
	NSN
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	3 
	OMA-POC-POCv1-2008-0019-CR_XDM_listService_schema_inconsistency_fix
	NSN
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	4 
	OMA-POC-POCv1-2008-0020-CR_XDM_validation_constraint___missing_reason_phrase
	NSN
	Agreed
	LATE -  Not in the R&A
There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.

Presented by Ivo Sedlacek, NSN.
It was commented that “local constraint failure” is an alternative. It was answered that “constraint failure” is used constantly.


6. V2.0 Pre-Cancun meeting R&A (9th Dec ~ 15th Dec 2008)
	
	Document
	Source
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0096-CR_SD_4.17_Presence
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	2 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0097-CR_CP_Answering_mode_is_now_RFC_5373
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	3 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0098-CR_IMEnd_alignment_of_latest_IM_TS
	Ericsson
	Noted

R01 available
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	4 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0098R01-CR_IMEnd_alignment_of_latest_IM_TS
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	LATE
There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.

Presented by Jan Holm, Ericsson.

	5 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0099-CR_CP_FDCFO_corrections
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 available
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)


	6 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0099R01-CR_CP_FDCFO_corrections
	Ericsson
	Noted
R02 agreed
	Change 3, 7.2.2.8: bullet three should be kept and in 7.3.2.9 also.

AI Jan Holm: to check if the whole revision is valid for discrete media

	7 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0100-CR_OMA_POC_POCV2_1_2008_0317_CR_CP_A.5.2_Correcting_error_in_SCR_Presence_Source_items
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	8 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0101-CR_UP_SCR_Minor_error_correction
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	9 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0102-CR_UP_SCR_Local_Granted_Mode
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	10 
	OMA-POC-POCv2-2008-0103-CR_CP_SCR_Table_corrections
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)


7. V2.1
7.1 
V2.1 R&A (17th June 2008 ~ 21st June 2008)
	
	Document
	Source
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0109-CR_SD_ext_entity_streaming
	Alcatel-Lucent
	NOTED

	EMCS

2 comment(s), 2 objection(s)
Jan Ericsson Yes I don''t understand the flows. How does they relate to its other. How is the RTSP channel associated to the Streaming Media Channel... Fig. 1 What is the purpose of ACK. SIP/IP Core should be there i.e. follow the standard way of draing figures. The figure contains Information elements (step 1) that shouldn''t be there. Below figure 1. It would be nice to understand what the flow is doing e.g. "The PoC User A at PoC Client A wants to add a Streaming Media to an ongoing PoC Session. The steps of the flow are:" Fig. 2. What is the ACK? Why is INVITE used in this flow and not in fig. 1. Is this a seperate PoC Session? Fig. 7. Why is BYE used to terminate Media. Is this a seperate PoC Session just for the Media??? I think that this flow need a f2f discussion about how to structure this type of flows. 2008-06-18 11:17:11 

  Mr. Sedlacek Ivo Nokia Siemens Networks Yes - "streaming media" -> not used in SD yet

- 5.28.2.1.1 - there is no flow

- 5.28.2.1.2 - External Media Content Server Retrieval initiation using re-INVITE is not correct - instead the External Media Content Server Retrieval initiation should be done by REFER.

- 5.28.2.1.3 - initial paragraph - new Media Streams should be added only if the Media Streams of the same Media Type are not used yet - no need to have several Media Streams of the same Media Type.

- 5.28.2.1.3 - Media Streams are added to existing PoC Session so re-INVITEs are sent instead of INVITEs

- 5.28.2.1.4 - DESCRIBE is an optional RTSP method which gives the RTSP client information about the available Media Streams. Unclear why it needs to be done since the PoC Client already knows the available Media Streams from the SDP offer.

- 5.28.2.1.5 - the Media-floor Control Entity binding is not clear - either the Media cannot be sent to the PoC CLient A or MBCP Takens must be sent by CF for the MfCE of the Media

- 5.28.2.1.6 - the Media-floor Control Entity binding is not clear - either the Media cannot be sent to the PoC CLient B or MBCP Takens must be sent by CF for the MfCE of the Media

- 5.28.2.1.7 - unclear why TEARDOWN results to stopping of the Media sending. Instead PAUSE should be used.

- 5.28.2.1.8 - unclear why BYE is sent since the PoC Session existed before the initiation started so it should continue after the initiation too.
AI to Alan: Contributor has plan to update.

	2 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0110-CR_SD_ext_entity_discrete
	Alcatel-Lucent
	NOTED

	EMCS

2 comment(s), 1 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No Minor editorial: discrete data --> Discrete Media, discrete media --> Discrete Media Fig 1. Remove Content Indirection & Content Disposition from figure. If the PoC Client request progress/final reports who is responsible for generating them? 5.28.3.1 Success Case: Step 3) sends a request --> sends a Get Context request Fig 2: Remove Content Indirection & Content Disposition from figure. 5.28.3.2: Step 3) sends a request --> sends a Get Context request  2008-06-18 11:23:29 

  Mr. Sedlacek Ivo Nokia Siemens Networks Yes - this method does not work - see detailed explaination in OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0030R02 and OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0058. there are problems when Discrete Media is bound to Media-floor Control Entity, when Media content is stored in home network behind the firewall, it is too complicated to use for the PoC User and extends the discrete media signalling without agreement with IM WG

- the "streaming media" method can be used instead or PF can fetch the Media
AI to Alan: Contributor has plan to update.


7.2  
V2.1 R&A (11th ~ 17th Aug 2008)
	
	Document
	Source
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0163-CR_AD_Searching_On_going_PoC_Session
	Huawei
	POSTPONED
	2 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No there are several solutions presented in 2 input contributions. These input contributions need to be discussed before agreeing the AD. However, for one of the suggested solution this CR is okay. 2008-08-12 13:51:51 

  Mr. Skedinger Bert Ericsson No Editorial: "On-going" -> "on-going".

	2 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0164-CR_AD_Searching_On_going_PoC_Session
	Huawei
	POSTPONED
	2 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No there are several solutions presented in 2 input contributions. These input contributions need to be discussed before agreeing the ERELD. However, for one of the suggested solution this CR is okay. 2008-08-12 13:53:31 

  Mr. Skedinger Bert Ericsson No Why is the support needed in PoC Interworking Function? Isn''t it enough with support in PoC Server?

	3 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0171-CR_ExtEntity_Flows
	Alcatel-Lucent
	NOTED

	EMCS

2 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No In principle OK. Some questions: Why is a new SIP dialog used for the RTSP. Why not just a new Media-floor Control Entity within the PoC Session. The relation ship between the different flows could be explained in the subclause 5.28.2.11. Other wise okay (there are a number of small editorials that could be corrected later). Remove all ACK messages from all flows and step descriptions. (ACK is a stage 3 message and we never use it in stage 2, SD)  2008-08-12 13:57:38 

  Mr. Skedinger Bert Ericsson No 5.28.2.1.5: PoC Server X sending media to PoC Client B (step 10 in the flow)is missing in the bullet list. 5.28.2.1.6: What is the principle difference from previous flow in figure 4, except that it is initiated by Client B? Couldn’t the essence of this example be quoted in a sentence or a note of previous sub-clause in order to simplify text?
AI to Tom: update


7.3 
V2.1 Pre-Cancun meeting R&A (9th Dec ~ 15th Dec 2008)
	
	Document
	Source
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0282-C R_UP_Changing_from_2.0_to_2.1
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	2 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0284R01-CR_MC_7_alignment_with_sdp_for_MBMS
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	Original version need disposition
Original version is NOTED.

	3 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0286-CR_UP_Clause_7_Multicast_PoC_adaptation
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No It is the parameters defined in RFC for SRTP.
An Editor’s note will be added.

	4 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0287-CR_DM_Changing_from_2.0_to_2.1
	Telefonica
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	5 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0289-CR_CP_PoC_Session_Control_for_Crisis_handling
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 noted

R02 noted
R03 agreed
	3 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. González Diego Telefonica SA No Is "crisis event" value for Priority header defined anywhere? In RFC 3261 this value is not enumerated. We should either define the value (explain its meaning somewhere), or reference where the value is defined, or use a value defined in IETF. 2008-12-11 15:21:47 

  Mr. González Diego Telefonica SA No In 7.2.1.15: Isn''t this behaviour too permissive? Maybe adding policies shall not apply in CF but adding request should be forwarded to Crisis Event Handling Entity for authorization. In 7.2.1.28.2: In sentence "or when a PoC Client is joining or rejoining an ongoing PoC Session and the SIP INVITE request included the Priority header set to "crisis event"", I would add to this sentence the clarification "and the ongoing PoC Session wasn''t already using PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling" . 2008-12-11 15:41:14 

  Mr. González Diego Telefonica SA No Some editorials. In 6.1.18.2: "Upon a request from a PoC User to initiate", should read "Upon a request from a PoC User to terminate". In 7.2.1.28: "PoC Session Control can be requested..." should read "PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling can be requested...". There is a duplicated SHALL in 7.2.1.28.2
R01 is available.

Offline discussion needed

	6 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0291-CR_MC_7.1_Removing_an_EN
	Ericsson
	NOTED
R01 NOTED
R02 agreed
	3 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Huh Kang Suk LG Electronics Inc. No 1. 2nd bullet: as provided by PoC Channel -> as provided by Multicast PoC Channel 2. 4th bullet: difficult to understand the need for this bullet case. Multicast PoC is not like TV service where user select one out of many TV channels. The TGMI is given by PF. In which case the PoC User or PoC Client request to change the channel (the selected MBMS service)? 3. The following 3rd bullet from the existing text looks still valid. It was removed from this CR.  SHALL initiate reception of the Media over the Multicast PoC Channel as specified in [3GPP TS 25.331] subclause 8.7.2 "MCCH acquisition" with the clarifications in subclause 7.1.4 "Media transmission"; 2008-12-09 08:09:03 

 Mr. Huh Kang Suk LG Electronics Inc. No 2. In the definition of MCCH: it is not "Main Control Channel" but "MBMS point-to-multipoint Control Channel". See 3GPP TS25.331. 2008-12-10 01:53:37 

 Mr. Huh Kang Suk LG Electronics Inc. No 3. in the first line of 7.1.1 General: MBMS bearer service control instead of MBMS bearer control to aling the suggested title of 7. MBMS bearer service control.

	7 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0292-CR_CP_F.7.1_Changing_format_of_figure
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	8 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0293-CR_CP_F.2_Correcting_format_of_figure
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	9 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0294-CR_CP_F.10_Correcting_errors_and_figure_formats
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Missing arrow in the figure.

	10 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0295-CR_CP_F.11_To_many_ACK_and_figure_format_error
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	11 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0296-CR_CP_F.12_Correcting_messy_figure
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	12 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0297-CR_CP_F.16_Changing_to_MBCP_in_FLOW
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 noted
R02 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. González Diego Telefonica SA No "TBCP Talk Burst Granted" is also used a couple of times in F.16.1, just abobe figure 29. And "TBCP packet" is used in steps A and B of F.16.1.

	13 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0298-CR_CP_F.21_correcting_error_in_title
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	14 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0299-CR_CP_Included_Media_Pre_established_FLOW
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	15 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0300-CR_CP_F.X_PoC_Session_Control_for_Crisis_Handling_FLOW
	Ericsson
	noted
R01 noted

R02 agreed
	2 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. González Diego Telefonica SA No In F.X.1.1 I have doubts about the QoE Profile to be used. Official Government Use QoE is requested by initiator and premium is answered by Crisis Event Handling Entity. This is a little bit nonsense. If prearranged group is marked as Official Government Use and initiator is authorized to use Official Government Use, a Crisis Handling Entity shouldn''t download it (the group itself is an ''Official Government Use'' and should have access to highest priority if requested). My proposal would be: Prearranged group is Professional QoE, initiator requests Professional QoE and Crisis Handling Entity assigns to the PoC Session either Professional QoE or Official Government Use QoE. For example, I''d say that the Crisis Event Handling could use Official Government Use for the PoC Session in case it wants to ensure that MAO is applied to a civilian that needs to be invited to be warned about the crisis event. 2008-12-11 16:15:16 

  Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No The parameters and procedure comparing with previous procedures are almost same.
The PoC Client A Home Network -> The PoC Client B Home Network

	16 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0301-CR_CP_Answering_mode_is_now_RFC_5373
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	17 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0302-CR_CP_Ad_hoc_PoC_Group_Session_re_initiation_common
	NSN
	Noted 

R01 agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Presented by Ivo Sedlacek, NSN

If the PoC server performing the controlling PoC Function supports…

5.13: editor’s note “interaction with dynamic PoC group session is FFS”

Editor’s note : FFS if expelled participants are to be kept in the list of past participants

“timeout period” will be rephrased to “time period”

	18 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0303-CR_CP_Ad_hoc_PoC_Group_Session_re_initiation_CF
	NSN
	Noted

R01 Agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No It seems that 7.1.1 is not needed. // In 7.2.4, what the proposed change would be better to address the situation for Ad hoc PoC Group Session. It is not clear based on current text
Presented by Ivo Sedlacek, NSN

7.1.1 bullet 2a: a note to be added under bullet 2c: the upper bullet applies if the PoC session on the  PoC session identity does not exist in the POC server.

Note under bullet c to add: “upper bullet applies if the PoC session has already been released and the list of the past participants as specified in 5.13 is no longer cached…”
7.2.1.28: past participants will include the ones expelled – local policy for whom to include? An EN will therefore be added in OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0302.  

	19 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0304-CR_CP_Ad_hoc_PoC_Group_Session_re_initiation_PoC_Client
	NSN
	Agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No I think what the process done by PoC Client would be ignored in specification.
Presented by Ivo Sedlacek, NSN

It was discussed whether to have a note after handling (replacing rest of the sentence deleted) – but it would lose clarity.

AI to Jan Holm to study AHG PoC Group session re-initiation to pre-established sessions

	20 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0305R01-CR_CP_Ad_hoc_PoC_Group_Session_re_initiation_SCR
	NSN
	Noted


	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No POC_CP-SJR-S-012-O: List all normative subclauses doing something for re-initialization.

	21 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0305R02-CR_CP_Ad_hoc_PoC_Group_Session_re_initiation_SCR
	NSN
	Noted

R03 agreed – R03 file corrupted when uploaded, so uploaded as R04 and disposition applied to R04
	2 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Huh Kang Suk LG Electronics Inc. No 1. In the reference of [3GPP TS 33.246]: "URL: http://www.3gpp.org/" is missing. 2008-12-10 02:16:44 

  Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No a=key-mgmt:mikey is used to SRTP, if the usage is correct? 3GPP multicast bearer security can distribute key in other way. Another key management procedure would reference 3GPP2 specification.
Presented by Ivo Sedlacek, NSN

Change: re-initiation instead of rejoining.

	22 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0306-CR_MC_PoC_User_Plane_security
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 Noted

R01 noted
R02 noted

R03 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. González Diego Telefonica SA No In 6.8.4.3.1: I don''t understand step 2; what happens if MBCP Media Burst Granted message doesn''t contain Alert-Margin parameter? Regarding the figure, I think that line going from ''P: pending MB_Request'' to ''P: pending MB_Release'' vía S: MB_Release is not described in the text. Subclause 6.8.4.7.1 doesn''t correspond to any arrow in the figure.
Editor’s noted in section 5.1.2.1 will be added.

	23 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0307-CR_UP_The_PoC_Crisis_Event_Handling_Entity
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No OK but the same change is needed for 2.0

	24 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0308-CR_SD_Reference_Correction
	Huawei
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
AI to Lei Zhu: to apply the same correction in 2.0

	25 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0309-CR_SD_Restructure_of_PoC_Session_Control_for_crisis_Handling
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No a peer of fixed value is prefered in specification.

	26 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0310-CR_SD_PoC_Group_dedicated_for_Crisis_Handling
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No Do we allow some SDP extention which is only applicable for PoC specification? - Withdrawn

	27 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0311-CR_CP_Still_Alive_negotiation
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No The description about notification is not agreed by now based on the previsous discussions. //T23 is much better to have a default value. //6.2.5.2.7 and 6.2.5.2.8 can be merged. //The SIP Bye is suspend to be sent in 6.2.5.2.9. //We have some problem for the term of message in 6.4.5.2.7. //Some small mistake in 6.4.5.4.1. //In general, in the change 7, we have not agreed this indication would included in notification. Sending notification would be a risk which result in being out of scope of requirement. If it is, it should be agreed in presentation.
The second bullet of still alive is expressed in seconds (but an upper limit would be good ie lower than sixty). 
Editor’s Note: the exact interval for still alive is FFS.
A second Editor’s Note will be added.

	28 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0312-CR_UP_Still_alive_during_a_PoC_Session
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 noted
R02 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No The description about notification is not agreed by now based on the previsous discussions. //T23 is much better to have a default value. //6.2.5.2.7 and 6.2.5.2.8 can be merged. //The SIP Bye is suspend to be sent in 6.2.5.2.9. //We have some problem for the term of message in 6.4.5.2.7. //Some small mistake in 6.4.5.4.1. //In general, in the change 7, we have not agreed this indication would included in notification. Sending notification would be a risk which result in being out of scope of requirement. If it is, it should be agreed in presentation.
The comments were discussed.

Notifications will be rephrased as MBCP PoC Client still alive notification.
The content of the notification reason content will be deleted.
6.4.5.4.1: numbering will be fixed

	29 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0313-CR_IMEnd_Changing_from_2.0_to_2.1
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	30 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0314-CR_IMEnd_Latest_IM_TS_alignment_and_editorials
	Ericsson
	Noted


	

	31 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0314R01-CR_IMEnd_Latest_IM_TS_alignment_and_editorials
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	

	32 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0315-CR_UP_7_PoC_Crisis_Event_Handling_Entity_and_Media_Control
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No I didn''t find what SIP INFO used in SD. If we have agreed the processes proposed in this CR?

	33 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0316-CR_CP_FDCFO_to_a_subset_of_Participants
	Ericsson
	Noted
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	34 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0317-CR_CP_A.5.2_Correcting_error_in_SCR_Presence_Source_items
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	35 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0318-CR_CP_Intro_of_the_PoC_Crisis_Event_Handling_Entity
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
TCP connection is for Discrete Media.

AI for Jan to check TCP connection for Discrete Media in CP.
Editor’s noted is needed. It is FFS if there is another SIP method is better than SIP INFO.

	36 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0319-CR_UP_4_5_PoC_Crisis_Event_Handling_Entity
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No What exactly means in NOTE need to be clarified.


	37 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0320-CR_UP_Clause_1_2_3_Multicast_PoC_Alignments
	Ericsson
	NOTED
R01 Agreed
	2 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Huh Kang Suk LG Electronics Inc. No 1. editorial (party): party described in this document -> partly... 2. editorial (bracket is missing): [OMA-POC-MC -> [OMA-POC-MC]  2008-12-09 08:16:15 

  Mr. González Diego Telefonica SA No Another small editorial: In 2.1, reference text says ""OMA PoC Multicast", Version 2.0". Should say "Version 2.1".


	38 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0321-CR_MC_Overlapping_function_UP_and_MC
	Ericsson
	Agred
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	39 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0322-CR_UP_SCR_Minor_error_correction
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	40 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0323-CR_UP_SCR_Local_Granted_Mode
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	41 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0324-CR_CP_SCR_Tables_corrections
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	42 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0325-CR_CP_Monitoring_PoC_Client_Status
	Huawei
	Noted
R01 noted

R02 noted
R03 agreed
	2 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No 7.2.1.16 PoC Session release policy: Add the same NOTE below the changed bullet 1 (i.e. NOTE: The Still-alive function can be used to monitor the status of the PoC Client performing the Dispatcher function) 2008-12-09 13:15:46 

  Mr. González Diego Telefonica SA No Good proposal. Same change is needed for PoC 2.0.

	43 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0326-CR_UP_Expanding_Duration_in_MBCP
	Huawei
	Noted
R01 noted
R02 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No 6.5.2: Why is the new field inserted in the message and not at the end of the message. Something is wrong with "The PoC Client MAY include the Requested Duration with a requested value if the PoC User has indicated that the Media Burst request is desired to a certain duration time to send Media Burst." is "The PoC Client MAY include the Requested Duration field if the PoC User has indicated that the Media Burst requires a certain time to b e sent" better?

	44 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0327-CR_UP_Expanding_Duration_in_PoC_Client
	Huawei
	Noted
R01 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No Some of the changes should apply also to 2.0. A misunderstanding: stop talking is lower case. Write either T2 (Stop talking) timer or stop taking time. 6.2.5.2.4: The style of indicating a parameter is not according to the way it is in UP (the proposal is rather the style used in CP). The correct way to do it is to insert after the 1. SHALL send the MBCP Media Burst Request message toward the PoC Server; The Media Burst Request: a. MAY include a Requested Duration time. (look in other places in UP for an example)

	45 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0328-CR_UP_Expanding_Duration_in_PoC_Server
	Huawei
	Agreed 
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	46 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0330-CR_SD_Multicast_PoC_in_BCMCS
	Huawei
	Agreed
	0 comment(s), 0 objection(s)

	47 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0331-CR_MC_Multicast_PoC_in_BCMCS
	Huawei
	NOTED
R01 NOTED
R02 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No Change the "An architectural term relating to the part of 3GPP/3GPP2 System which is independent of the connection technology of the terminal and that includes the GGSN and, the SGSN the PDSN and the PCF" --> "An architectural term relating to the part of 3GPP/3GPP2 System which is independent of the connection technology of the terminal and that includes the GGSN and the SGSN in case of 3GPP and the PDSN and the PCF in case of 3GPP2"

	48 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0332-CR_CP_SCR_PoC_Session_Control_for_Crisis_Handling
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No No numbering in 4.17.A. Others are Okey.

	49 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0333-CR_SD_Discrete_Media_in_band_EMCS_Retrieval
	NSN
	NOTED

R01 Agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No Not seeing agreement proposed in this CR. How location information would be carried by MBCP message? When it was presented?
R01 postponed until 2:30 PM Wed. Agreed if no issues raised until then
No issues raised by2:30 PM Wed

	50 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0334-CR_SD_Service_Setting_Multiple_Clients
	Huawei
	Noted
R01 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No I don''t like/understand the definitions of User/Client PoC Service setting. Howver the text in 4.26A makes it much more clearer and I see that text more as the definition. Proposal: Step 1, change PoC Client PoC Service Setting definitions) PoC Client PoC Service Settings: "PoC service Settings applicable for a PoC Client, e.g. Media Barring, identified by an Instance Identifier URN if multiple PoC Clients are registered for the same PoC Address. The PoC Client Service Settings are only applicable for the PoC Client sending PoC Client Service Settings." Step 2, change PoC User poC Service Settings) "PoC User poC Service Settings: "PoC service Settings applicable for a PoC User identified by a PoC Address if multiple PoC Clients are registered for the same PoC Address, e.g. Incoming PoC Session Barring. The PoC User Service Settings are applicable for all PoC Clients of the PoC User." Step 3 Remove the following paragraph in 4.26A) "The PoC User Service Settings are identified by the PoC Address and are applicable for all PoC Clients of the PoC User. The PoC Client Service Settings are identified by the Instance Identifier URN serving a PoC Address and are only applicable for the PoC Client sending PoC Client Service Settings."

	51 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0335-CR_CP_PUBLISH_Identify_PoC_Client
	Huawei
	Noted

	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No MAKE THE CHANGE IN 5.7A instead!!!

	52 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0336-CR_CP_PUBLISH_Identify_PoC_Server
	Huawei
	Noted
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No The statement "SHALL cache the received PoC Address and Instance Identifier URN in the SIP PUBLISH request as the key to the cached information;" already exists in 5.7A so this CR is not needed.

	53 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0337-CR_CP_Simultaneous_Media_Streams_PoC_Client
	Huawei
	Noted
R01 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No This CR is based on a use of the a=label attrubute that will make it impossible to use for its original purpose i.e. bind Media-floors to Media Streams.

	54 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0338-CR_CP_Simultaneous_Media_Streams_PoC_Server
	Huawei
	Noted
R01 noted
R02 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No 1) This CR is based on a use of the a=label attrubute that will make it impossible to use for its original purpose i.e. bind Media-floors to Media Streams. This is an optional function in subclause 7.2.1.1a "SDP answer generation" there is a bullet starting with SHALL with out condition.

	55 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0339-CR_CP_Simultaneous_Media_Streams_PoC_Server_PF
	Huawei
	Noted

R01 noted
R02 noted
R03 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No This CR is based on a use of the a=label attrubute that will make it impossible to use for its original purpose i.e. bind Media-floors to Media Streams.

	56 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0340-CR_CP_Simultaneous_Media_Streams_SDP
	Huawei
	Noted

R01 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No The label attribute is used in the [RFC4574] to bind floors together. The proposed use in this document destroy the possibility.

	57 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0341-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_4.introduction
	LGE
	NOTED
R01 Agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Holm Jan Ericsson No Isn''t the amount of data that can be bufferred so small that we do not need to mention it in the MC. If we need to mention it we should also say who is doing the bufferring. It is not clear at the moment.

	58 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0342-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_5.26.1_Establishment_of_a_PoC_Group_Session
	LGE
	NOTED
R01 agreed
	2 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. González Diego Telefonica SA No The CR name and the field "Doc to Change" says that TS Multicast PoC is the document changed but the actual document changed is the SD. Editorial in step 20: text saying "...the same as in step 9" should read "... the same as in step 19". 2008-12-12 11:24:48 

  Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No It is not accpetable to remove terminating side. The creterial to originating and terminating procedures are different.

	59 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0343-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_5.26.5_Handoff_during_a_PoC_Group_Session
	LGE
	NOTED

R01 expected
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. González Diego Telefonica SA No The flow gives exactly the same information that steps 16 to 21 of 5.26.1 (see CR 0342). And further, at the beggining of the figure it is explained that previous action was the establishment of PoC Multicast Session but without the PoC User connecting to it (i.e: steps 1 to 15 in 5.26.1). All this information makes hard to understand a simple process. I propose to reduce subclause 5.26.5.2 to a mere explanation telling that steps 16 to 21 of subclause 5.26.1 are performed when a poc client moves to a multicast PoC Service area.

	60 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0344-CR_MC_4_Session_key_informative_text
	Ericsson
	NOTED

R01 NOTED

R02 agreed
	2 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Huh Kang Suk LG Electronics Inc. No 1. 4.1.2: The session key is used to hide the traffic key included in the Media Stream.: "encrypt" instead of "hide" looks better? 2. editorial 4.1.2: ...Stream using the old session key is are removed. Only "is" is required. "Are" can be removed. 2008-12-09 08:24:08 

  Mr. Zhu Lei Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd No The security management defined in 33.246 doesn''t specify key distribution in this way. The specification are desirable to say "the key should be distributed to all the PoC Clients." //Another issue is there would have some feedback mechanism based on what is proposed. Otherwise, problem still exixt.

	61 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0345-CR_MC_1_Scope_clarifications
	Ericsson
	NOTED

R01 NOTED
R02 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Huh Kang Suk LG Electronics Inc. No 1. The suggested text is follows: User Plane procedures (e.g. state machines for each individual PoC Client using a Multicast PoC Channel) related to the reference point POC-3 are described in [OMA-POC-UP]. However, another CR (320) suggested as follows and they look conflicting and look need more clarification. In 320: Signalling procedures for Multicast PoC over the PoC-3 are party described in this document (UP) and partly described in [OMA-POC-MC. 2. SIP session: There is a definition for SIP Session. Upper case should be the right one.

	62 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0346-CR_CP_1_Scope_multicast_PoC_relation_clarification
	Ericsson
	NOTED
R01 agreed
	1 comment(s), 0 objection(s)
Mr. Huh Kang Suk LG Electronics Inc. No 1. CR284R01 (not yet agreed) has a better definition for the "Multicast PoC Channel". It seems to be better to use the one in 284R01.


7.4 
V2.1 INPs
	
	Document
	Source
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0107-INP_Accessing_External_Media_Content_Server
	NSN
	Noted
	EMCS
Noted upon Ivo Sedlacek’s request

	2 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0170-INP_Ext_Entity_SETUP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	NOTED
	EMCS

	3 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0172R01-INP_ExtEntity_content_indirection
	Alcate-Lucent, Fujitsu, Huawei, Samsung
	NOTED
	Was already discussed?

	4 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0191-INP_External_Media_Content_Server_Retrieval_initiation
	NSN
	Noted
	EMCS
Noted upon Ivo Sedlacek’s request

	5 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0329-INP_Combination_of_PoC_and_BCMCS

	Huawei
	Noted
R01 Agreed in principle
	Presented by Xiangsong Cui, Huawei
Slide 6: architecture will be simplified according to comment on slide 11 – type of authorization is out of scope of PoC (the red box will be removed)

Slide 11: also IMS on this level. Not specific to BCMCS.
Slide 11: “TK” means temporary key (ie not key distribution). Slide 11 is invalid – the process is usually done by SIP IP Core whereas PoC server registration is proposed in this new solution! Disagreement on the principle in slide 11 (issue: no registration at server layer so far).

Slide 13: no security parameter is needed in the INFO - security parameters will be added to the OK.

‘Detect and connect’ box will be moved after sending ok.
Slide 14: it was suggested that the hop by hop process shows.
The recommendation on slide 16 was agreed.

The revision of this contribution was agreed in principle. 

	6 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0358R01-INP_MC_Key_distribution_and_key_change
	Ericsson
	Agreed in principle
	Presented by Jan Holm, Ericsson.

There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.
Slide 4: Is MCK a new protocol? – to be checked (but part of the media)

Slide 6: update is sent after the failure to decrypt in order to get a new MSK and encrypt the media.
No key in SIP INFO.
Slide 6: MCK is a new protocol, not HTTP-based. RTP header is used.
Slide 6: MTK is encrypted by MSK and hidden, no risk of stolen MTK.

The solution of the PoC server sending the update was discussed. FFS. The pace would have to be slow (eg update sent to 100 in the same cell) - it may depend on the local policy to send update or not depending on the type of group.

Offline discussion.

Agreed in principle, further consideration is possible. 
Avoiding duplicate media is agreed as the way forward.


7.5 
V2.1 documents
	
	Document
	Source
	Disposition
	Comments

	1 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0278R01-CR_MC_SDP_announcement_and_answer_offer
	Ericsson
	NOTED
R02 agreed
	

	2 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0347-CR_SD_cleaning_dynamic_poc_groups_after_RD_review
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 expected.
	Presented by Bert Skedinger, Ericsson.

There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.
Consensus: not to use the matching rules for the dynamic PoC groups for the subscription. Being member is enough.
Second bullet will be removed in 4.49.8.

	3 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0348-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_6.1.5_Handling_of_SDP_in_the_PoC_Client.zip
	LGE
	NOTED
R01 agreed
	There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.



	4 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0349-LATE-CR_TS_Multicast PoC 6.1.2.1 Announcement of the start of a Multicast PoC Channel
	LGE
	NOTED
R01 agreed
	There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.



	5 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0350-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_Small_corrections_in_several_places
	LGE
	Agreed
	There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.

	6 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0351-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_7.1.3 Connecting_to_a_Multicast_PoC_Channel
	LGE
	Agreed
	There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.

AI to Jan: update the TS Multicast PoC according to new principle of session distribution

	7 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0352-CR_MC_MBMS_MODIFICATION_REQUEST
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.

	8 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0353-CR_SD_Disconnecting_from_the_Multicast_PoC_Channel
	Ericsson
	Noted
R01 agreed
	There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.

	9 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0354-CR_RD_clarifying_dynamic_poc_gropups_in_6.1.11.2
	Ericsson
	Noted

R01 noted

R02 agreed
	Presented by Bert Skedinger, Ericsson.

There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.

Changes will be applied according to comments made against OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0347-CR_SD_cleaning_dynamic_poc_groups_after_RD_review

	10 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0355-CR_CP_I C SB
	Infineon
	Noted 

R01 noted

R01 noted

R03 agreed
	Presented by Frank Kowalewski, Infineon.

There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.

8. It will be stated ‘go to step 9’

Text string introduction + update of section 5 because new value introduced.

Semi-column, comma and full stop to be added in the list

In c, “return” rather than “response”.

Settings (section 6.2) to be done and also default values (see 7.3.1. 14)

E.6.1.1: list to be added

	11 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0356-CR_CP_OCSB
	Infineon
	Noted 

R01 noted

R02 noted

R03 agreed
	Presented by Frank Kowalewski, Infineon.

There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.

The comments made against OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0355-CR_CP_I C SB also apply here.

5. will be moved after 3.

	12 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0357-CR_SD_CSB_interrogation
	Infineon
	Agreed
	Presented by Frank Kowalewski, Infineon.

There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.

4.60.1: interrogation is by a GET. The user should not be able to set to inactive.

	13 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0250-INP_PoC_V2.1_formal_AD_review_checklist
	Ericsson
	Noted

R01 noted
	The 250r01 source is PoC WG.

	14 
	OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0359-CR_MC_Removing_duplication_of_MC_media_stream
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	Presented by Jan Holm, Ericsson.

There was no objection to discussing this late contribution and assigning a disposition to it.


9. List of documents for each feature

8.1 
NSN contributions
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0302-CR_CP_Ad_hoc_PoC_Group_Session_re_initiation_common
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0303-CR_CP_Ad_hoc_PoC_Group_Session_re_initiation_CF
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0304-CR_CP_Ad_hoc_PoC_Group_Session_re_initiation_PoC_Client
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0305R02-CR_CP_Ad_hoc_PoC_Group_Session_re_initiation_SCR
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0333-CR_SD_Discrete_Media_in_band_EMCS_Retrieval
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0107-INP_Accessing_External_Media_Content_Server
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0191-INP_External_Media_Content_Server_Retrieval_initiation
8.2 
Crisis Handling
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0289-CR_CP_PoC_Session_Control_for_Crisis_handling
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0300-CR_CP_F.X_PoC_Session_Control_for_Crisis_Handling_FLOW
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0307-CR_UP_The_PoC_Crisis_Event_Handling_Entity
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0309-CR_SD_Restructure_of_PoC_Session_Control_for_crisis_Handling
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0315-CR_UP_7_PoC_Crisis_Event_Handling_Entity_and_Media_Control
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0318-CR_CP_Intro_of_the_PoC_Crisis_Event_Handling_Entity
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0319-CR_UP_4_5_PoC_Crisis_Event_Handling_Entity
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0332-CR_CP_SCR_PoC_Session_Control_for_Crisis_Handling
8.3 
Multicast PoC
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0278R01-CR_MC_SDP_announcement_and_answer_offer
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0284R01-CR_MC_7_alignment_with_sdp_for_MBMS
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0286-CR_UP_Clause_7_Multicast_PoC_adaptation
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0291-CR_MC_7.1_Removing_an_EN
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0306-CR_MC_PoC_User_Plane_security
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0321-CR_MC_Overlapping_function_UP_and_MC
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0330-CR_SD_Multicast_PoC_in_BCMCS
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0331-CR_MC_Multicast_PoC_in_BCMCS
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0341-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_4.introduction
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0342-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_5.26.1_Establishment_of_a_PoC_Group_Session
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0343-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_5.26.5_Handoff_during_a_PoC_Group_Session
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0344-CR_MC_4_Session_key_informative_text
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0345-CR_MC_1_Scope_clarifications
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0346-CR_CP_1_Scope_multicast_PoC_relation_clarification
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0348-CR_TS_Multicast_PoC_6.1.5_Handling_of_SDP_in_the_PoC_Client.zip
OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2008-0349-LATE-CR_TS_Multicast PoC 6.1.2.1 Announcement of the start of a Multicast PoC Channel
10. Next meetings
Conference calls:
	Date:
	Time:

	08 Jan 2009
	13.00 GMT

	15 Jan 2009
	13.00 GMT

	22 Jan 2009
	13.00 GMT

	29 Jan 2009
	13.00 GMT


Face to face meetings:
	Date:
	Location:

	10-12 Feb 2009, may be extended to 13 Feb if necessary
	Macau,  CHINA


Interim meetings:
March, May (Ericsson), July
11. Next R&A
	Date:
	Subject:

	03 Feb – 09 Feb 2009
	Pre-Macau R&A


12. Voluntary PoC V2.1 feature champions
· Condition based PoC Session Barring: Frank Kowalewski (Infineon)

· Multicast: Jan Holm (Ericsson)

· Moderator control: Jan Holm (Ericsson)

· Dynamic PoC Groups: Bert Skedinger (Ericsson)

13. Voluntary “scribe pool”
· Diego Gonzalez (Telefonica)
· Frank Kowalewski (Infineon)
· Jan Holm (Ericsson)

· Lei Zhu (Huawei)

14. Information

· Joint meeting guidelines information: OMA will provide meeting rooms from 8:00 – 17:00 as requested for WG meetings through the week. Joint Meetings should be scheduled between 17:00 – 21:00 on M,T,W or between 8:00 – 17:00 on Th and F. Only WG meetings will be provided rooms in the core hours of M,T,W. Joint meetings may be held on M,T,W evenings or any time Th,F.
· Joint CPM-PoC meeting on Tue 17:00 ~ 18:00 in Cancun: Candidate documents (201R02)
· For AD completion: a presentation to TP is needed prior to submitting the PoC 2.1 AD for Candidate approval.  either in the TP F2F meeting in Macau (mid-February) or in a conference call towards the end of January. Template is at http://member.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/REL/gen_info/templates.shtml
15. AOB
· AD formal review planning (target is 2009-01-15). At least one month delay can not be avoided but hopefully completed by mid Feb. ([1] AD draft, [2] RD approved (23 Dec), [3] ERELD draft, [4] AD review checklist (a PoC V2.1 INP with a filled-in checklist))
· EMCS time slot decision.

· V2.1 IOP champion assigning for REQ WG check.
· WISPR update according to the portal tool changes.
· OMNA registration.
· OMA-PAG-2008-0809-CR_XDM_RD_comments_A162_A164 for discussion
Comments from PAG were presented by Frank Kowalewski, Infineon.

PAG’s comment on DOC-UAP-025: is it possible to know the anonymity before sending the invite? Is this requirement feasible? PoC: requirement is not needed on PoC’s side.

DOC-UAP-035: change agreed by PoC from “inviting” to “invited” User’s home network

PAG’s comment on DOC-UAP-020 and DOC-UAP-022: bypassing of these conditions is possible (somebody may join later when the session is ongoing), PoC: no bypassing is possible for pre-arranged PoC groups but it can happen in Adhoc PoC groups - DOC-UAP-022 will be removed but DOC-UAP-020 will be kept.
DOC-UAP-021 is not relevant for ongoing calls, it will be removed.
· AI for Jan Holm to create a MO DDF file.
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