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1 Reason for Contribution

Some PoCv2.0 CONR comments against the OMA-TS-PoC_Endorsement_OMA_IM_TS-V2_0-20061212-D document are not the comments against the endorsement of IMv1.0 TS document, but rather are the comments against the base IMv1.0 TS document.
2 Summary of Contribution

The POC WG kindly requests the IM WG to review as part of the IMv1.0 CONR the PoCv2.0 CONR comments listed in the subclause 3 "Detailed proposal", and solve them when applicable.
3 Detailed Proposal
The OMA-TS-PoC_Endorsement_OMA_IM_TS-V2_0-20061212-D endorses the IMv1.0 TS document. 

The OMA-TS-PoC_Endorsement_OMA_IM_TS-V2_0-20061212-D either endorses the IMv1.0 TS document using rules or contains the modified IMv1.0 TS text when endorsement is too complicated to be done by rules. 
Some PoCv2.0 CONR comments against the OMA-TS-PoC_Endorsement_OMA_IM_TS-V2_0-20061212-D document are not the comments against the endorsement of the IMv1.0 TS document, but rather are the comments against the base IMv1.0 TS document. 

The comments are listed in the table below. 
The POC WG kindly requests the IM WG to review those comments as part of the IMv1.0 CONR, solved them when applicable, and inform the POC WG about the status.
	I38
	2007.01.16
	T
	7.1.3.3
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0033

Comment: There is a check but no action in the following:

-
the IM Client SHALL check the “From” header field of the message/CPIM for the original sender of the MSRP request;

Proposed Change: Clarify!
	Status: OPEN
Nadia to propose a change.

	I55
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.3.6


	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Instead of generating the failure delivery MSRP REPORT on MSRP response, the generation should be done on MSRP REPORT reception as the MSRP report just signals that the MSRP SEND was delivered to the next hop.
	Status: OPEN
Brigitte will ask Siemens colleague Ivo?) to clarify.
Preferable to quote MSRP draft rather than paraphrase it. And then we will decide what to change.

	I56
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.3.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The description should be aligned with the OMA-TS_PoC-UserPlane-V2_0-20061219-D.doc, 7.12 Discrete Media Final Report
	Status: OPEN
Brigitte will ask Ivo with specific changes.

	I57
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.3.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: MSRP grammar does not allow a new parameters to be added to Success-Report
	Status: OPEN
AI Adamu will propose a change using IMDN header.

	I58
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.1.1 and 6.1.2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0033

Comment: When rejecting a session setup request due to Media Type not allowed, why not send a 415 Unsupported Media Type instead of 403 Forbidden (which is not as informative)?

Proposed Change: -
	Status: OPEN
AI Adamu has already an action item about a similar comment.


	I59
	2007.01.18
	T
	6.1.1.1 and 6.1.2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com
Form: OMA-REL-2007-0033

Comment: When rejecting a session setup request due to media size not allowed, why not send a 413 Request Entity Too Large instead of 403 Forbidden (which is not as informative)?

Proposed Change: -
	Status: CLOSED
413 is not the right error code for SDP negotiation. No change



The following PoCv2.0 CONR comment suggests extension of IMv1.0 with a PoCv2.0 feature which may be also useful for IMv1.0:
	I24
	2006-01-19
	T
	7.1.3.2
	Source: NOKIA

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

Comment: If this functionality is kept in spec, then it is better to add this bullet 2 into the IM spec and keep IM and PoC spec consistent.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
Adamu will discuss this comment with Nokia colleagues.


The comment I24 is related to the bullet added to 7.1.3.2 stating "2. MAY include into the Content-Disposition header a parameter "filename" with value containing the file name of the content according to rules and procedures of [RFC2183]"
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