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Change Request

	Title:
	IW CONRR editorial 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	PoC WG

	Doc to Change:
	OMA-TS-PoC_Interworking_Service-V2_0-20061221-D.doc 

	Submission Date:
	24th Jan 2007

	Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 0: New Functionality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1: Major Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2: Bug Fix
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 3: Clerical

	Source:
	Johanna , Motorola, Johanna.Wild@motorola.com

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Change
a) Justification:
The CR addresses the following editorial CONR comments: H1, H2, H3, H4, H6, H10, H12, H13, H14, H19, H20, H21, H27, H29, H31 and H32.
	H1
	2007.01.16
	E
	1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: In the first paragraph there is some small editorial problem.

“OMA PoC Control Plane, ”
Proposed Change: “OMA PoC Control Plane, ” ( 

“OMA PoC Control Plane”,
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103 

	H1 
	2007.01.16
	E
	3.2 PoC Interworking Function
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: Strange English

Part of the PoC Interworking Service, it provides conversion between PoC Network based SIP signaling, Talk Burst Control and Media Burst Control Protocol, and Media packet transport, and External P2T Network based session signaling, floor control, and Media transport protocol.

Further, since IWF is only valid for PoC 2.0, Talk Burst Control can be removed.

Proposed Change: Rephrase: Part of the PoC Interworking Service,  and it….

Remove Talk Burst Control Protocol
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H2 
	2006-01-19
	E
	4
	Source: NOKIA

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0026-INP_POCv2.0_CONR_other comments_NOKIA

Comment: Use "PoC Server performing …." Instead of PoC server fulfilling …". 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H3 
	2007.01.16
	E
	4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: Bullet list indented to much.

Proposed Change: Move to left (use OMA template style).
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H4 
	2007.01.16
	T
	4 scenario 3
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: In the description of scenario the following sentence before the figure 3 is wrong: 

" In support of usage scenario 3 the PoC Interworking Agent is used to connect to the PoC Server fulfilling the Participating PoC Function as shown in Figure 3
"

The text below the figure 3 is correct!

Proposed Change: Replace with:

In support of usage scenario 3 the PoC Interworking Agent is used to connect to the PoC Server fulfilling the PoC Client function as shown in Figure 3

	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H5 
	2007.01.16
	E
	4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: It would be nice with references to what the document contains at the end of this introduction, see CP as an example.

Proposed Change: Include references as in the CP introduction.
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H6 
	2007.01.16
	T
	4
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: The subclause should benefit in having a section about usage scenarios for XDM. This would simplify the understanding of the XDM endorsement clause!

Proposed Change: Include a new section (or as part of e.g. scenario 3) XDM.
	Status: OPEN 

	H7 
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: Doc # 2007-0045

Comment: CP SCR nomenclature has changed.

Proposed Change:  Update SCR nomenclature
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1483R01


	H8 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.1 / 8 NOTE
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

"NOTE: The use of the PoC Box feature is not a requirement for the PoC Interworking Service. The use of the PoC Box feature within the PoC Network is not visible at the open interface to the PoC Interworking Service. " is incorrect – the PoC Box usage is visible by Contact feature tag actor and automata. 

If the PoC Session is set up with PoC Box, the P2T Client should be informed by the Interworking Function about it. Alternatively, PoC Session set up with PoC Box can be prevented.

Proposed Change: Change the description so that the Interworking PoC Function/Interworking PoC Agent always inserts Reject-Contact for the INVITE request sent to PoC network or Interworking PoC Function/Interworking PoC Agent informs the P2T User about PoC Box being part of the PoC Session.
	Status: OPEN

	H9 
	2007.01.16
	E
	5.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: What does:

"Replicate general statements referring to the PoC Client for the PoC Interworking Agent.

Replicate general statements referring to the PoC Server for the PoC Interworking Function.

Replicate the statements referring to PoC Users for P2T Users and PoC Remote Access Users. 

" mean.

Proposed Change: Rephrase it so also I with my poor English understands it -( 

(Couldn't find it in a dictionary with 152 000 English words and phrases)
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103R01


	H10 
	2007.01.16
	T
	5.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: The " In order to support usage scenario 1 as described in clause 1 “Scope”…" is not correct since there are no scenarios described in the Scope clause.

Proposed Change: Change to clause 4 instead.
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H11 
	2007.01.16
	E
	5.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: There is no need for a level 2 "General" subclause.

Proposed Change: Remove the heading 5.1 "General)
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H12 
	2007.01.16
	E
	5.1 <Editor’s Note >
	Source: jonathan.lohr@sonyericsson.com

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0035R01
Comment: The Editor’s Note is no longer needed.

Proposed Change: Delete the Editor’s Note.
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1483R01


	H13 
	2007.01.16
	E
	5.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: NOTES not formatted correctly they should use the style "NO".

Proposed Change: Change style of NOTE to "NO".

(Several occurrences)
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H14 
	2007.01.22
	T
	5.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0056R01
Comment:  Editor’s Note: Further modifications are FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1483R01


	H15 
	2007.01.16
	T
	5.1 clause 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: Just because the Remote Access Agent do not need to understand Simultaneous PoC Session does not mean that they can be used by a PoC Client behind a Remote Access. This can be clarified in a note or something. 

Proposed Change: Add in the NOTE or as an extra NOTE:

A PoC Client behind the Remote Access Agent can use Simultaneous Sessions.
	Status: OPEN 

	H16 
	2007.01.16
	T
	Appendix B
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: The parameters for simultaneous sessions shall apply (since a PoC Client behind the Remote Access can still use simultaneous PoC Sessions.

Proposed Change: Remove:

- Support for Simultaneous PoC Sessions


	Status: OPEN 

	H17 
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: Doc # 2007-0045

Comment: UP SCR nomenclature has changed.

Proposed Change:  Update SCR nomenclature
	Status: OPEN



	H18 
	2007.01.16
	E
	6.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: There is no need for a level 2 "General" subclause.

Proposed Change: Remove the heading 6.1 "General)
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H19 
	2007.01.16
	E
	6.1 <Editor’s Note >
	Source: jonathan.lohr@sonyericsson.com

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0035R01
Comment: The Editor’s Note is no longer needed.

Proposed Change: Delete the Editor’s Note.
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1483R01


	H20 
	2007.01.16
	E
	6.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: What does:

"Replicate general statements referring to the PoC Client for the PoC Interworking Agent.

Replicate general statements referring to the PoC Server for the PoC Interworking Function.

Replicate the statements referring to PoC Users for P2T Users and PoC Remote Access Users. 

" mean.

Proposed Change: Rephrase it so also I with my poor English understands it -( 

(Couldn't find it in a dictionary with 152 000 English words and phrases)
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103R01

	H21 
	2007.01.16
	T
	6.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: The " In order to support usage scenario 1 as described in clause 1 “Scope”…" is not correct since there are no scenarios described in the Scope clause.

Proposed Change: Change to clause 4 instead.
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H22 
	2007.01.22
	T
	6.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0056R01
Comment:  Editor’s Note: Further modifications are FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1483R01


	H23 
	2007.01.16
	T
	6.1 clause 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: Just because the Remote Access Agent do not need to understand Simultaneous PoC Session does not mean that they can be used by a PoC Client behind a Remote Access. This can be clarified in a note or something. 

Proposed Change: Add in the NOTE or as an extra NOTE:

A PoC Client behind the Remote Access Agent can use Simultaneous Sessions.
	Status: OPEN 

	H24 
	2007.01.16
	T
	6.1 clause 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: The removal of the queuing from the Interworking function is understandable and reasonable. However, does this mean that a PoC Client behind a Remote Access can not use this functionality? If so why?

Proposed Change: Include in the queuing note or add an extra note explaining that a PoC Client still can use the queuing function.
	Status: OPEN 

	H25 
	2007.01.16
	T
	6.1 clause 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: The removal of the PoC Box from the Interworking function is understandable and reasonable. However, does this mean that a PoC Client behind a Remote Access can not use this functionality? If so why?

Proposed Change: Include in the PoC Box note or add an extra note explaining that a PoC Client still can use the PoC Box function.
	Status: OPEN 

	H26 
	2007.01.16
	E
	6.1 clause 6
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: The sentence Subclauses related to Queuing: 6.2.9, 6.5.10, 6.5.11 do not apply and the text in each subclause is replaced with the following note:

is not correct since there are more than one note.

Proposed Change: note: ( notes:
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H27 
	2007.01.16
	T
	6.1 clause 7
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: Just because the Interworking Function do not need to understand Simultaneous PoC Session does not mean that they can be used by a PoC Client behind a Remote Access. This can be clarified in a note or something. 

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN 

	H28 
	2007.01.16
	E
	7.1 <Editor’s Note >
	Source: jonathan.lohr@sonyericsson.com

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0035R01
Comment: The Editor’s Note is no longer needed.

Proposed Change: Delete the Editor’s Note.
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1483R01


	H29 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear how the P2T Users can use the XDM enabler as they cannot manipulate with XDM servers of Remote Network and any XDM Server-like network entities in P2T Network are out of scope of PoC.

Proposed Change: Restrict to Remote PoC Access Users.
	Status: OPEN

	H30 
	2007.01.16
	E
	7.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: What does:

"Replicate general statements referring to the PoC Server for the PoC Interworking Function.

Replicate the statements referring to PoC Users for P2T Users and PoC Remote Access Users. 

" mean.

Proposed Change: Rephrase it so also I with my poor English understands it -( 

(Couldn't find it in a dictionary with 152 000 English words and phrases)
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103R01

	H31 
	2007.01.16
	E
	7.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: There is no need for a level 2 "General" subclause.

Proposed Change: Remove the heading 7.1 "General)
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H32 
	2007.01.16
	T
	7.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: The " In order to support usage scenario 2 as described in clause 1 “Scope”…" is not correct since there are no scenarios described in the Scope clause.

Proposed Change: Change to clause 4 instead.
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103

	H33 
	2007.01.16
	T
	7.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: Appendix H "PoC User Access Policy " is missing.

Proposed Change: Add endorsement statement about Appendix H.
	Status: OPEN 

	H34 
	2007.01.16
	T
	7.1
	Source: Jan Holm, Ericsson

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0032
Comment: Appendix C "Examples" is missing.

Proposed Change: Add endorsement statement about Appendix C.
	Status: OPEN 

	H35 
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.1
	Source: Motorola

Form: Doc # 2007-0045

Comment: PoC XDM SCR nomenclature has changed.

Proposed Change:  Update SCR nomenclature
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1483R01

	H36 
	2007.01.22
	T
	7.1
	Source: aallen@rim.com

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0056R01
Comment:  Editor’s Note: Further modifications are FFS
Proposed Change:  Resolve

 
	Status: Covered in OMA-POC-POCv2-2007-0103 


b) Clauses affected:

Whole document
c) Summary of change:
Summary of the changes can be found in the comments table.
d) Consequence if not approved:
Review comments remain open.

e) Reason for revision:
R01: Replace “replicate” in descriptions.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility
None
3 Impact on Other Specifications
None.
4 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.

5 Recommendation
It is recommended that the proposed changes are discussed and agreed. 
6 Detailed Change Proposal

See attachment.
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