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1. Review Information

1.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
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1.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full / Followup / Preliminary
	2009.01.23
	Select: F2F / Email / ConfCall
	
	OMA-<type>-<desc>-<version>-200ymmdd-<state>

	
	
	
	
	


2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-RD-PoC-V2_1-20090422-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Alert for Unavailable Users are postponed to future releases. 

Proposed Change: Remove from list.
	Status: OPEN >

	A002
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.11.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear if requirement item FUNC-XDM-DG-006 interferes with requirement item FUNC-XDM-DG-009 about whether re-join is allowed or not.

Proposed Change: Clarify the requirement items. 
	Status: OPEN



	A003
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.11.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear from requirement item FUNC-XDM-DG-007 why support for Condition re-evaluation shall be optional in PoC Server when the evaluation always is done in CBUS.

Proposed Change: Clarify req item, e.g. “PoC Server SHALL support Condition Re-evaluation …” or implement not covered requirement item in PoC enabler.
	Status: OPEN



	A004
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.11.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear from requirement items FUNC-XDM-DG-012 and FUNC-XDM-DG-013 (PoC User can subscribe to Dynamic Pre-arranged or Chat PoC Group member info) whether it is allowed to any member to subscribe also during an ongoing Dynamic PoC Group Session. Every PoC Group Session may have its own rules, as the pre-defined rules can be overridden by the initiating PoC User. Therefore it is not enough to use Group Identity to start a subscription but subscribing User must use the PoC Session Identity (which is only known to the PoC User that is a Participant.)

Proposed Change: The requirement items could be that only Participants can subscribe to an ongoing Dynamic PoC Group Session, and the Participants must not include rules in the subscription request, and when not a Participant or when Group Identity is used the subscription is made to Dynamic PoC Group with the pre-defined rules. However, using PoC Session Identity implies that subscription must be done to PoC Server and cannot be done to CBUS Server because CBUS is unaware of the PoC Session. Consider a simple solution! 
	Status: OPEN



	A005
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.11.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear from requirement items FUNC-XDM-DG-020 and FUNC-XDM-DG-021 (PoC User can subscribe to Dynamic Ad-hoc PoC Group member info) whether it is allowed to any member to subscribe also during an ongoing Dynamic PoC Group Session. Subscribing User must use the PoC Session Identity (which is only known to the PoC User that is a Participant.)

Proposed Change: Using PoC Session Identity implies that subscription must be done to PoC Server and cannot be done to CBUS Server because CBUS is unaware of the PoC Session. Consider a simple solution!
	Status: OPEN



	A006
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.11.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Requirement item FUNC-XDM-DG-016 (PoC User may give consent to become member of a Dynamic PoC Group) is not covered in SD/CP/DM. 

Note. In CBUS consent to become a member of a Dynamic PoC Group by search belongs to “Future Release”.

Proposed Change: Implement the requirement item or move to “Future Release”.  
	Status: OPEN



	A007
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.15.5
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The Retrieve List of PoC Group Identities feature is not implemented.
Proposed Change: Postpone to future release.
	Status: OPEN 

	A008
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.19.2
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Alert for Unavailable PoC Users is not part of 2.1 any longer
Proposed Change: 

PoC V2.1
(
Future Release

(for all requirements)
	Status: OPEN 

	A009
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.3.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear what requirement item FUNC-EPE-MB-003 (PoC Client MAY bar incoming Media Content per Media Type) means. Is it a setting per Media Type that is required? Otherwise, this requirement seems covered by FUNC-EPE-MB-004 (PoC Client MAY support Access Control of Media Content per Media Type).

Proposed Change: Clarify text and implement not covered requirement item in PoC enabler or move not covered requirement item to “Future Release”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A010
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.3.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear what requirement item FUNC-EPE-MB-003a (PoC Client MAY bar incoming Media Streams per Media Type) means. Is it a setting per Media Type that is required? Otherwise, this requirement seems covered by FUNC-EPE-MB-004b (PoC Client MAY support Access Control of Media Streams per Media Type).

Proposed Change: Clarify text and implement not covered requirement item in PoC enabler or move not covered requirement item to “Future Release”. 
	Status: OPEN



	A011
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.3.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Requirement item FUNC-EPE-MB-004 is not fully covered in SD/CP/DM (PoC Client MAY support Access Control of Media Content per Media Type based on time).

Proposed Change: Move not covered requirement item to “Future Release”. 
	Status: OPEN



	A012
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.3.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Requirement item FUNC-EPE-MB-004b is not fully covered in SD/CP/DM (PoC Client MAY support Access Control of Media Streams per Media Type based on time).

Proposed Change: Move not covered requirement item to “Future Release”. 
	Status: OPEN



	A013
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.3.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear if requirement item FUNC-EPE-MB-006 is a PoC V2.1 item or implemented already in PoC V2.0. According to PoC V2.0 SD sub-clause 4.18.2.2 item belongs to PoC V2.0.

Proposed Change: Change to “PoC V2.0” or implement not covered requirement item in PoC enabler if missing. 
	Status: OPEN



	A014
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.3.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear if requirement item FUNC-EPE-MB-007 is a PoC V2.1 item or implemented already in PoC V2.0. According to PoC V2.0 SD sub-clause 4.18.2.2 item belongs to PoC V2.0.

Proposed Change: Change to “PoC V2.0” or implement not covered requirement item in PoC enabler if missing. 
	Status: OPEN



	A015
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.11.14
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The presence requirements are not implemented in any TS.

Proposed Change: Implement or postpone to future release.
	Status: OPEN 

	A016
	2009.06.02
	T
	9.1.1
	Source: frank.kowalewski@infineon.com

Form: doc #0031

Comment: session-type and used-media-types should be mandatory

Proposed Change: replace MAY with SHALL
	Status: OPEN

	A017
	2009.06.02
	T
	9.1.1
	Source: frank.kowalewski@infineon.com

Form: doc #0031
Comment: EN is not valid anymore

Proposed Change: remove EN
	Status: OPEN

	A018
	2009.06.02
	T
	9.1.11
	Source: frank.kowalewski@infineon.com

Form: doc #0031
Comment: EN about single or multiple PoC Session documents is not valid anymore

Proposed Change: remove EN
	Status: OPEN

	A019
	2009.06.02
	T
	9.1.3
	Source: frank.kowalewski@infineon.com

Form: doc #0031R01

Comment: structure should be according to SUP file

Proposed Change: add reference to SUP file
	Status: OPEN

	A020
	2009.06.02
	T
	9.1.7
	Source: frank.kowalewski@infineon.com

Form: doc #0031
Comment: how to include PoC Session IDs in PoC Sessions document is unclear

Proposed Change: add clarifying text
	Status: OPEN

	A021
	2009.06.02
	T
	9.1.7
	Source: frank.kowalewski@infineon.com

Form: doc #0031
Comment: meaning of no <list> or <subject> element is unclear

Proposed Change: add clarifying notes
	Status: OPEN


2.2 OMA-AD-PoC-V2_1-20090508-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2009.06.10
	T
	0
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Inconsistency with 2.0.

Proposed Change: Check that all CR included in 2.0 also are included in this document.
	

	B002
	2009.06.09
	T
	0
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  The XDM architecture was recently redrawn.  The AD figure should be compared against the latest XDM 2.1 architecture?  This is an easy exercise.  
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	B003
	2009.06.09
	T
	0
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: Although there is an EMCS Retrieval Function, the EMCS RF itself is contained within the CF PoC Server.  

This is the model of the User Plane, for example.  

Therefore, a physical and logical EMCS RF should be made very plain to the reader, or the physical, external EMCS RF is just deleted from the entire architecture, thereby eliminating confusion.  
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	B004
	2009.06.09
	T
	0
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  XQuery is not the correct name - it's called  Limited XQuery over HTTP.  May want to make a note. 
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	B005
	2009.05.28
	T
	0
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Text in AD refers to “Shared XDMS”, “Shared List XDMS”, “Shared Group XDMS” and “Shared Policy XDMS”. However, XDM V2.1 has changed the terminology and removed “Shared”.  

Proposed Change: Whenever PoC V2.1 refers to usage of XDM V2.1 entities remove “Shared” from text. Replace “Shared XDMS” by “XDMSs” or “XDM Servers”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B006
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[OMA PoC V2.0 UP]
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Not used reference 

Proposed Change: Remove reference or use it (it may be a spelling error in the document)
	Status: OPEN 

	B007
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[OMA PoC V2.1 Document-Mgmt]
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Not used reference 

Proposed Change: Remove reference or use it (it may be a spelling error in the document)
	Status: OPEN 

	B008
	2009.05.28
	E
	2.2 [3GPP TR 23.979]
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: An error in the reference. 

Proposed Change: update:

3GPP: TS 23.979:
(
3GPP: TR 23.979:
	Status: OPEN 

	B009
	2009.05.28
	T
	3.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Definition of “Still-alive” is not aligned with definition in CP. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	B010
	2009.05.28
	T
	3.2 Media Type
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The new Media Type: Streaming Media Control is missing 

Proposed Change: 

Add the new Media Type: Streaming Media Control to list of media types.

Add if necessary Media Streaming Control as a definition.
	Status: OPEN 

	B011
	2009-6-8
	E
	4
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: Numbering of section 4 of this document exist some editorial problems.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Status: Open

	B012
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.1c.1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There are no procedures defined for the External Media Content Server Retrieval Function. 

Proposed Change: Remove "External Media Content Server Retrieval" from the bullet list Function.
	Status: OPEN 

	B013
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.1c.3
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There are no procedures defined for the External Media Content Server Retrieval Function. 

Proposed Change: Remove reference points IP-2, POC-18 and POC-20

Renumbering IP-3 to IP-2 may be appropriate.

Renumbering POC-19 to POC-18 may be appropriate.
	Status: OPEN 

	B014
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.1c.4.1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Alert for unavailable PoC Users is postponed to future release. 

Proposed Change: Remove "Alert for unavailable PoC Users"
	Status: OPEN 

	B015
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.1c.4.1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Retrieve list of PoC Group Identities is not implemented.
Proposed Change: Remove 

o
retrieve list of PoC Group Identities.
	Status: OPEN 

	B016
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.1c.4.3
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Alert for unavailable PoC Users is postponed to future release. 

Proposed Change: Remove "Alert for unavailable PoC Users"
	Status: OPEN 

	B017
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.1c.41
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The Simultaneous Media is missing.

Proposed Change: Add Simultaneous Media to the list
	Status: OPEN 

	B018
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.1c.41
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The Media Streaming Control feature is missing.

Proposed Change: Add Media Streaming Control  to the list
	Status: OPEN 

	B019
	2009.05.28
	T
	5.1

Table 1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no procedures related to EMCS Retrieval Function 

Proposed Change: Remove the reference IP 2,  PoC-18 and POC-20. Renumbering IP 3 to IP 2 may be appropriate.

Renumbering of PoC-19 to PoC-18 may be appropriate.
	Status: OPEN 

	B020
	2009.05.28
	T
	5.1.a

Figure 2
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no procedures related to EMCS Retrieval Function 

Proposed Change: Remove the "External Media Content Server Retrieval Function" from the figure 2
	Status: OPEN 

	B021
	2009.05.28
	T
	5.1.a

Figure 3
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no procedures related to EMCS Retrieval Function 

Proposed Change: Remove the "External Media Content Server Retrieval Function" from the figure 3 and the reference IP 2, PoC-18 and POC-20.

Renumbering IP 3 to IP 2 may be appropriate.

Renumbering of PoC-19 to PoC-18 may be appropriate.
	Status: OPEN 

	B022
	2009.06.09
	E
	5.1a
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Is there a need to depict an RTSP Client in figure 3?
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	B023
	2009-6-8
	T
	6.1.1

6.1.2
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The search on-going session function is not in section 6.1.1 and 6.1.2.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	B024
	2009.06.09
	E
	6.1.3.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Regards the PoC Server as an XDMS, maybe look at search functionalities of an  Enabler Specific XDMS in XDM 2.1 and if the PoC Server does not do all such things, point it out.  For example, the PoC Server probably does not have a history document that records the users conducting searches for active PoC Sessions.   
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	B025
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Alert for unavailable PoC Users is postponed to future release. 

Proposed Change: Remove "Alert for unavailable PoC Users"
	Status: OPEN 

	B026
	2009.06.09
	E
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  The bullet about identifying an EMCS RF has a quote mark at the end, which needs to be deleted.  
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	B027
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.8
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no procedures related to EMCS Retrieval Function

Proposed Change: Delete subclause
	Status: OPEN 

	B028
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.2.11
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Alert for unavailable PoC Users is postponed to future release. 

Proposed Change: Remove "Alert for unavailable PoC Users"
	Status: OPEN 

	B029
	2009.06.09
	E
	6.2.13

6.2.14
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Some kind of error exists here as they have the same section titles  
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

	B030
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.2.13 & 6.2.14
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Duplicated subclauses 

Proposed Change: Merge subclauses 6.2.13 and 6.2.14.
	Status: OPEN 

	B031
	2009.05.28
	E
	7.10       
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: XDM does not any longer use "Shared" e.g. Shared Group XDMS is renamed to Group XDMS, and so on. 

Proposed Change: Remove "Shared" when applicable.
	Status: OPEN 

	B032
	2009.05.28
	E
	7.16       
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: XDM does not any longer use "Shared" e.g. Shared Group XDMS is renamed to Group XDMS, and so on. 

Proposed Change: Remove "Shared" when applicable.
	Status: OPEN 

	B033
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.31
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no procedures related to EMCS Retrieval Function 

Proposed Change: Delete this subclause.

Renumbering of PoC-19 to PoC-18 may be appropriate.
	Status: OPEN 

	B034
	2009.06.09
	E
	7.31
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  It seems that RTSP is not mentioned. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	B035
	2009.06.09
	E
	7.32
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Potentially, refer XDM-7. Potentially call the search "Limited XQuery over HTTP" because that is what it is called in PAG.   Enabler Specific XDMS as
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	B036
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.33
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: External Media Content Server Retrieval Function not supported 

Proposed Change: Delete subclause
	Status: OPEN 

	B037
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.38
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no procedures related to EMCS Retrieval Function 

Proposed Change: Delete this subclause.

Renumbering IP 3 to IP 2 may be appropriate.
	Status: OPEN 


2.3 OMA-TS-PoC_System_Description-V2_1-20090424-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2009.06.10
	T
	0
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Inconsistency with 2.0.

Proposed Change: Check that all CR included in 2.0 also are included in this document.
	Status: OPEN 

	C002
	2009.05.28
	T
	0
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Text in AD refers to “Shared XDMS”, “Shared List XDMS”, “Shared Group XDMS” and “Shared Policy XDMS”. However, XDM V2.1 has changed the terminology and removed “Shared”.  

Proposed Change: Whenever PoC V2.1 refers to usage of XDM V2.1 entities remove “Shared” from text. Replace “Shared XDMS” by “XDM Servers”. Otherwise it may seem that XDM type has been forgotten in text. 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C003
	2009.05.28
	T
	0
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Investigate if “Shared” should be kept for cases where XDM 2.0 is referred and where XDM 2.0 dependency is enough (this may apply to features with no changes in PoC V2.1 related to XDM V2.1) or introduce a PoC feature-based dependency list to XDM versions in SD.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C004
	2009.05.28
	T
	1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Scope of document points to V2.0 PoC enabler version 

Proposed Change: Change scope to PoC V2.1.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C005
	2009.05.28
	T
	1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Backward compatibility for PoC V2.1 SD is not described 

Proposed Change: Add backward compatibility description towards PoC V2.0.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C006
	2009.05.28
	T
	1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Requirement base for PoC V2.1 is not complete. 

Proposed Change: Add reference to PoC V2.1 RD in this clause.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C007
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference [OMA XDM] points to XDM V2.0 ERP. It is never referenced in text. Why is it needed here? A clarification is needed.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C008
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: reference to PoC V2.1 RD is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add the reference to this sub-clause.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C009
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: [PoC SD V2.0] referred in 4A.2 is missing.

Proposed Change: Add the reference to 2.1 sub-clause.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C010
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: [Presence AD] referred in 4.17 points to Presence V1.0.

Proposed Change: Change the reference in sub-clause 2.1 to point to Presence V2.0 AD.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C011
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference [OMA-XDM] used in 4.1.3, 4.8, 4.57 is wrong ERP version.

Proposed Change: Replace by a reference to XDM V2.1 ERP
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C012
	2009.06.03
	E
	2.1 [PoC Invocation Descriptor]
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Wrong revision

Proposed Change: Reference 2.1 instead
	Status: OPEN 



	C013
	2009.06.03
	T
	2.1 [PUSH 1.0 AD]
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There are no procedures in stage 3 defined for Alert for Unavailable PoC User 

Proposed Change: Remove reference
	Status: OPEN



	C014
	2009.05.28
	E
	2.2


	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference to [OMA dictionary] is old. 

Proposed Change: Update reference to latest version (draft).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C015
	2009.05.28
	T
	3.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Definition for “Still-alive” is missing

Proposed Change: Add definition from PoC V2.1 AD or PoC V2.1 CP whichever is the correct one (they are different in AD and CP).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C016
	2009.06.03
	T
	3.2 Media Streaming Control
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Media Streaming Control is a Media Type 

Proposed Change: Change definition as follows:

A feature allowing a PoC functional entity to control streaming of Media of a controlled Media Stream sent by a different PoC functional entity.
(
A Media Type allowing a PoC functional entity to control streaming of Media of a controlled Media Stream sent by a different PoC functional entity.

	Status: OPEN 



	C017
	2009.06.03
	T
	3.2 Media Type
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The new Media Type “Media Streaming Control” missing.need to be included

Proposed Change: Include Media Streaming Control in the list of media type.


	Status: OPEN 



	C018
	2009.06.03
	T
	3.2 National Security
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: National Security is used in the beginning of the definition 

Proposed Change: 

National Security refers to the requirement to maintain the survival of the nation-state through the use of economic, military and political power and the exercise of diplomacy.

(
The requirement to maintain the survival of the nation-state through the use of economic, military and political power and the exercise of diplomacy.


	Status: OPEN 



	C019
	2009.06.03
	T
	3.3 MUK, MSK, MTK
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: MUK,MSK and MTK is technology dependent. 

Proposed Change: Remove abbreviations and replace any occurrence in the document with:

MSK ( session key

MTK ( traffic key

MUK ( user key
	Status: OPEN 



	C020
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.1.3,

4.8,

4.57
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference [OMA-XDM] is wrong. 

Proposed Change: Replace by “[OMA XDM]
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C021
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.10.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Simultaneous PoC Session cannot be used for Media Streams sent over Multicast PoC Channel. 

Proposed Change: Add some text explaining that Simultaneous PoC Session cannot be used for Media Streams sent over Multicast PoC Channel.
	Status: OPEN 



	C022
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.12
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: User Plane Adaptation can not be used for Media sent over the Multicast PoC Channel. 

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN



	C023
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.13


	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Missspelled reference 

Proposed Change: 

[TS 26.235]

(
[3GPP TS 26.235]
	Status: OPEN 



	C024
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.15
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: Charging elements are necessary to be supported by charging function defined in 3GPP SA5. A LS to 3GPP SA5 is expected.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C025
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.15.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: How Multicast poC is charged is not described.

Proposed Change: Describe that Multicast PoC is charged by the Access Network.
	Status: OPEN 



	C026
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.15.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Subscription to Dynamic PoC Group member information is not charged

Proposed Change: Either add this to the list for Participants and for Owner or remove subscription to this information from CP (if done by CBUS Client).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C027
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.15.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference and figure caption point to PoC V2.0.

Proposed Change: Replace “PoC V2.0” by “PoC V2.1”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C028
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.15.3, NOTE 1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The Note points only to PoC V1.0

Proposed Change: Add also for “PoC V2.0”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C029
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.18.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference [XDM AD V2.0] in text is wrong.

Proposed Change: Replace by “[OMA XDM V2.0 AD]” if it is enough to point to operations towards “Shared Policy XDMS” or replace by new reference to XDM V2.1 version and add the reference to sub-clause 2.1.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C030
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.18.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor’s Note:  It needs to be covered the case where the PoC Subscriber/Dispatcher/Authorised User can limit the abilility of the PoC User to modify the PoC User access Policy (e.g. for ICSB and OCSB). 
Proposed Change: Resolve EN, by describing the user and subscriber concept implemented in the CP.
	Status: OPEN 



	C031
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.18.2.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear if User’s Access Policy for Incoming Media Barring is used to determine what Media Types can be forwarded to a PoC Box.

Proposed Change: Clarify text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C032
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.18.2.4
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Is the geographical location a valid condition

Proposed Change:?
	Status: OPEN 



	C033
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.18.2.5
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Is the geographical location a valid condition

Proposed Change:?
	Status: OPEN 



	C034
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.18.2.6
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: According to CP Group Advertisement request is rejected if Group Advertisement Media Type is barred.

Proposed Change: Add a bullet for the case that Group Advertisement Media Type is barred.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C035
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.18.2.7
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Barring based on QoE is not useful for IMSB.

Proposed Change: Remove the condition QoE from the bullet list.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C036
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.18.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: There is no support in the list for the action to allow/block a change of conditions as described according to CP 7.2.1.31 “Dynamic PoC Group member information policy”.

Proposed Change: Add the action to the list or remove the subscription policy from CP (remove if subscription to Groups is done directly to CBUS Server or the change action is not to be implemented).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C037
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.24
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: There is no definition of anything such as “Interactive” traffic class in 3GPP TS 23.060, or from there referred TS 22.0060 or TS 25.401.  

Proposed Change: Change to lower case “interactive”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C038
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.26.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Bad wording “Indicationsetting”.

Proposed Change: Change to “Indication setting”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C039
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.26.1
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: It is a problem that if PoC user's setting would be also removed if an expiration timer of a PoC Client is running out. 

Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C040
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.26.1
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The settings of the PoC User and the settings of the PoC Clients could be more clearly stated in SD document.

Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C041
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.26.11, 4.26.12
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: PoC Client doing publish to “Home PoC Network” may end up in nowhere.

Proposed Change: Change PoC Clients indication of the PoC Service Setting is sent to “Home PoC Server” instead of “Home PoC Network”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C042
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.26.A
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Looks as Answer Mode Indication is a superior setting. 

Proposed Change: Align by indentation bullet for “Answer Mode Indication” with the rest.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C043
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.27
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Media Streaming Control Media Type should be visible in this chapter. 

Proposed Change: Try to add some text about Media Streaming Control in a suitable place
	Status: OPEN 



	C044
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.27.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear what PoC Client should do when PoC Speech is barred according to Incoming Media Barring.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C045
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.28
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The interworking wit CPM is missing.

Proposed Change: A subclause about the interworking with CPM included
	Status: OPEN 



	C046
	2009.06.03
	E
	4.28.3
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: One paragraph has red text 

Proposed Change: Change red text to black text.
	Status: OPEN 



	C047
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.28.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Some text is in red color font.

Proposed Change: Change font color to black.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C048
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.30.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: There is no definition such as “Access Rules”.

Proposed Change: Change to “Access Control” which is the defined term.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C049
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.32
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: Media content need to be address by XDMv2.1. The parameters should be finalized by the end of PoCv2.1 consistence review. 

Proposed Change: fix it in XDMv2.1
	Open

	C050
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.36
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Last paragraph: The case for Dynamic Ad-hoc PoC Group Session is unclear.

Proposed Change: Also a Group member that did not receive an invitation to a Dynamic Ad-hoc PoC Group Session involving a Pre-arranged PoC Group because the member did not match the Dynamic PoC Group rules shall generate a new PoC Session for the Pre-arranged PoC Group if initiated by the member.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C051
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.39.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: “Manual Answer Override” and “Polite Calling” are not defined in SD. Elsewhere in SD these terms are used with lower case.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C052
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.39.3
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Multicast PoC is not defined for Remote Access. 

Proposed Change: Clarify with a NOTE that Multicast PoC is not defined for Remote Access
	Status: OPEN 



	C053
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.42
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Multicast PoC text is missing

Proposed Change: Add a subclause describing Multicast PoC and Discrete Media
	Status: OPEN 



	C054
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.43
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Multicast PoC is missing

Proposed Change: Describe the relation between Multicast PoC and Traffic Optimisation.
	Status: OPEN 



	C055
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.48.3
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: 2 unresolved ENs:

Editor’s note: the reasons for moderator to reject Media Burst request is FFS. 
Proposed Change: Resolve ENs by suggestion a general reason that can be used for any reason.
	Status: OPEN 



	C056
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.48.3
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: Other parameters and request/responses/indications are FFS. 
Proposed Change: Remove EN since this EN was only a reminder just in case.
	Status: OPEN 



	C057
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.48.3
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The EN should be resolved. The proposal is to add a NOTE to define the cases which moderator would release media floor.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C058
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.48.4
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Reassignment of Moderator role not implemented. 

Proposed Change: Remove existing text and describe how it works. The title of the subclause may need to be changed.
	Status: OPEN 



	C059
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Wording “using …uses…” is unclear. 

Proposed Change: Align sentences for Chat and Pre-arranged with wording “PoC Session establishment for a Dynamic Ad-hoc PoC Group uses the same mechanism as for an Ad-hoc PoC Group”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C060
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is not defined what is meant by “Dynamic PoC Group rules”. These are not just any PoC Group authorization rules but controls which PoC Clients that are dynamically invited or released from the PoC Session.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C061
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: There are other actions that an authorized PoC User possibly may do (without a PoC Client that supports Dynamic PoC Groups). 

Proposed Change: Add e.g. expel Participants from a Dynamic PoC Group Session, request to release from a Dynamic PoC Group Session, initiate or join/re-join as a Moderator (if assigned the role), transfer the Moderator role within a Dynamic PoC Group Session, assume the role as Moderator (if assigned the role), initiate as PoC Dispatcher or PoC Fleet Member, join as PoC Fleet Member, transfer the role as PoC Dispatcher (if assigned the role), assume the role as PoC Dispatcher (if assigned the role), re-initiate a Dynamic Ad-hoc PoC Group Session, subscribe to Participant Information for a Dynamic PoC Group Session.

Also a PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity can add a Dynamic Pre-arranged PoC Group to the PoC Session.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C062
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: When PoC Server supports Dynamic PoC Groups the Group XDMS shall support Groups for Dynamic PoC Groups.  

Proposed Change: Add the dependency statement in this sub-clause.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C063
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.49.3.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The following paragraph is confusing:

“The PoC Server SHALL reject the request to initiate a Dynamic Pre-arranged or Chat PoC Group Session if Dynamic PoC Groups is not supported by the PoC Server.”.
How can the PoC Server reject something if Dynamic PoC Group is not supported.

Proposed Change: Select another procedure for this case e.g. what happens if the dynamic conditions are ignored???
	Status: OPEN 



	C064
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.3.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The text “The PoC Server SHALL reject the request to initiate a Dynamic Pre-arranged or Chat PoC Group Session if Dynamic PoC Groups is not supported by the PoC Server.” does not sound realistic.
Proposed Change: A PoC server that does not support Dynamic PoC Groups will not understand that there are Dynamic PoC Group rules assigned to the Group and should initiate an ordinary PoC Group Session instead of rejecting the request. If the PoC server does not understand that a body in an establishment request contains Dynamic PoC Group rules the PoC server should just ignore the body and continue as for an ordinary PoC Group Session.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C065
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.3.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear (although there are no requirements in RD) whether PoC User may replace or add Dynamic PoC Group rules for a Pre-arranged or Chat PoC Group in an establishment request. It is included in CP procedures though.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C066
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.3.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The request shall not be rejected if there are no matching PoC Addresses but Condition Re-evaluation is requested or pre-defined for the Pre-arranged PoC Group. 

Proposed Change: Add a new bullet to clarify the missing case for Pre-arranged PoC Groups.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C067
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.3.1, 4.49.4.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: According to RD requirement FUNC-XDM-DG-016 the Invited PoC User may provide consent to become member of the Dynamic PoC Group. It is not clear from SD how this requirement will be covered.  

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C068
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.3.2,

4.49.4.2, 4.49.6
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment:  These sub-clauses are about re-join and Condition Re-evaluation. However, according to RD requirement FUNC-XDM-DG-009 a member that has previously declined an invitation or explicitly left the Dynamic PoC Group Session shall not be (re)invited after Condition Re-evaluation, but according to FUNC-XDM-DG-006 the member shall be able to re-join. These two requirements seem contradictory and as both are covered in SD they cause confusion when reading SD.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C069
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.4.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The text “The PoC Server SHALL reject the request to initiate a Dynamic Ad-hoc PoC Group Session if Dynamic PoC Groups is not supported by the PoC Server” does not sound realistic.
Proposed Change: If the PoC Server does not understand that a body in an establishment request contains Dynamic PoC Group rules the PoC server should just ignore the body and continue as for an ordinary PoC Group Session.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C070
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.4.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The request shall not be rejected if there are no matching PoC Addresses but Condition Re-evaluation is requested for the Ad-hoc PoC Group. 

Proposed Change: Add a new bullet to clarify the missing case for Ad-hoc PoC Groups.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C071
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.5.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the Editor’s Note. Avoid to refer to an event package which is SIP specific.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C072
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.5.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Should PoC Client subscribe to the event package for PoC Groups or is it done by a CBUS Client in the UE directly to CBUS?

Proposed Change: Add support for Groups in CBUS enabler and remove the subscription from a PoC Client if subscription to Groups can be done directly to CBUS Server and adjust the text in this sub-clause accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C073
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.5.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Compliance to requirement items FUNC-XDM-DG-012, FUNC-XDM-DG-013, FUNC-XDM-DG-020 and FUNC-XDM-DG-021 (PoC User can subscribe to Dynamic PoC Group member info) is unclear in SD.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C074
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.5.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear to what extent PoC server takes Dispatcher and Moderators into consideration when subscribing to Dynamic Pre-arranged PoC Group.

Proposed Change: In order to not block the functions of PoC Dispatcher or Moderator Group the PoC Server should not subscribe to a Dispatcher, or a Group member that can be assigned the role as Dispatcher, or a Moderator and should disregard any ongoing subscription or non-match for a PoC Client to which Moderator role has been transferred.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C075
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.49.6
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment:  According to requirement FUNC-XDM-DG-007 Condition Re-evaluation function is optional in PoC server. But this requirement was written before CBUS enabler existed which will perform the re-evaluation procedure. The value today of making this function (to forward or reject a Condition re-evaluation request to CBUS) optional in PoC server is then unclear.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C076
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.49.6
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Improve text of “Dynamic PoC Group PoC Session invitation”. 

Proposed Change: Replace the text by “Dynamic PoC Group Session invitation”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C077
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.49.6
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Improve text of first bullet “have not invited”

Proposed Change: Replace the text by “have not been invited”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C078
	2009.06.03
	E
	4.49.7
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Header title in reference in note shall use italic font.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN 



	C079
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.5.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: When UE incorporates a PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity it is unclear from text whether the entity shall perform registration.
Proposed Change: Clarify text based on CP sub-clauses 6.1.1/9.1.1.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C080
	2009.06.03
	E
	4.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Bad formatted NOTE 

Proposed Change: Reformat NOTE 1
	Status: OPEN 



	C081
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.5.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: NOTE 1 is badly formatted. 

Proposed Change: Correct the note format (alignment of text).
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C082
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.50.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: 3rd bullet: Misspelling “recourses”

Proposed Change: Change to “resources”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C083
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.50.2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: There is no such definition as “Access Network” in PoC Enabler (in AD lower case is used) unless Multicast Access Network was meant. 

Proposed Change: Change to lower case “access network” or add “Multicast” .
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C084
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.50.2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: When PoC Client includes “MAO” PoC Server performing PF does not forward the “MAO” indication to CF in case of ongoing PoC Session.

Proposed Change: Add forwarding of “MAO”, because otherwise PoC Server CF will not apply it.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C085
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.50.2.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Maybe good to clarify that “MAO” is not applicable to PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity, as PoC Client initiating the Crisis Session can include “MAO”.

Proposed Change: Add a NOTE to clarify text, e.g. where data for invitation of this entity is described.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C086
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.50.2.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: There is an “and” too much in the bullet list (2nd bullet). 

Proposed Change: Remove the “and”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C087
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.50.2.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Bullet list with only two second level bullets (PoC server performing CF for an ongoing PoC Session): There is an “and” misplaced in second bullet.

Proposed Change: Move the “and” to first bullet on second level bullet list.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C088
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.50.2.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: When PoC Client includes “MAO” PoC Server performing CF does not apply the “MAO” to Invited PoC Users in case of ongoing PoC Session although PoC Users may be added by PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity.

Proposed Change:  PoC Server shall either apply “MAO” when adding PoC Users to the ongoing PoC Session or PoC Client requesting the Crisis Session cannot include “MAO” or PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity includes the “MAO” whatever is applicable.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C089
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.50.2.2

NOTE 3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear from this sub-clause whether PoC Server sends the list of Invited PoC Users to the PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity in case of 1-1 or Ad-hoc and whether this entity can retrieve a Group list from Shared Group XDMS.

Proposed Change: Clarify NOTE 3 and rest of sub-clause accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C090
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.50.2.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is not clear if this feature can be applied to a Dynamic PoC Group Session that is “Normal” or use a Group Identity of Dynamic PoC Groups and thereby apply Dynamic PoC Group rules to added PoC Users.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C091
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.50.2.2.
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The NOTE:

NOTE 2:  Since the PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity is a trusted entity in the network, the originator’s Authenticated PoC Address will be included in the invitation request to the PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity even if the PoC User requested privacy.
 Is not longer true.

Proposed Change: Rephrase NOTE to say that a user requesting PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling can’t request privacy.
	Status: OPEN 



	C092
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.50.2.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Also Incoming Media Content/Streams Barring policy can interfere with the intention of the invitation and shall be overridden in case of invitation to a PoC Session with PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C093
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.50.20.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The bullet  

· SHALL set the PoC Session to be the Primary PoC Session in case of Simultaneous PoC Sessions; 

is not valid in case of Multicast PoC. 

Proposed Change: add “…if Media is not sent over a Multicast PoC Channel”.
	Status: OPEN 



	C094
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.50.3
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Releasing PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling can only be done by the PoC Crisis Event Handling function. 

Proposed Change: Remove the possibility for a PoC Client to Release PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling.
	Status: OPEN 



	C095
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.50.3

NOTE
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Is it possible for a Participant not supporting PoC Crisis Event Handing to include a Normal PoC Session Control indication?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C096
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.50.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: What is meant by “Remove unauthorized Participants in the PoC Session”? It is unclear how the Participants become “unauthorized”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C097
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.50.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The PoC Server performing PF shall start applying Access Control to the PoC User before forwarding the Normal PoC Session indication to the PoC Client served by the PoC Server.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C098
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.50.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Is it possible to terminate a PoC Session for which PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling is ongoing, and if so can it be re-initiation of PoC Session be applied to it as such?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C099
	2009.06.03
	E
	4.51
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Alert for Unavailable PoC Users are not implemented in stage 3. 

Proposed Change: Remove this chapter.

(check the rest of the document if other things may need to be removed)
	Status: OPEN 



	C100
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.51
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: Alert for Unavailable PoC User as a feature does not exist in CP document.

Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C101
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.52
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: The behaviour of the PoC Server when the alerted poC User's PoC Address is registered by more than one PoC Client and the PoC Service Settings (IAB) are different are FFS:

Proposed Change: Resolve the EN
	Status: OPEN 



	C102
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.52.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unnecessary EN

Editor’s Note: The PoC Client adding media for the presentation is FFS. 
Proposed Change: Remove EN, issue already solved.
	Status: OPEN 



	C103
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.53
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's Note: The interaction between: Media Traffic Optimization, Dispatch PoC Group Session and Multicast PoC is FFS. NOTE 2 may result either to the Dispatcher/Distinguished Participant not getting any Media or everybody getting the Media of the Dispatcher/Distinguished Participant.  
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	C104
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.53
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: Mutlicast/Boardcast technologies should be provisioned to PoC Client. If this has been defined in device management document? e.g. Appendix B of CP document.

Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C105
	2009.06.03
	E
	4.53.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: In the 3rd parapgraph after the bullet list the paragraph ends with a non-correct statement:

“The session request shall include: 

Proposed Change: 

The session request shall include:

(
The session modification request SHALL include:
	Status: OPEN



	C106
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.53.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: MSK, MTK and MUK is to stage 3-ish. 

Proposed Change: 

MSK ( session key

MTK ( traffic key

MUK ( user key
	Status: OPEN



	C107
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.54
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The External Media Content Server Retrieval Function (i.e. as a separate stand-alone function) is not implemented in stage 3. 

Proposed Change: Remove the External Media Content Server Retrieval Function.
	Status: OPEN 



	C108
	2009.06.09
	T
	4.54.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  It says […] "between the PoC Server performing the Participating PoC Function and the PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function in a Remote PoC Network", however, it does not have to be a "remote network". 
Proposed Change:  Delete reference to remote network.
	Status: OPEN

	C109
	2009.06.09
	T
	4.54.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  EN in section 4.54.2 
Proposed Change:  Resolve the EN
	Status: OPEN

	C110
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.54.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: “PoC server performing CF shall not send Media Streaming Control requests to other participants” should be “to any Participants”? 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C111
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.54.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Wrong font used in first bullet. 

Proposed Change: Apply correct font.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C112
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.54.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment:  “PoC Group Specific Releasing Rule” is not a defined term in PoC enabler.
Proposed Change: Add definition or use lower case for “Specific Releasing Rules”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C113
	2009.06.09
	T
	4.54.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: "If a PoC Client supports the External Media Content Server Retrieval, the following applies:"  However, in fact, there is also a discrete data section for EMCS.  So it should be refined that must support RTSP for streaming media EMCS.
Proposed Change:  Clarify this
	Status: OPEN

	C114
	2009.06.09
	T
	4.54.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: It says "NOTE 4: 
In case Media Stream parameters in RTSP and in the PoC Control Plane are different, the RTSP parameters are ignored."  However, this would be a serious error case, and the session should be released.
Proposed Change:  Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	C115
	2009.06.09
	T
	4.54.4
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: "Stream" means something continuously flowing. There is no such thing as a "Discrete Media Stream".  
Proposed Change: Refer to this as Discrete media or find some similar term.
	Status: OPEN

	C116
	2009.06.09
	T
	4.54.4
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   The discrete data version of EMCS applies to multiple participants of a PoC Session, so we need to make it clear I this section, which it is not.  It seems to be written for just one PoC Client.   Also, the words "content indirection" need to appear in this section, similar as in the streaming media case.
Proposed Change:  Clarify these points in an edit. 
	Status: OPEN

	C117
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.56
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: Limited Participating Information need supporting document. 

Proposed Change: add support file 
	Open

	C118
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.56.2
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The sentence should be added that "the PoC Server shall send notification according to the indication sent from the PoC Client.”
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C119
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.57
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: PoC specific releasing rules stored in Group XDMS are not specified in any XML schema. If it will be an extension to an existing schema the usage should be referred to somewhere in PoC enabler, e.g. in DM.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C120
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.57
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The parameters which are considered in PoC Session release policies should be addressed by XDMv2.1 specification.

Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C121
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.58
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN.

Editor's note: How the PoC Server authorizes the PoC Client to indicate the manner in which Media streams of the same Media Type are rendered together is FFS. 
Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN 



	C122
	2009-6-8
	T
	4.58
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The editor's note should be resolved. The proposal to resolve this EN is that a parameter stored in shared XDMS or the particular member of the PoC Group should be only authorized to indicate the manner.

Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C123
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.59.1, 4.59.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: A PoC Subscriber or User interrogating the Served PoC Client’s Incoming/Outgoing Condition Based PoC Session Barring conditions requires support in PoC Server or in Policy XDMS. This dependency is missing in text.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C124
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.59.4
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unnecessary EN.

Editor’s note: It is FFS whether different announcements should be played to an Inviting PoC Client compliant only to PoC version 1.0 depending on whether the Invited PoC Client has been redirected because the invitation has been conditionally barred or because the Invited PoC Client is busy. 
Proposed Change: Describe the solution (see CP).
	Status: OPEN 



	C125
	2009.06.03
	E
	4.6.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: NOTEs shall be numbered 

Proposed Change: Number using the correct format the 2 NOTES in the subclause.
	Status: OPEN 



	C126
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.6.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved editor’s note:

 Editor's note:
The priority order above is FFS.
Proposed Change: Remove EN since no better priority order have been proposed.
	Status: OPEN 



	C127
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.6.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The following paragraph:

“The SIP/IP Core serving the PoC User routes the request to the PoC Clients of the PoC User apart from those listed as not eligible for reception of the request.
”  does not contain a normative statement.

Proposed Change: Make a NOTE of the statement.
	Status: OPEN 



	C128
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.6.1.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The procedure for prioritization at the Participating PoC Server when Incoming Media Barring is active is not considered and is unclear. 

Proposed Change: Clarify the text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C129
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.6.1.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear if barring ALL Media Types in a request is covered by text “the request SHALL either contain the same Media Types or subset of the Media Types”. 

Proposed Change: Clarify the text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C130
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.6.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Fast Setup is missing (some text could be useful) 

Proposed Change: Add some text about Fast PoC Session establishment.
	Status: OPEN 



	C131
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.61.3
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN 

Editor’s Note:  It is FFS whether and which additional information may be included in PoC Session Search responses.

Proposed Change: Resolve or remove EN.
	Status: OPEN 



	C132
	2009.05.28
	E
	4.9.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: “Still-Alive” is not the defined terminology.

Proposed Change: Change to “Still-alive”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C133
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.9.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: No response “n times” is unclear whether it is in a row or a total during the session.

Proposed Change: Change text to e.g. “a number of times in a row”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C134
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.9.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear from text whether Still-alive feature can be used for a Pre-established Session (as according to definition of “Still-alive” in CP).

Proposed Change: Change text to “a number of times in a row”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C135
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.9A
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: MBCP Setup message is missing. 

Proposed Change: add the Setup in the list of MBCP request.
	Status: OPEN 



	C136
	2009.06.03
	T
	4.9A
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Bit Map Addressing reason code missing 

Proposed Change: Add Bit Map reason code when one or bit are not valid
	Status: OPEN 



	C137
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.9A
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Referencing to sub-clause Error! Reference source not found. "Incoming Media Content Barring (IMCB)" is wrong. It is unclear whether it is meant to refer to sending permission or barring of media.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C138
	2009.06.03
	T
	4A.3 
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There are no procedures in stage 3 defined for Alert for Unavailable PoC User 

Proposed Change: Remove: 
· Alert for Unavailable PoC Users.

	Status: OPEN 



	C139
	2009.06.03
	T
	4A.3

2nd bullet
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Include Bit Map addressing 

Proposed Change: 

· Performance enhancements such as Still-alive and fast PoC Session establishment.

(
· Performance enhancements such as Still-alive, fast PoC Session establishment and Bit Map addressing.


	Status: OPEN 



	C140
	2009.06.03
	T
	4A.3
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Missing features: 

Proposed Change: 

· Expanding Duration of Media Burst Transmission
· Association between PoC Box and CPM Storage
· PoC Group specific releasing rules
· Poc Services settings for <list new PoC Services Settings>

	Status: OPEN 



	C141
	2009.06.09
	T
	4A.3 Version 2.1
	Source: Tom Hiller

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   It says "Performance enhancements such as Still-alive and fast PoC Session establishment." However, the bullet could mention Bit Map Addressing (BMA), too 
Proposed Change:  Add BMA to this bullet
	Status: OPEN

	C142
	2009.06.03
	T
	5
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Multiple devices are not shown in flows 

Proposed Change: Add a new subclause and take some of the use cases on terminating side showing 2 devices. 
	Status: OPEN 



	C143
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Fast PoC Session establishment flow is missing. 

Proposed Change: add flow (maybe in combination with a flow in 5.13A
	Status: OPEN 



	C144
	2009.05.28
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Wrong step numbering below figure 4.  

Proposed Change: Change from “0” and “1” to “1” and “2”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C145
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.14
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Some of the new 2.1 PoC Service settings are not in the flow 

Proposed Change: Add all new (e.g. Incoming Media Content Barring, Incoming Media Streaming Barring) PoC service settings.
	Status: OPEN 



	C146
	2009.06.03
	E
	5.18.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Error in reference to figure. 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN 



	C147
	2009.06.03
	E
	5.23.1.1

Figure
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Arrows in the flow are very thick. 

Proposed Change: Makes arrows thinner.
	Status: OPEN 



	C148
	2009.05.28
	T
	5.24.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear whether subscription to Dynamic Pre-arranged PoC Group needs to be supported in PoC server or can be moved to CBUS server.  

Proposed Change: Remove flow if supported by CBUS
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C149
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.25
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: <Alert for Unavailable PoC Users are not specified in CP. 

Proposed Change: Remove the subclause 5.25.
	Status: OPEN 



	C150
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.26
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: All subclauses are not in the list 

Proposed Change: Add references and a intro to all subclauses that are missing: 5.26.5, 5.26.6 and 5.26.7.
	Status: OPEN 



	C151
	2009.06.03
	E
	5.26.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: red text in box in the figure.

Proposed Change: Change red text to black text.
	Status: OPEN 



	C152
	2009.05.28
	E
	5.26.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: After step 10: Reference is wrong

Proposed Change: Change from “5.1.12” to “5.12”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C153
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.26.2.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no implementation of BCMCS

Proposed Change: Remove subclause and EN
	Status: OPEN 



	C154
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.26.3.22
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no implementation of BCMCS

Proposed Change: Remove subclause and EN
	Status: OPEN 



	C155
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.26.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The figure and step description is not aligned. Why is REFER used.

Proposed Change: Clean up according to implementation.
	Status: OPEN 



	C156
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.26.7.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no implementation of BCMCS

Proposed Change: Remove subclause and EN
	Status: OPEN 



	C157
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.26.8.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no implementation of BCMCS

Proposed Change: Remove subclause and EN
	Status: OPEN 



	C158
	2009.06.03
	E
	5.27.2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Dotted lines in figure!

Proposed Change: Replace dotted lines with solid lines.
	Status: OPEN 



	C159
	2009.06.03
	E
	5.27.2.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Dotted lines in figure!

Proposed Change: Replace dotted lines with solid lines.
	Status: OPEN 



	C160
	2009.06.03
	E
	5.28.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: EMCS Retrieval Function as an external entity is not implemented in CP

Proposed Change: Remove subclause 5.28.1 and all subclauses to 5.28.1

(the subclause 5.28.2 can now most likely be change to start directly under 5.28)
	Status: OPEN 



	C161
	2009.06.03
	E
	5.28.1.1
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Error in reference to figure

Proposed Change: Correct reference
	Status: OPEN 



	C162
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.1.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  It says: " Similarly, the ECMS Retrieval Function is able to access the EMCS itself using RTSP." However, the interface between the EMCS-RF and the EMCS is out of scope.
Proposed Change:  Remove the sentence, and mention that the RTSP session shown to the EMCS is for illustrative purposes. 
	Status: OPEN

	C163
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.1.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Type "EMCSR"
Proposed Change:  Should be EMCS
	Status: OPEN

	C164
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.1.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  For parallel writing style with the "no EMCS Retrieval Function, and to be complete, we need the  following sentence "The flow below shows a SIP MESSAGE Request with content indirection; however, if the PoC Session did not exist, or if other Participants were being added, the scenario would start with a SIP INVITE Request."
Proposed Change:  Add this sentence. 
	Status: OPEN

	C165
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.1.6.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2009-0062R05 was not implemented correctly in the SD. There are flows to be deleted that were not deleted.

Proposed Change: Delete section 5.28.1.6.1
	Status: OPEN

	C166
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.1.6.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2009-0062R05 was not implemented correctly in the SD. There are flows to be deleted that were not deleted.

Proposed Change: Delete section 5.28.1.6.2.  
	Status: OPEN

	C167
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.1.6.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2009-0062R05 was not implemented correctly in the SD. There are flows to be deleted that were not deleted.

Proposed Change: Delete section 5.28.1.6.3.  
	Status: OPEN

	C168
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.2.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  It reads "This subclause describes an example case for PoC Clients that support the External Media Content Server Retrieval feature for the case of Streaming Media.  ".  However, it's the opposite, the section is when there is no EMCS Retrieval Function. 
Proposed Change: Fix the sentence 
	Status: OPEN

	C169
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.2.1.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  There are cross reference problems, e.g., 7.3.1.1.3 "PoC Server Creates Connections for RTSP Control and Streaming Media", is really 5.28.2.1.3
PoC Server Creates Connections for RTSP Control and Streaming Media, and so forth. This error repeats in the subsections. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	C170
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.2.1.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  The parameters of the re-INVITE differ from the case with the EMCS-RF, and it might seem odd to the reader. The two sections should have basically identical parameters, unless there's an actual reason.

Proposed Change:  Make uniform
	Status: OPEN

	C171
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.2.1.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  The action "A.
The PoC Server X (controlling) sends the MBCP Media Burst Taken message on behalf of the EMCS to the PoC Client A for the Media-floor Control Entity handling the Streaming Media. This implies that this Media-floor Control Entity will be occupied by the EMCS until the streaming of Media is completed" did not appear in the EMCS-RF case.  It should appear uniformly in both places or not appear in both places
Proposed Change:  Make uniform
	Status: OPEN

	C172
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.28.2.1.6
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: A flow showing the release of the Media streaming session (TEAR DOWN) is FFS. It should allow the participants to see the media to the end, over and over again.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN

(The result may have to be reflected in CP or UP or both)
	Status: OPEN 



	C173
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.2.1.6
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  It says 2.
PoC Server X (controlling) sends the No Media Burst indication when the other PoC Client releases the Media-floor Control Entity i.e. no more Media Streaming Commands are needed", but it probably means "no more … are requested by any PoC Client at this moment"
Proposed Change:  Clarify this point
	Status: OPEN

	C174
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.2.1.7
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  It states "In this subclause, PoC Client A terminates the RTSP session using usual RTSP commands. To do this, PoC Client A must first seize the floor in order to be able to send an RTSP TEARDOWN.  The use of an RTSP TEARDOWN is to allow the RTSP protocol to terminate as usual."  However, did we agree TEARDOWN requires the floor?  
Proposed Change:  Resolve if the PoC Client sends the TEARDOWN without requesting the floor.  This is what the figure actually shows.  Resolve, too, the case with the EMCS RF, which has no similar flow.  
	Status: OPEN

	C175
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.2.2.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  It says "8.
PoC Server X sends a SIP error response ("Unsupported Media") to SIP Core X.", but in fact, the figure shows "content does not exist".  
Proposed Change:  Align the text and the figure to say the same thing.  It seems from RFC 4483 that "Unsupported Media" is most correct.  
	Status: OPEN

	C176
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.2.3.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: There needs to be a separate (additional) flow that shows PoC Client B receiving discrete media, parallel to the case of streaming media. This is to avoid confusion the discrete media only applies to one PoC Client 

Proposed Change: Add the subsection as explained
	Status: OPEN

	C177
	2009.06.09
	T
	5.28.2.3.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  The phrase "The SEND is routed to PoC Server X. "is not typical for this section.  The SEND is forwarded because it's media.  It is not routed.
Proposed Change: Perhaps just delete the sentence, as it is not attached to any bullet?  
	Status: OPEN

	C178
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.29
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: Message flows for Chat PoC Group session and how to initiate PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling during an ongoing PoC Session is FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolve the EN by either removing the EN without action or by including a flow.
	Status: OPEN 



	C179
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.29.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: Pre-established Session signalling is TBD.
Proposed Change: Resolve the EN

(The result may have to be reflected in CP or UP or both)
	Status: OPEN 



	C180
	2009.06.03
	T
	5.29.3.2
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The return of a report is FFS.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	C181
	2009.06.03
	E
	AB
	Source: Jan.Holm.@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The Appendix AB is not the correct numbering

Proposed Change: AB ( A
	Status: OPEN 



	C182
	2009-6-8
	T
	All
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: All the references should be updated.

Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C183
	2009.05.28
	T
	BA
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: SCR tables are found in CP etc.  

Proposed Change: Replace SCR tables by references to CP, UP, DM, MC, IM and InvD or remove this appendix.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C184
	2009-6-8
	E
	C2
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The first block of table contains nothing. Should it be removed?
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	C185
	2009.05.28
	T
	D
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: This sub-clause refers to old PoC version 2.0  

Proposed Change: Change to “PoC V2.1”
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	C186
	2009.05.28
	T
	E
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Some listed names, e.g. “Incoming Condition Based Barring” are not the feature name as defined in sub-clause 3.2.
Proposed Change: Replace by e.g. “Incoming Condition Based PoC Session Barring”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.4 OMA-TS-PoC_Control_Plane-V2_1-20090520-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2009-6-8
	T
	0
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: All the references should be updated.

Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	D002
	2009.05.28
	T
	0 General
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Text in CP refers to “Shared List XDMS”, “Shared Group XDMS” and “Shared Policy XDMS”. However, XDM V2.1 has changed the terminology and removed “Shared”.  

Proposed Change: Whenever PoC V2.1 refers to usage of XDM V2.1 entities remove “Shared” from text.  
	Status: OPEN 



	D003
	2009.06.08
	T
	0 General
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Inconsistency between 2.0 and 2.1.

Proposed Change: Check that all 2.0 and 1.0 CRs are included also in 2.1
	Status: OPEN 



	D004
	2009.06.08
	E
	0 General
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: CP document contains curly quotes (both single and double quotes) 

Proposed Change: Change:

‘ ( '

“ ( "

(Many occurrences in the document)

(In order to remove the automatic change to curly quotes:

· Tools

· AutoCorrection Options

· AutoFormat as you Type

· Disable "Straight quotes" with "smart Quotes"
	Status: OPEN 



	D005
	2009.05.28
	T
	0 General
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN in many sub-clauses: “The MIME body type vnd.cbus.xxx+xml for Dynamic PoC Groups conditions is FFS”. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D006
	2009.05.28
	T
	0 General
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN in many sub-clauses: “Whether evaluation parameters, e.g., condition re-evaluation indication is included in this body type or as a separate block of parameters is FFS.”  

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D007
	2009.05.28
	T
	0 General
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN in many sub-clauses: “Whether PoC User can override pre-defined conditions and evaluation parameters is FFS.”  

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D008
	2009.06.10
	T
	0 general
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   The actual ABNF of the content disposition "relay" value and "emcs-rf" parameter is missing, along with cross references throughout the entire CP, necessary normative references, etc.  Appropriate sections are needed to be added, too. 
Proposed Change:   The proposed revision, which has been discussed on two PoC conference calls, is OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2009-0261R01
	Status: OPEN

	D009
	2009.06.10
	T
	0 general
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   The PoC Clients and Servers can use a feature tag in the contact header to confirm they support EMCS, or to confirm the ones that do not or do not wish to use content indirection. 

Therefore, this comment affects PoC Client, PF PoC Server, and CF PoC Server.

The feature tag can reflected, as per usual, into participant notifications, so PoC Clients can determine who has and does not have this feature on their device.  

However, is an EMCS viewed as a logical participant of some kind so it appears in a participant notification?  If so, the EMCS itself could easily be "expelled", too. 
Proposed Change: Add this into the CP.  
	Status: OPEN

	D010
	2009.06.10
	T
	0 general
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   There is a naming problem: the feature is EMCS or Media Sharing, etc.  Sometimes it's referred to as "EMCS Retrieval Function", which is very confusing as that is the name of a functional entity in the AD diagram. 

For example, in section 4.3 the feature is called EMCS Retrieval.  In section 6.1.3.1, the client may or may not support  the "EMCS Retrieval Function".  In the PoC 2.1 AD, it is not referred to this at all -- it is referred to as initiation of "media sharing from an EMCS", and so forth.  
Proposed Change:   Straighten out the naming of the feature.  Potentially, the client views it as "Media Sharing" or "EMCS Media Sharing" or etc.  
	Status: OPEN

	D011
	2009.06.09
	T
	0 general
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: Although there is an EMCS Retrieval Function, the EMCS Retrieval Function itself is logically contained within the CF PoC Server.  Therefore, a physical vs a logical EMCS RF should be made very plain to the reader, or delete the externally physical version of the EMCS RF, and have it only in the CF PoC Server.  For example, 7.2.1.23.2 is within the PoC Server. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	D012
	2009.06.10
	T
	0 general

6.1.3.2.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   It does not seem very useful to start a PoC Session for RTSP based streaming media EMCS content direction within a PES.  

Also, at the terminating side, it would seem that manual answer "on demand" session is plenty adequate for PoC Session media of type RTSP based streaming media that were triggered from an EMCS content indirection. Therefore, the CF PoC Server and any policies should arrange for this outcome.  

PES is meant for low latency whereas RTSP streaming media is not a low latency situation.  

Overall, this reduces the amount of review or impact of EMCS on the Control Plane. 
Proposed Change:   Resolve and if the WG agrees, remove the "relay" bullet #18 from section 6.1.3.2.2. 
	Status: OPEN

	D013
	2009.06.10
	T
	0 general
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Regards incoming barred sessions, is there anything we need to bar streaming media sessions involving RTSP offers?
Proposed Change:      
	Status: OPEN

	D014
	2009.06.10
	T
	0 general
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   In one place, it needs to be stated the PoC Client ensures the SDP for RTSP media and the SDP for PoC media are identical, or the PoC Client releases away from the streaming media session.
Proposed Change:      
	Status: OPEN

	D015
	2009.06.10
	T
	0 general
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   In one place, it needs to be stated the PoC Serve can perform any transcoding it wants if the media from the EMCS and the PoC Client are not commensurate with each other.  
Proposed Change:      
	 

	D016
	2009.06.10
	T
	0 general
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Add edit for fast bit mapping aka OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2009-0260R03-CR_Fast_PoC_bit-map
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D017
	2009.06.10
	T
	2.0
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   A number of IETF drafts are now RFCs
Proposed Change:   Reflect in an edit.
	

	D018
	2009.06.08
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Many of the IETF drafts are now RFC, se2 CP 2.0.

Proposed Change: Update IETF draft to be RFC according to 2.0 CR. 
	Status: OPEN 



	D019
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[draft-cbus-event]
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment:  Resolve Editor’s note

Proposed Change: Add draft from IETF draft-holmberg-dispatch-cbus-00.txt
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D020
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[OMA-PoC-Document-Mgmt]
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference points to PoC V2.0 

Proposed Change: Replace by reference to V2.1
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D021
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[OMA-PoC-SD]
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference points to PoC V2.0 

Proposed Change: Replace by reference to V2.1
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D022
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[OMA-PoC-UP]
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference points to PoC V2.0 

Proposed Change: Replace by reference to V2.1
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D023
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[OMA-Pres-Spec]
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference points to Presence SIMPLE V1.0 

Proposed Change: Replace by reference to V2.0
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	D024
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[XDM-Core]

	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference points to XDM V2.0 

Proposed Change: Replace by reference to XDM V2.1
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D025
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[XDM-Pres-EXT]

	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference points to XDM V2.0 

Proposed Change: Replace by reference to XDM V2.1
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D026
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[XDM-Shared-Groups]

	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference points to XDM V2.0 

Proposed Change: Replace by reference to XDM V2.1
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D027
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[XSD_XDM2_EXT]

	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference points to XDM V2.0 

Proposed Change: Replace by reference to XDM V2.1
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D028
	2009.06.08
	E
	2.1 [OMA_IM_TS_
Endorsement]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Reference old document 

Proposed Change: Reference 2.1 instead.
	Status: OPEN 



	D029
	2009.06.08
	T
	2.1 [OMA-POC-POC2.0-SETTINGS] 
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Reference old document. 

Proposed Change: Don't we need a new one for 2.1 settings
	Status: OPEN 



	D030
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.2

[OMA-PoC-AD]
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference points to PoC V2.0 

Proposed Change: Replace by reference to V2.1
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D031
	2009.06.08
	T
	3.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The Media Type "Media Streaming Control" is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add: Media Streaming Control to the list of media. If necessary define Media Streaming Control.
	Status: OPEN 



	D032
	2009.05.28
	T
	3.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Definition of “Still-alive” is not aligned with definition in AD. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D033
	2009.06.08
	T
	3.2 National Security
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Definition shall not start with the definition. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase:

National Security refers to the requirement to maintain the survival of the nation-state through the use of economic, military and political power and the exercise of diplomacy.

(
The requirement to maintain the survival of the nation-state through the use of economic, military and political power and the exercise of diplomacy.
	Status: OPEN 



	D034
	2009.06.08
	T
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: POC-14 (signalling to PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity) is not in the list of reference points. 

Proposed Change: Add POC-14
	Status: OPEN 



	D035
	2009.06.08
	T
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: PoC-10 is a media reference point

Proposed Change: POC-10 ( POC-9
	Status: OPEN 



	D036
	2009.06.08
	T
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: POC-12 is a media reference point 

Proposed Change: POC-12 ( POC-11
	Status: OPEN 



	D037
	2009.06.08
	T
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: <Short intro och reference till clause 9 is missing. 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN 



	D038
	2009.06.08
	E
	4.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: 2nd bullet contains unnecessary text. 

Proposed Change: Remove:

"In order to support new PoC Group feature…"
	Status: OPEN 



	D039
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.3, 6.1.19, 7.1.4, 7.2.1.30, 7.2.1.31, 7.2.2.10.1, D.3.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Should PoC Client subscribe to the event package for PoC Groups or is it done by a CBUS Client in the UE directly to CBUS?

Proposed Change: Add support for Groups in CBUS enabler and remove the subscription from a PoC Client if subscription to Groups can be done directly to CBUS Server and adjust the text in this sub-clause accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D040
	2009.05.28
	E
	5.14
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Sub-clause has wrong title in heading

Proposed Change: Change the title to “Past Participants”.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D041
	2009.06.08
	T
	5.6.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor’s Note: It is FFS whether and how conditions resulting in the barring and corresponding condition setters (Subscriber or User) should be included in the warning text.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN 



	D042
	2009.06.08
	T
	5.6.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN 

Editor’s Note: It is FFS whether and how conditions resulting in the barring and corresponding condition setters (Subscriber or User) should be included in the warning text.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D043
	2009.06.08
	E
	5.7A
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: <Describe issue> 

Proposed Change: The PoC Client the PoC Client:

(
The PoC Client:


	Status: OPEN 



	D044
	2009.06.08
	T
	6.1.1.1

step 9
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Step 9 is missing a condition why this feature tag shall be included.

Proposed Change: Add "…if PoC Crisis Event Handling is supported" or something similar.
	Status: OPEN 



	D045
	2009.06.08
	T
	6.1.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity may stay  registered even if the PoC Client is de-registered.

Proposed Change: Add a bullet saying that the PoC Crisis Event Handling can stay registered.
	Status: OPEN 



	D046
	2009.06.08
	T
	6.1.10
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The "minimum conference state" is not defined in RFC 3265.

Proposed Change: Clarify
	Status: OPEN 



	D047
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.13

NOTE 2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Text is confusing “or the release inititor leaves”.
Proposed Change: Re-phrase text.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D048
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.1.13
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Can an EMCS be expelled?  If it has a logical PoC Address in a participant notification, it would be transparent to expel the EMCS.  
Proposed Change:  Open
	Status: OPEN

	D049
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.1.15
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Note 3 is not complete as a MESSAGE with a content indirection results in a 4xx, which is not contained in [IM].  
Proposed Change: Add a note or something to clarify a 415 would be received if there is a non existent EMCS being requested in content indirection.      
	Status: OPEN

	D050
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.1.16
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   We need some clarification about releasing a PoC Session that has EMCS ongoing. 
Proposed Change:  Clarify     
	Status: OPEN

	D051
	2009.06.08
	E
	6.1.17
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The NOTE 7 has the wrong style. 

Proposed Change: change to "NO" style.
	Status: OPEN 



	D052
	2009.06.08
	E
	6.1.18.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The Priority header value may need to be changed to not contain a space character 

Proposed Change: 

"crisis event"

(
"crisisevent"

(Many occurrences in the document)
	Status: OPEN 



	D053
	2009.06.08
	T
	6.1.18.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: A PoC Client can not terminate PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling 

Proposed Change: Remove subclause
	Status: OPEN 



	D054
	2009.05.28
	E
	6.1.19

NOTE
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: One NOTE numbering is missing.
Proposed Change: Re-number all NOTES in this sub-clause.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D055
	2009.05.28
	E
	6.1.19

NOTE
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Subscription cannot be done for other than restricted Chat PoC Groups is not indicated in text. Subscription to Participant Info is a possible work-around.
Proposed Change: Clarify the NOTE.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D056
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.19, 7.2.1.30.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: In order for PoC Client to be able to subscribe to members of a Dynamic PoC Group for which a session is ongoing PoC Client will need either a PoC Session ID (in case of Ad-hoc) or the Group Identity. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D057
	2009.06.08
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN: 

Editor’s Note: It is FFS whether the boolean ICSB User setting should be replaced by tags identifying different ICSB conditions to be activated.
Proposed Change: <Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D058
	2009.06.08
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN 

Editor’s Note: It is FFS whether the boolean OCSB User setting should be replaced by tags identifying different OCSB conditions to be activated.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN 



	D059
	2009-6-8
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: It is a problem that if PoC user's setting would be also removed if an expiration timer of a PoC Client is running out.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	D060
	2009-6-8
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The settings of the PoC User and the settings of the PoC Clients could be more clearly stated in CP document.

Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	D061
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.1.3.1 6.1.15


	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   In section 6.1.3.1, "relay" is added just to the section of the INVITE.   Content indirection does not appear in the Discrete Message section 6.1.15, either.   
Proposed Change:   Move bullet 4b and Note 5 of section 6.1.3.1 into the top part of 6.1.3.1 so it applies not only to INVITE, but to MESSAGE, too.  Renumber Note 5 accordingly.  Then reference the fact "relay" can appear in a MESSAGE in Section 6.1.15, but mention it is not functionality contained in the IM TS  
	Status: OPEN

	D062
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.1.3.1a
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   PoC media needs to match the media of an intended RTSP session that would run over PoC media, and that streaming media control needs to use TCP/RTSP or TCP/TLS/RTSP. 
Proposed Change:  Clarify
	Status: OPEN

	D063
	2009.05.28
	T
	6.1.3.2.2

Step 4
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Action “skip the step 4.” is wrong as this is executed in step 4.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D064
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.1.3.2.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   There is no reason to start a PoC Session with RTSP based streaming media for EMCS content direction within a PES.  Also, at the terminating side, it seems manual answer "on demand" session is adequate for RTSP based streaming media.  PES is meant for low latency whereas RTSP streaming media is not a low latency situation.  
Proposed Change:   Resolve and if agreed, remove the "relay" bullet #18 from this section. 
	Status: OPEN

	D065
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.1.3.2.3

6.1.3.3.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   There is an identical CBUS and Dynamic PoC Group  EN in these sections.
Proposed Change:   Resolve the EN.  
	Status: OPEN

	D066
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.1.3.2.3

6.1.3.2.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   There is an unnecessary phrase "…and if not initiating a Pre-established Session". This cannot happen in a REFER sent within a PES nor in an INVITE sent to a Group. 

Proposed Change: Remove this phrase.    
	Status: OPEN

	D067
	2009.06.08
	T
	6.1.4
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: This subclause contains nothing about how the moderator role can be renegotiated. 

Proposed Change: Insert somewhere, maybe a small subclause explaining that the moderator role is possible to re-negotiate (or maybe in the annex E instead) 
	Status: OPEN 



	D068
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.1.4.6
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   If  PoC Client wishes to modify a PoC Session to include content indirection per EMCS, then it seems "relay" and "emcs-rf" needs to be mentioned for a re-INVITE somewhere in this section.  Furthermore, clarify the PoC Client may need to modify the PoC Session media to match the media of an RTSP DESRIBE. 

Proposed Change:   Clarify re-INVITE can have EMCS-style "relay" content disposition.  
	Status: OPEN

	D069
	2009-6-8
	T
	6.1.5.1
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The title of this subclause could be "Pre-established PoC Session".

Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	D070
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.1.6
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   If there is an RTSP session, and the PoC Client releases, the RTSP Session within the PoC Media should be released first.  
Proposed Change: Clarify this    
	Status: OPEN

	D071
	2009.06.08
	T
	6.19
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The Note contains references to [OMA CBUS TS] and [draft-cbus-event]. Only a reference to [OMA CBUS TS] is needed. 

Proposed Change: Remove the reference to [OMA CBUS TS].
	Status: OPEN 



	D072
	2009.06.08
	E
	6.19

item 1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The "General" uses wrong font. 

Proposed Change: change to italic font.
	Status: OPEN 



	D073
	2009.06.08
	E
	6.19
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Notes shall be numbered  

Proposed Change: Number notes to NOTE 1 and NOTE 2
	Status: OPEN 



	D074
	2009.06.08
	T
	6.2.1.1a
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: SDP describing Media Streaming Control is missing.

Proposed Change: Add Media Streaming Control SDP parameters.
	Status: OPEN 



	D075
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.2.1.1a
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Is there a need to mention RTSP related SDP?  
Proposed Change:  Clarify.     
	Status: OPEN

	D076
	2009.06.08
	T
	6.2.10
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: feature tags shall be included in the contact header. 

Proposed Change: Include supported feature tags in the contact header.
	Status: OPEN 



	D077
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.2.10
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   If "relay" is supported, would it be reflected in an OPTIONS response?
Proposed Change:  address this question     
	Status: OPEN

	D078
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.2.2.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   If there is a request to release media that supports an RTSP session, then the RTSP session should be released first.
Proposed Change:     Clarify 
	Status: OPEN

	D079
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.1.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   There is a reference to " 5.14 "Past Participants" in bullet 2.  It does not make sense, so must there must an error somewhere.
Proposed Change:  Resolve the cross reference   
	Status: OPEN

	D080
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: PoC Server performing CF does not check support for Condition Re-evaluation when receiving a Dynamic PoC Group Session initiation request with condition Re-evaluation. According to RD the feature is optional in PoC Infrastructure, i.e. in PoC Server.

Proposed Change: A solution should consider that the evaluation is done in CBUS.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D081
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: Whether the Reference to Media stored in the EMCS needs to be cached or not is FFS:

Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D082
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Handling of Moderator when receiving a request to initiate, join, rejoin or to modification of the PoC Session is missing.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	D083
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The name of the <Moderator> element is preliminary and is depending on XDM 2.1.  
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D084
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 2 unresolved ENs

Editor’s Noted：The name of the parameter is FFS and depends on the discussion with PAG.
Proposed Change: Resolve ENs
	Status: OPEN 



	D085
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Open EN exists about EMCS
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D086
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.1.11.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: If there is a feature negotiation, then it's possible, as outlined in a general comment, that EMCS support appears in participant notifications for the PoC Clients of the PoC Session who support EMCS media sharing ….  
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D087
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.12
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: PoC server performing CF shall reject a Group Advertisement request for a Dynamic Ad-hoc PoC Group.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D088
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.12
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: When PoC server performing CF receives a Group Advertisement request for Group Identity PoC server shall ignore the Dynamic PoC Group rules and take the actions for a PoC Group as specified in this sub-clause.

Proposed Change: Add a NOTE saying that the rules are ignored.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D089
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.14
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “Whether any specific initiation policy is needed for Dynamic PoC Group Sessions is FFS.”  

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D090
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.16.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Is there obvious EMCS impact, e.g., when a PoC Session should be released, or an RTSP Session within the PoC Session?  
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D091
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.16.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The name of the<auto-release> element is preliminary and is depending on XDM 2.1.  
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D092
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.16.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The name of the <allowed-media-timeout> element is preliminary and is depending on XDM 2..  

Proposed Change: Resolved EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D093
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.16.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The name of the <release when PoC Speech is inactive> element is preliminary and is depending on XDM 2.1.  
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D094
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.18
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Only Participant Information in mentioned in the subclause.

Proposed Change: Mention also inside the subclause also Limited Participant Information

e.g. 

"… allow the subscription to the Participant Information…"

( 

"… allow the subscription to Participant Information or Limited Participant Information …"
	Status: OPEN 



	D095
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor’s Note: The MIME body type vnd.cbus.xxx+xml for Dynamic PoC Groups rules is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D096
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  bullet 14 -- even if allowed, the entire content indirection header with relay and emcs-rf are removed?  There would be an error message sent?   What about  7.2.1.23.2.1 External Media Content Server Retrieval (EMCS) Function? 
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D097
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Bullet 8 - Based on an eventual WG agreement to be reached during review  we seek that only manual answer apply for RTSP streaming media 
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D098
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Is there a check of 7.2.1.21 to determine if the RTSP streaming media implied in EMCS content indirection is permitted? This impacts bullet 14 and later bullet 8 below in the next set of bullets.   
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D099
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.21
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Is there obvious EMCS impact?
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D100
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.23.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Is there an additional SIP error status possible under some circumstance?  
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D101
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.23.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   The EMCS RF can exists within the CF PoC Server, and external to the CF PoC Server.  

In this section, we're inside the CF PoC Server.  Perhaps the reader needs to be reminded of that here. 

Or delete the external EMCS Retrieval Function from PoC 2.1, as there is no actual a section for an external EMCS Retrieval Function. 
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D102
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.26
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Does it work correctly for EMCS?
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D103
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.27
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Can an EMCS be modeled as a participant and expelled?  If it is given an PoC Identity, in theory that identity would appear in a participant notification and then it's possible. 
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D104
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.28
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The name of the <Session control for crisis handling> element is preliminary and dependent on XDM 2.1. 

Proposed Change: Resolved EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D105
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.28.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: There is no procedure for INFO after receiving the 200 OK from PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity. Since the 200 OK is already sent there is no procedure. This may be experienced as confusing.

Proposed Change: Insert a NOTE about the handling of INFO case.
	Status: OPEN 



	D106
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.28.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: A PoC Client can't terminate PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling.

Proposed Change: Describe how it works (i.e. when BYE is received from the PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity)


	Status: OPEN 



	D107
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved ENs

Editor's note: The name of the <Session control for crisis handling> element is preliminary and is depending on XDM 2.1.  

Proposed Change: Resolve ENs
	Status: OPEN 



	D108
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The EMCS behaviour when the PoC Group Session is ongoing is FFS. The question is if the behaviour shall be as if the reference was received in an ongoing PoC Session.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D109
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Three is an editor's note for EMCS.  Essentially, if that joining user has an EMCS content indirection, it is as if a user joins the group and adds media at the same time.  It should process the same way. 

Is bullet ''i' complete?  Bullet 9 completes the effort addresses the case of an active group and the joining user has an EMCS content indirection?   
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D110
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.30
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor’s Note: Whether the PoC User can subscribe to a URI-list via the PoC Server or only via the CBUS Server is FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D111
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.30
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The subclauses to the subclause contains a number of "Otherwise continue with the rest of the steps". Since this the defsult action in a bullet list it is very confusing.

Proposed Change: 

Remove:

Otherwise continue with the rest of the steps.

Add to previous sentence: 

"…and do not continue with the rest of the steps."


	Status: OPEN 



	D112
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.30.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “Whether the PoC User can subscribe to a URI-list via the PoC Server or only via the CBUS Server is FFS”. The EN is already solved in CP.

Proposed Change: Remove the EN.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D113
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.30.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Shall it be possible for Group owner to allow/block subscription to Dynamic PoC Group member info, as the owner already can do it for Participant Info using <allow-conference-state> action element in Group data? 

Proposed Change: Solve this as support in Group XDMS as a CBUS feature and introduce a check in PoC V2.1 procedure.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D114
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.30.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Compliance to requirement items FUNC-XDM-DG-012, FUNC-XDM-DG-013, FUNC-XDM-DG-020 and FUNC-XDM-DG-021 (PoC User can subscribe to Dynamic PoC Group member info) is unclear in CP.
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D115
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.30.2

Step 3e
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: When subscription is terminated by CBUS server and Condition re-evaluation is requested for the Dynamic PoC Group Session PoC server should refresh the subscription until the PoC Session is released. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D116
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.30.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “Whether it is the appropriate action to repeatedly send 183 “Session Progress” if state is still pending and 183 “Session Progress” is already sent is FFS”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D117
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.30.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The item:

"8. continue according to the subclause 7.2.1.2 "Ad-hoc PoC Group and 1-1 PoC Session setup request", 7.2.1.3.1 "General", 7.2.1.3.2 "Dispatch PoC Session setup request from PoC Dispatcher" or 7.2.1.5 "Joining Chat PoC Group Session request" initiating the procedures in this subclause."

Does not include a normative statemnet
Proposed Change: Add a normative statement.
	Status: OPEN 



	D118
	2009.05.27
	E
	7.2.1.30.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Grey box at the end.

Proposed Change: Remove grey box
	Status: OPEN 



	D119
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.30.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Does not follow the CP style of having normative statement.

Proposed Change: Some of the lists can be rephrased to have normative statement as the 1st word in the action.
	Status: OPEN 



	D120
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.31
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “Whether Condition Re-evaluation is needed/useful in a subscription from the PoC Client when it also can be performed via CBUS and according to RD is required only during an on-going PoC Session is FFS”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D121
	2009.05.28
	E
	7.2.1.4

Step 11
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference to 7.2.31.1 "General" is wrong.  

Proposed Change: Replace by “7.2.1.3.1 General”
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D122
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.5
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “Whether PoC Server can allow overriding pre-defined Dynamic PoC Group rules for a Chat PoC Group according to a Group policy is FFS”  

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D123
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.7
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  is there EMCS content indirection impact?
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D124
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.1.8
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “How to handle the initiation of the PoC Session if there are Dynamic PoC Group rules included in the  Ad-hoc  PoC Group Session setup request is FFS.”  

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D125
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.8
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Is there any error message due to the EMCS media not existing, etc?  
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D126
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1.9
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Does not mention the special case when receiving a BYE from the PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity

Proposed Change: Mention what happens when receiving BYE from PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity. Make a reference to 7.2.1.28.3
	Status: OPEN 



	D127
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.1.9
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  A streaming media existent and a PoC Session release needs to be clarified in this section. 
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D128
	2009.05.28
	E
	7.2.1.9.3

Step 2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Wrong title in reference 7.2.2.4 (a “the” should be removed).

Proposed Change: Change to "Removal of Participant from PoC Session"
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D129
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.11.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The status element shall always be included so the "if  Limited Participant Information" statement on "on-hold", "alerting" and "dialing-out" can not be correct.

Proposed Change: If status is "on-hold", "alerting" and "dialing-out" the NOTIFY shall not be sent at all. This could be clarified in 7.2.11.1.
	Status: OPEN 



	D130
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.11.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: the iv. bullet shall include the restriction to Limit Participant Information instead of iv.A or iv.B

Proposed Change: 

o Move if not receiving subscription to Limited Participating Information to iv.

o Remove statement from iv.A or iv.B
	Status: OPEN 



	D131
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Conditions received for a Dynamic PoC Group Session request must not be forwarded in an INVITE to terminating side. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D132
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: How conditions shall be applied to a Dynamic PoC Group that contains nested Dynamic PoC Groups is not clear. Either the original Dynamic PoC Groups rules apply or each Group has its own rules or nestling is not allowed.

Proposed Change: The original Group’s rule apply to all nested Groups..
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D133
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolve EN

Editor's note: The name of the <Moderator> element is preliminary and is depending on XDM 2.1.  
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D134
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.2.10
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “The handling when condition re-evaluation is requested by the PoC Client or pre-defined in the Pre-arranged or Chat PoC Group is FFS”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D135
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.2.10.17.2.2.10.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: PoC server shall ensure that subscription to CBUS server only includes one copy of each URI and no duplicates.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D136
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.2.2.10.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Dynamic PoC Group rules shall not apply to Dispatchers (active or non-active) or Moderator or other Participant to which Moderator role is transferred. Old Moderator (not assigned the role according to Group data) from which role is transferred shall not be subject to the rules until he/she releases from PoC Session.

Proposed Change: Clarify the text
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D137
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.2.1a
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The media-line parameters for RTSP are for FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolved EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D138
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.2.1a
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor’s Noted：The name of the parameter is FFS and depends on the discussion with PAG.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D139
	2009.05.27
	E
	7.2.2.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Error in reference:

subclause 5.14 "Past Participants",
Proposed Change: Correct reference by changing 5.14 to the correct number.
	Status: OPEN 



	D140
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2.2.2

7.2.2.5
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  These do major lifting for creating and adding media for EMCS RTSP based streaming --- are they complete as is?
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D141
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.2.9.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: How to inform about the PoC Address of the initiator of the PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling is FFS

Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN 



	D142
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.2.9.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: A PoC Client can not terminate PoC Session control for Crisis Handling

Proposed Change: Remove subclause or clarify.
	Status: OPEN 



	D143
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.2a
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Does not have backward compatibility statements to PoC 2.0

Proposed Change: Include backward compatibility statements about 2.0
	Status: OPEN 



	D144
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: It is FFS that the parameter name of user access policy specified in Shared Policy XDMS are aligned with this the parameter in this document.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D145
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.1 bullet 12
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Does no include statement if Outgoing condition based PoC Session barring is active or not

Proposed Change: Include a check on PoC Service Settings
	Status: OPEN 



	D146
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.1.10
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Identify if PoC a PoC Session with RTSP streaming media correctly closes
Proposed Change: Resolve    
	Status: OPEN

	D147
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.1.15
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Based on an eventual WG agreement to be reached during review that PES does not apply for EMCS streaming media case, mention in a NOTE that this section does not apply
Proposed Change:     
	Status: OPEN

	D148
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.1.16
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   It states "-
3.  MAY modify the reference to Media stored externally if the Content-Disposition value is set to "relay", as defined in Annex E.7.1"Relay Value and EMCS-RF Parameter", and if the referenced Media is not available from the network if the PoC Server supports the External Media Content Server Retrieval Feature; 
The bullet is too dissimilar to other bullets on this, so should have similar wording to the effect as follows:  the PF can add an emcs-rf parameter in content disposition, or reject the MESSAGE, if the user is not authorized to request such indirection
Proposed Change:  adopt    
	Status: OPEN

	D149
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.18
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Feature tags in the Contact header may be missing

Proposed Change: Add if missing.
	Status: OPEN 



	D150
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.1.18

7.3.2.11
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Does the current text in these sections return correct "data" for the OPTIONS when the PF supports EMCS?  
Proposed Change: Determine the answer    
	Status: OPEN

	D151
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.1a
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Missing SDP statement about Media Streaming Control

Proposed Change: Add SDP statement about Media Streaming Control
	Status: OPEN 



	D152
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.1b
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Missing SDP statement about Media Streaming Control

Proposed Change: Add SDP statement about Media Streaming Control
	Status: OPEN 



	D153
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.1c
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Missing SDP statement about Media Streaming Control

Proposed Change: Add SDP statement about Media Streaming Control
	Status: OPEN 



	D154
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.1.4


	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Is there an obvious authorization or policy check the PoC Server makes when there's a "relay" value in a Content Disposition of the INVITE, i.e., that the PoC Client is permitted to do it?  
Proposed Change:   If so, add a bullet documenting this.
	Status: OPEN

	D155
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.1.4
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  there is a partially complete bullet regarding content indirection. 
Proposed Change:     Complete the incomplete bullet #8 that is in EMCS CR edit 261R01.
	Status: OPEN

	D156
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The interaction with fast PoC Session establishment is FFS.
Proposed Change: Remove EN, there are no interaction in this subclause.
	Status: OPEN 



	D157
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.1.5.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   There is an open EN about Fast PoC whose purpose is unclear. 
Proposed Change:     Resolve the EN
	Status: OPEN

	D158
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.1.5.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   If accepted that PES is not used to start an EMCS streaming media triggered PoC Session, PoC Server rejects a REFER that has a "relay" parameter and the media type is streaming media.  The PoC Client is admonished to send the content indirection in an INVITE.
Proposed Change:   Discuss and add such a bullet, if agreeable to the WG.
	Status: OPEN

	D159
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The handling of Alert-Info, Call-Info and subject included in the INVITE request that initiated the Pre-established Session is FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D160
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Interaction with User Plane missing if Fast Setup fails at end of subclause.

Proposed Change: Reference UP.
	Status: OPEN 



	D161
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Interaction with User Plane missing if Fast Setup fails at end of subclause.

Proposed Change: Reference UP.
	Status: OPEN 



	D162
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Interaction with User Plane missing if Fast Setup fails at end of subclause.

Proposed Change: Reference UP.
	Status: OPEN 



	D163
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Interaction with User Plane missing if Fast Setup fails at end of subclause.

Proposed Change: Reference UP.
	Status: OPEN 



	D164
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Interaction with User Plane missing if Fast Setup fails at end of subclause.

Proposed Change: Reference UP.
	Status: OPEN 



	D165
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Interaction with User Plane missing if Fast Setup fails at end of subclause.

Proposed Change: Reference UP.
	Status: OPEN 



	D166
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Interaction with User Plane missing if Fast Setup fails at end of subclause.

Proposed Change: Reference UP.
	Status: OPEN 



	D167
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Interaction with User Plane missing if Fast Setup fails at end of subclause.

Proposed Change: Reference UP.
	Status: OPEN 



	D168
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Interaction with User Plane missing if Fast Setup fails at end of subclause.

Proposed Change: Reference UP.
	Status: OPEN 



	D169
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.1.6
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   If a PoC modification contains a content disposition "relay", so does the re-generated re-INVITE, too. 
Proposed Change:     Add this
	Status: OPEN

	D170
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1.8
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: How the sip.instance feature tag is removed if included in the incoming SIP REFER request is FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolved EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D171
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.1.8
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:    Based on an eventual WG agreement to be reached during review that EMCS does not apply to PES, mention the REFER should be rejected if it has a content disposition "relay" included in the body
Proposed Change:     adopt and include in an edit
	Status: OPEN

	D172
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.1a
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: No backward compatibility statement about 2.0 in the subclause

Proposed Change: Include a backward compatibility statement about 2.0
	Status: OPEN 



	D173
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Multiple PoC Clients procedure missing

Proposed Change: 

Alt 1 solution)

Try to make a subclause in clause 5 describing in a stage 3 style how it works (see SD). Add references in 7.3.2 (in applicable places) references to the subclause in clause 5.

Alt 2) solution remove multiple PoC Clients from this document and all other documents.
	Status: OPEN 



	D174
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.3.2.1

Step 9
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Unclear text: “outgoing SIP INVITE request”. What is meant?

Proposed Change: Clarify text.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D175
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: It is FFS that the parameter name of user access policy specified in Shared Policy XDMS are aligned with this the parameter in this document.
Proposed Change: Resolved EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D176
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.2.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   There is an EN in the section
Proposed Change:     Clear the EN
	Status: OPEN

	D177
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.2.11
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Feature tags in the Contact header may be missing

Proposed Change: Add feature tags in contact if missing
	Status: OPEN 



	D178
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.2.1a
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The coding of the SDP for RTSP are FFS. The direction of TCP establishment need to be considered in the same way as done for MSRP.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D179
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.2.1a
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   EN about RTSP SDP 
Proposed Change:    Will resolve.  The SDP is TCP/RTSP or TCP/TSL/RTSP.

The NAT friendly approach is in the ACM SIMPLE draft, reflected in MSRP media setup. 
	Status: OPEN

	D180
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.2.1b
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: SDP statement about Media Streaming Control is missing

Proposed Change: Include SDP statement about Media Streaming Control
	Status: OPEN 



	D181
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.2.1c
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:    Based on an eventual WG agreement to be reached during review  that EMCS RTSP streaming media does not apply for PES, there should be a note that RTSP offers are not created in this section.
Proposed Change:     
	Status: OPEN

	D182
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.3.2.1d
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “Barring of incoming Media Streams based on Quality of Experience of incoming request is FFS”.

Proposed Change: Remove the EN without action.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D183
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.2.1d
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Editor's note: Barring of incoming Media Streams based on Quality of Experience of incoming request is FFS.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	D184
	2009.05.28
	T
	7.3.2.1d, 7.3.2.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: At reject of PoC Session initiation/modification request due to IMCB and IMSB barring allowed Media Types can be indicated in the response, as specified in SD 4.18.2.7.

Proposed Change: Clarify text
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D185
	2009.02.22
	T
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com
Form: <INP doc>

Comment: PoC Service Settings are not overridden in case of PoC Session Control for Crisis Handling.

Proposed Change: Update this and other subclause according to SD.
	Status: OPEN 



	D186
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor’s note: It is FFS whether different announcements should be played to an Inviting PoC Client compliant only to PoC version 1.0 depending on whether the Invited PoC Client has been redirected because the invitation has been conditionally barred or because the Invited PoC Client is busy.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D187
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.2.2.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   In other comments the question is raised about RTSP based streaming media over auto answer PoC Sessions, such as, is there a need for it
Proposed Change:      
	Status: OPEN

	D188
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.2.2.2

7.3.2.2.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  In other comments, the question is raised about RTSP based streaming media within a PES based PoC Session.  Can the use of RTSP streaming media over a PES based PoC Session essentially be avoided?  
Proposed Change:      
	Status: OPEN

	D189
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.3.2.6

7.3.2.10
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   The case of a PoC Session closing when it supports an RTSP session needs to be addressed or somehow mentioned in one or both of these major sections.
Proposed Change:      
	Status: OPEN

	D190
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.3.2.a
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Backward compatibility statements about 2.0 is missing

Proposed Change: Add Backward compatibility statements about 2.0
	Status: OPEN 



	D191
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.4.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: It is FFS whether this subsection should be moved to the PoC Document Management specification [OMA-PoC-Document-Mgmt].
Proposed Change: Remove the EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D192
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.4.3.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: Registration of this AUID is TBD.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D193
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.4.3.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: “xxx” in steps 1. and 2. must be replaced by suitable error codes.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 



	D194
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.4.3.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   There are XXX responses, which need to be determined.   
Proposed Change:   Resolve
	Status: OPEN

	D195
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.4.3.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: The point of this feature is to return those prearranged and chat groups that are active and the user is permitted to join.  Is it a given only active groups are returned?  It is not quite clear to read that, but perhaps it's just the case.  
Proposed Change:       
	Status: OPEN

	D196
	2009.05.28
	T
	8.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: If PoC User’s IMCB or IMSB PoC Service Setting is active and Media Types are not allowed according to PoC User’s IMCB or IMSB Access Control it is unlikely that the PoC user wants Media of barred types to be re-directed to a PoC Box. However, no check is done.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D197
	2009.05.27
	T
	9
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >
Comment: Sending Discrete Media in a SIP MESSAGE request is missing
Proposed Change: Include the possibility to send a SIP MESSAGE request.

Use the chapter name "PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity sending a Discrete Media as a SIP MESSAGE"

(this name is used in UP)
	Status: OPEN 



	D198
	2009.05.27
	T
	9.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >
Comment: Unresolved EN

Comment: Editor’s Note: It is FFS whether the boolean ICSB User setting should be replaced by tags identifying different ICSB conditions to be activated.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN by doing as in other places in CP
	Status: OPEN 



	D199
	2009.05.27
	T
	9.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >
Comment: Unresolved EN

Comment: Editor’s Note: It is FFS whether the boolean ICSB User setting should be replaced by tags identifying different ICSB conditions to be activated.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN by doing as in other places in CP
	Status: OPEN 



	D200
	2009.05.27
	T
	9.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor’s Note: It is FFS whether the boolean OCSB User setting should be replaced by tags identifying different OCSB conditions to be activated.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN Resolve EN by doing as in other places in CP
	Status: OPEN 



	D201
	2009.05.27
	T
	9.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unnecessary EN

Editor's note: Interaction with Dispatcher is FFS.

Proposed Change: Already solved in other places in the document. Remove EN.
	Status: OPEN 



	D202
	2009.05.27
	T
	9.4
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: PoC Clients can't terminate PoC Session for Crisis Event Handling

Proposed Change: Make this an internal event and send a BYE instead of receiving an INFO.
	Status: OPEN 



	D203
	2009.05.27
	T
	9.4
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: It is for FFS if there is a better SIP method to be used. 

Proposed Change: Resolve EN by removing the EN. 

(PoC Group may later need to change the name since Push WG also is planning to use some SIP method)
	Status: OPEN 



	D204
	2009.05.27
	T
	A
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The version PoCv2.1 (standard phrase is missing at the end of subclause.

Proposed Change: Add:

· PoCv2.1 - SCR Item that is new in PoCv2.1
· PoCv2.0mod - SCR Item that exists in PoCv2.0, but  modifications in PoCv2.1

etc. copy e.g. from UP.

	Status: OPEN 



	D205
	2009.05.28
	E
	A.20
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Editorial error in heading 

Proposed Change: Replace “poC” by “PoC”.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D206
	2009.05.28
	E
	A.23.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “The complete list of references is FFS”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D207
	2009.05.28
	E
	A.23.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “The SCRs for Dynamic PoC Groups functionality in PoC Server Participating PoC Function is FFS”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D208
	2009.05.28
	E
	A.25.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “Whether particular SCR items for Pre-established Sessions need to be specified for IMSB is FFS”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D209
	2009.05.28
	T
	B.4
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Misplaced SCR tables

Proposed Change: Move to Appendix A
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D210
	2009.05.28
	T
	C.2.1.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: 2nd paragraph: Which entity “MAY act as Presence Source” is not specified.

Proposed Change: Change to “PoC Server MAY …”.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D211
	2009.05.28
	E
	D.3.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the EN: “The appropriate name of the Event used for Dynamic PoC Groups is FFS”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	D212
	2009.05.27
	T
	E.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: +g.poc.moderator is missing, but is it really needed.

Proposed Change: Introduce a subclause in E.2 or remove the use of +g.poc.moderator from the document
	Status: OPEN 



	D213
	2009.05.27
	T
	E.3.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unnecessary EN

Editor's note: The exact interval for still-alive is FFS. 

Proposed Change: Remove EN, solved in UP.
	Status: OPEN 



	D214
	2009.05.27
	T
	E.6
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: PoC Service Settings for outgoing content/streaming media is missing

Proposed Change: Add PoC Service Settings for outgoing content/streaming media
	Status: OPEN 



	D215
	2009.05.27
	T
	E.6.1.5
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The example is missing Incoming/outgoing Condition Based PoC Session Barring

Proposed Change: Add in the example Incoming/outgoing Condition Based PoC Session Barring
	Status: OPEN 



	D216
	2009.05.27
	T
	E.6.1.5
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The example is missing Outgoing Content/Streaming Media Barring

Proposed Change: Add in the example Outgoing Content/Streaming Media Barring
	Status: OPEN 



	D217
	2009-6-8
	E
	E.6.1.5
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The PoC Service settings example in this section could be extended according to what were defined in PoCv2.1
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	D218
	2009.05.28
	T
	F
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Signaling flows for Dynamic PoC Groups are missing in CP. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>


2.5 OMA-TS-PoC_Multicast_PoC-V2_1-20090520-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2009.05.27
	E
	0
	Source: Fredrik.Lindholm@ericsson.com
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: MIKEY misspelled in the document 

Proposed Change: do a search and replace to change:

"MICKEY" to "MIKEY"
	Status: OPEN 



	E002
	2009.06.12
	T
	1
	Source: kshuh@lge.com
Form: doc #0036
Comment: “origination and release” are not a good pair

Proposed Change: replace MAY with “establishment and release”
	Status: OPEN

	E003
	2009.05.27
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The [RFC4234] is never used in the document. 

Proposed Change: Remove from 2.1 or use the reference.
	Status: OPEN 



	E004
	2009.05.27
	T
	2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The [SCRRULES] is never used in the document. 

Proposed Change: Remove from 2.1 or use the reference.
	Status: OPEN 



	E005
	2009.06.12
	T
	2.1
	Source: kshuh@lge.com Form: doc #0036

Comment: SD version referenced is V2.0

Proposed Change: change to SD version 2.1
	Status: OPEN

	E006
	2009.06.12
	T
	2.1
	Source: kshuh@lge.com
Form: doc #0036
Comment: old version is referenced for [3gpp-sdp-rtsp]
Proposed Change: change it into the latest version, which is draft-westerlund-mmusic-3gpp-sdp-rtsp-07.txt
	Status: OPEN

	E007
	2009.05.27
	T
	2.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The [OMADICT] is never used in the document. 

Proposed Change: Use the reference as part of an introduction in subclause 3.
	Status: OPEN 



	E008
	2009.05.27
	E
	2.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: unnecessary space before [OMADICT]

Proposed Change: remove space
	Status: OPEN


	E009
	2009.05.27
	E
	3.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The term Multicast Agent is never used in the document. 

Proposed Change: Remove from definition table.
	Status: OPEN


	E010
	2009.06.28
	T
	3.2 Media Type
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Streaming Media Control is missing in the Media Type definition. 

Proposed Change: Include Streaming Media Control as Media Type
	Status: OPEN



	E011
	2009.05.27
	E
	3.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The abbreviation REA is not used in the document. 

Proposed Change: Remove abbreviation.
	Status: OPEN


	E012
	2009.05.27
	T
	3.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: In order to explain what e.g. a BM-SC is hence avoiding duplicated info in the MC, references to MBMS architecture document could be done for. 

Proposed Change: Go through each abbreviation and check if a reference to another document could be done.
	Status: OPEN


	E013
	2009.05.27
	T
	4.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: There is an editors note:

Editor's note: At the moment the document is planned to include MBMS and BCMCS. The full scope of access technologies are for FFS. When we are sure add the supported access technologies.
Proposed Change: Replace the EN wit appropriate text (only MBMS) supported in this version.
	Status: OPEN


	E014
	2009.05.27
	E
	4.1.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: () not necessary in 1st paragraph below the picture. 

Proposed Change: replace
(see [OMA-PoC-CP]) 

(
as described in [OMA-PoC-CP]
	Status: OPEN


	E015
	2009.05.27
	E
	5.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unnecessary EN, this EN was already removed by OMA-MWG-POCv2_1-2009-0248R01-CR_MC_Removing_one_EN_in_Generation_and_distribution_of_session_key 

Proposed Change: Replace the EN with the agreed CR:

OMA-MWG-POCv2_1-2009-0248R01-CR_MC_Removing_one_EN_in_Generation_and_distribution_of_session_key
	Status: OPEN


	E016
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.1.2
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: How the session key is generated could be stated. 

Proposed Change: SHALL generate the session key using the PRF(pseudo-random number generating function) as specified in MIKEY [RFC3830]  or other  pseudo-random number generators
	Status: OPEN


	E017
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.1.2

item 2
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: How to encrypt is not 100% clear. 

Proposed Change: Rephrase 

2. SHALL encrypt the generated session key with the user key as the pre-share key as specified in [RFC 3830] and include the MIKEY message in the " a=key-mgmt:mikey" attribute as specified in [RFC4567].
	Status: OPEN


	E018
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.1.3

item 1
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unclear how to generate the key. 

Proposed Change: 

1. SHALL generate the traffic key using the PRF(pseudo-random number generating function) as specified in MIKEY [RFC3830]  or other  pseudo-random number generators
	Status: OPEN


	E019
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.1.3

item 2
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: How to encrypt is not 100% clear.

Proposed Change: Rephrase

2. SHALL encrypt the traffic key using the session key
 as the pre-share key as specified in [RFC 3830] and include the MIKEY message in the " a=key-mgmt:mikey" attribute as specified in [RFC4567].
	Status: OPEN


	E020
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.1.3

item 4
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: MIKEY message are sent to a special port 

Proposed Change: 

4. SHALL send on regular bases the MICKEY message over the Multicast PoC Channel in UDP transport with port number 2269 according to rules and procedures of [RFC4567].
	Status: OPEN


	E021
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.1.4

bullet 1
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Which encryption mechanism is to be used is not well specified.

Proposed Change: rephrase the bullet

· SHALL encrypt Continuous Media, TBCP message and MBCP with SRTP as specified [3GPP TS 33.246/6.6.2] "Protection of streaming data" sent over the Multicast PoC Channel using the traffic key as master key generated and distributed as specified in subclause 5.1.3 "Generation and distribution of the traffic key"
	Status: OPEN


	E022
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.4
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: Which part of the MSRP SEND message that shall be transported over the Multicast PoC Channel is FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN, the message body of the SEND shall be transported over the Multicast PoC Channel.
	Status: OPEN


	E023
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.4.1.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: Out-band delivery of meta data is FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN


	E024
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.4.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: If sending the repair data in the Discrete Media download session is an option for PoC is FFS. 
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN


	E025
	2009-6-8
	T
	5.5
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution
Comment: The discrete final report and progress report do not reflect accuracy status of delivery results. It is suggested to resolve it.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Status: Open

	E026
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.5.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN: 

Editor's note: How the PoC Server compose the Report is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN


	E027
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.5.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN: 

Editor's note: How the PoC Server compose the Report is FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E028
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.6.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN: 

Editor's note: How the PoC Server determines if the MBCP/TBCP message is the same or not the same is FFS. (time stamped by CF?)
Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN


	E029
	2009.05.27
	T
	5.6.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN: 

Editor's note: The interaction with Simultaneous PoC Sessions is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E030
	2009.06.12
	T
	5.6.3
	Source: kshuh@lge.com
Form: doc #0036
Comment: NOTE says “PoC Server collects all parts prior to sending the file over the Multicast PoC Channel”. IN case the size of file is quite big (e.g. 1min), then the client may receive the file when receiving RTP from somebody at the same time. This can cause QoE problem to users especially when the Discrete Media is bound to floor control.
Proposed Change: PoC Server relay the MSRP SEND whenever it receives or study another solution.
	Status: OPEN

	E031
	2009.06.12
	T
	6.1.1
	Source: kshuh@lge.com
Form: doc #0036
Comment: session type (1-many-1) is not covered

Proposed Change: don’t use the Multicast PoC for 1-many-1 case
	Status: OPEN

	E032
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.1.2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor’s Note: The process in BCMCS scenario is FFS.
Proposed Change: Since BCMCS is not used in the document, remove the EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E033
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.1.3.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor’s Note: Exact details of the interaction with the user plane is FFS. 
Proposed Change: Resolved EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E034
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor’s Note: The process in BCMCS scenario is FFS.
Proposed Change: Since BCMCS is not used in the document, remove the EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E035
	2009.06.12
	T
	6.1.4
	Source: kshuh@lge.com
Form: doc #0036
Comment: referenced subcluase 6.1.2 "Reception of SIP INFO request" does not exist
Proposed Change: change the reference to 6.1.2.1
“Announcement of the start of a Multicast PoC Channel” 
	Status: OPEN

	E036
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.1.5.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: Discrete Media, using FLUTE, is for FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolved EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E037
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.2.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN 

Editor’s Note: The process in BCMCS scenario is FFS.
Proposed Change: Since BCMCS is not used in the document, remove the EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E038
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.2.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment:  Empty subclause.

Proposed Change: Remove the subclause if possible (I believe it is possible, but need to be checked.)
	Status: OPEN


	E039
	2009.05.27
	E
	6.2.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unnecessary EN:

Editor's note: The procedure for announcement of Multicast PoC Channel end is FFS.
Proposed Change: Remove EN, this issue is solved and documented long time ago.
	Status: OPEN


	E040
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.2.3.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: Discrete Media, using FLUTE, is for FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E041
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.2.3.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN 

Editor’s Note: The process in BCMCS scenario is FFS.
Proposed Change: Since BCMCS is not used in the document, remove the EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E042
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.2.4
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com/Jan.Holm@ericsson.com
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The media sent over the Multicast PoC Channel sends RTP packets, TBCP and MBCP to the same port. This is not a correct behavior.
Proposed Change: Make clear that TBCP and MBCP is always sent to the RTCP port, i.e. the RTP port + 1.
	Status: OPEN


	E043
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.2.4.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: Discrete Media, using FLUTE, is for FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E044
	2009.05.27
	T
	6.2.4.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: Discrete Media, using FLUTE, is for FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E045
	2009.05.27
	E
	6.2.4.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unnecessary EN. 

Editor's note: The inclusion of b-tid (bootstrap temporary id) in the sdp is FFS.

Proposed Change: The EN can be removed since B-TID will never be in the SDP. A solution to transport B-TID is already documented in the TS.
	Status: OPEN


	E046
	2009.05.27
	E
	6.2.4.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Not clear how Media is transferred from PoC Server, via the access network and finally sent over the air. 

Proposed Change: Insert a note or a separate subclause describing this (e.g. that the Media is sent in a UDP tunnel between BM-SC (PoC Server) and GGSN could be explained, etc. And that over the air the Media is sent as is, no tunnel technique is used.
	

	E047
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN. 

Editor's note: The PoC Client in its role of MBMS client support for MBMS Service Scheduling is FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN (can most likely be removed without action)
	Status: OPEN


	E048
	2009.05.27
	E
	7.2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Text style in this subclause is different from the rest of the document. 

Proposed Change: Change from "Arial" to "Times New Roman".
	Status: OPEN


	E049
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1 
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: When the PoC Server acting as the BM-SC decides to start a Multicast PoC Channel then the PoC Server: 

bullet 3

Besides the MBMS-Service-Area , the SGSN address shall also be specified.

That is the list of down stream node for GGSN.

Proposed Change: Insert bullet c. 

C. SHALL include one or more this list down stream nodes, the SGSN based on local policy in the 3GPP-SGSN-Address AVP;
	Status: OPEN


	E050
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: On receipt of a RAA message the PoC Server:

need to mention about the UDP tunnel in order to be complete.

Proposed Change: insert in bullet 1, something along the lines of:

a) Shall be able to send the user plan data via the IPinIP tunnel towards GGSN as specified in the [RFC 1853] for encapsulation of IP multicast packet in an unicast mode if the AVP [MBMS-User-Data-Mode-Indication ] in RAA(start) from the GGSN indicates “Unicast (0)” mode is to be used. Or

b) Shall be able to send the user plan data in IP multicast packet using the Multicast address as offered in the RAR(start) message if the AVP [MBMS-User-Data-Mode-Indication ] in RAA(start) from the GGSN indicates “Unicast and Multicast(1)” mode is to be used.
	Status: OPEN


	E051
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.1
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 

On receipt of a RAA message the PoC Server: 

item 3.

The frame-IP-address can be described as the same with the other AVPs, it distract the focus of the reader by putting in the node

Proposed Change: Insert bullet after K.   
SHALL include multicast address where the GGSN should receive the MBMS bearer data for this MBMS session in Framed-IP-Address AVP AVP if IPv4 is used; For IPv6 address the AVP Framed-Interface-Id and Framed-IPv6-Prefix shall be used instead.
	Status: OPEN


	E052
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: The "hook" for doing this update is FFS. It can be in the CP or in this document. E.g. if Priority and geographical area is change due to PoC Session Control for Crisis handling.

 Proposed Change: Resolve EN, one hook is when starting a new PoC Session sharing Multicast PoC Channel and an additional geographical area is required and the opposite, one area may be removed when one PoC Session is released.
	Status: OPEN


	E053
	2009.05.27
	T
	7.2.4
	Source: leon.l.guo@ericsson.com
Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Besides the MBMS-Service-Area , the SGSN address shall also be specified.

That is the list of down stream node for GGSN. 

Proposed Change: Insert bullet d. SHALL include updated SGSN nodes in the 3GPP-SGSN-Address AVP;
	Status: OPEN


	E054
	2009.05.27
	T
	8
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Empty Clause with an unresolved EN:

Editor's note: Other access technolgies are for further study and can be added using the same type of subclause structure as the clause 7 "User plane signalling using". 

Proposed Change: Since BCMCS is not used in the document, remove the clause and the EN.
	Status: OPEN


	E055
	2009-6-8
	T
	8
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution
Comment: The bcmcs is not applicable in multicast document. Document needs to handle it. For example, remove sections or subsections, or mark void in particular part of MC document.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Status: Open

	E056
	2009.05.27
	E
	B
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The list below contains non-relevant versions of the Multicast PoC.

- PoCv1.0 - SCR Item that is the same in PoCv2.0 and PoCv2.1 as it is in PoCv1.0.

- PoCv2.0 - SCR Item that is the same in PoCv2.1 as it is in PoCv2.0.

- PoCv2.1 - SCR Item that is new in PoCv2.1.

- PoCv1.0mod - SCR Item that exists in PoCv1.0, but modifications in PoCv2.0 and PoC v2.1 or both.

- PoCv2.0mod - SCR Item that exists in PoCv1.0, but modifications in PoC v2.1.

Proposed Change: Remove all except:

- PoCv2.1 - SCR Item that is new in PoCv2.1.
	Status: OPEN


	E057
	2009.05.27
	E
	C.1.1 item 5,6,7
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The readability of bullets 5, 6 and 7 could be improved.

Proposed Change: Insert an empty line between bullets.

Remove the bold style in bullet 7.
	Status: OPEN


	E058
	2009.05.27
	T
	C.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: SIP/IP Core not included in flows. This may be confusing. 

Proposed Change: Include SIP/IP Core in flows (a simplified step description could be used) e.g. content as in previous step…
	Status: OPEN


	E059
	2009.05.27
	E
	C.1.2 item 6
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Writing style problem in bullet 6. 

Proposed Change: SIP 200 OK( SIP 200 "OK"
	Status: OPEN


	E060
	2009.05.27
	T
	C.1.4.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: SIP/IP Core not included in flows. This may be confusing. 

Proposed Change: Include SIP/IP Core in flows (a simplified step description could be used) e.g. content as in previous step…
	Status: OPEN


	E061
	2009.05.27
	E
	C.1.4.1 Figure 5
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Participating in figure 5 is in blue. 

Proposed Change: Change blue to black.
	Status: OPEN


	E062
	2009.05.27
	T
	C.1.4.2
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: SIP/IP Core not included in flows. This may be confusing. 

Proposed Change: Include SIP/IP Core in flows (a simplified step description could be used) e.g. content as in previous step…
	Status: OPEN


	E063
	2009.05.27
	T
	C.1.5
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: SIP/IP Core not included in flows. This may be confusing. 

Proposed Change: Include SIP/IP Core in flows (a simplified step description could be used) e.g. content as in previous step…
	Status: OPEN


	E064
	2009.05.27
	E
	D.1.1
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unnecessary . in the beginning of sentence.

Proposed Change: 

.Related standards or documents
(
Related standards or documents
	Status: OPEN



2.6 OMA-TS-PoC_UserPlane-V2_1-20090520-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2009.06.10
	T
	0
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Inconsistency with 2.0.

Proposed Change: Check that all CR included in 2.0 also are included in this document.
	Status: OPEN 

	F002
	2009.06.10
	T
	2.1

[OMA-PoC-MC]
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 2 references. The [OMA-PoC-MC] is included 2 times in the table. 

Proposed Change: Remove one of the references
	Status: OPEN 

	F003
	2009.06.10
	T
	2.1 [OMA-PoC-RD]
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: [OMA-PoC-RD] is not used in the document
Proposed Change: Remove or use the reference
	Status: OPEN 

	F004
	2009.06.10
	E
	3.2

Badly Formatted
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Bold font in definition 

Proposed Change: Make it non-bold font
	Status: OPEN 

	F005
	2009.06.10
	T
	3.2 Media Type
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The Media Type "Media Streaming Control" is not included in Media Type definition 

Proposed Change: Include Media Streaming Control, define Media Streaming Control if needed.
	Status: OPEN 

	F006
	2009.06.10
	T
	3.3
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Abbreviation of MOD messages missing 

Proposed Change: Include abbreviations according to abbreviations in clause 10 state machines.
	Status: OPEN 

	F007
	2009.06.10
	T
	4.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Latest template (using version description not implemented) 

Proposed Change: Include version descriptions.
	Status: OPEN 

	F008
	2009.06.10
	E
	4.3
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Figure to large for printing 

Proposed Change: Reduce size for printing
	Status: OPEN 

	F009
	2009.06.10
	E
	4.3
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN
Editor's note: Additional text regarding other state machine structures can be added. E.g. How simultaneous PoC Session state machine relates to each other

Proposed Change: Remove EN. None have asked for this before.
	Status: OPEN 

	F010
	2009.06.10
	T
	5
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Nothing is said about RTSP 

Proposed Change: Include a chapter about RTSP
	Status: OPEN 

	F011
	2009.06.10
	T
	4.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Some text about moderated functions is needed and a reference to chapter 10. 

Proposed Change: Add some text about moderated functions and a reference to chapter 10.
	Status: OPEN 

	F012
	2009.06.10
	T
	6
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: MOD message and moderator control procedure does not belong to this subclause 

Proposed Change: Move MOD messages and procedures to clause 10 (just copy chapters from clause 6 to 10).
	Status: OPEN 

	F013
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: Unnecessary EN
Editor's note: Other MBCP message are FFS.

Proposed Change: Remove EN
	Status: OPEN 

	F014
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.2.4A
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN. 

Editor's note: The interaction with fast PoC Session Establishment is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 

	F015
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.2.5
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: There are some non black text in the state machine 

Proposed Change: change to black text.
	Status: OPEN 

	F016
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The queuing  state machine need to be aligned with the basic state machine.
Proposed Change: Align
	Status: OPEN 

	F017
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.3.3B.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: In the 1st bullet the keep-alive message is not correct terminology 

Proposed Change: Change to MBCP Keep-alive message
	Status: OPEN 

	F018
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.3.3B.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: In 3rd bullet a spelling error. 

Proposed Change: 
"…form the PoC Client."

(
"…from the PoC Client." 
	Status: OPEN 

	F019
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.3.3B.3
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Terminology problem 

Proposed Change: 

fast PoC Session procedures
(
fast PoC Session establishment procedures
	Status: OPEN 

	F020
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.3.3B.3
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Terminology problem 

Proposed Change: 

fast PoC Session procedures
(
fast PoC Session establishment procedures
	Status: OPEN 

	F021
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.3.3B.3
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Terminology problem 

Proposed Change: 
MBCP Acknowledgment to the MBCP Connect message 
(
MBCP Acknowledgment message response to the MBCP Connect message
	Status: OPEN 

	F022
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.3.6
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Blue text in state machine 

Proposed Change: Change to black text
	Status: OPEN 

	F023
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.3.6.2.6
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: Whether the Still-Alive mechanism can be used as a keep-alive message is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN
	Status: OPEN 

	F024
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.4.2
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The 9th paragraph is unreadable since it is so long 

Proposed Change: Split the paragraph into smaller paragraphs.
	Status: OPEN 

	F025
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.4.3A.4
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Subclause title uses wrong level style.  

Proposed Change: Change to level 4 (compare with 6.4.3A.)
	Status: OPEN 

	F026
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.4.3A.4
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Last paragraph is not correct, the Media-floor Control Entity stays until the last PoC Client with Media Streaming Control has sent RTSP TEAR DOWN 

Proposed Change: Change paragraph and introduce the above behavior in applicable places (including 7.14)
	Status: OPEN 

	F027
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.4.3B
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Moderator function is described in clause 10 

Proposed Change: Move all applicable subclauses/text to clause 10.
	Status: OPEN 

	F028
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.4.4
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Figure includes blue text

Proposed Change: Blue text ( black text
	Status: OPEN 

	F029
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.4.5
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Figure includes blue text
Proposed Change: Blue text ( black text
	Status: OPEN 

	F030
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.4.7.2.2
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Receiving 200 OK from all sounds to vague. 

Proposed Change: Clarify. e.g. from all means that there is no more PoC Client left that can respond with 200 OK.
	Status: OPEN 

	F031
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.4.7
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Spelling error 

Proposed Change:  The protocol an procedures between the PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function and EMCS is out of scope of this specification. However, some basic protocol events are assumed.
(
The protocol and procedures between the PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function and EMCS is out of scope of this specification. However, some basic protocol events are assumed.
	Status: OPEN 

	F032
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.4.7.3.3
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN
Editor's note: How the procedure is triggered is FFS, Maybe when the last Participant sends TEAR DOWN.

Proposed Change: Resolve the EN, maybe combined with the issue in subclause 6.4.3A.4.
	Status: OPEN 

	F033
	2009.06.10
	T
	6.5.17
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: The settings of the additional indicators for a Moderator is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN 

	F001
	2009.06.10
	E
	6.8.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Spelling error: Crisis EVenet Handling Entity
Proposed Change: Crisis EVenet Handling Entity
(
Crisis Event Handling Entity
	Status: OPEN 

	F034
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unnecessary EN
Editor's note: From what RFC has RFC4567 taken the key-mgmt? .

Proposed Change: Remove EN, the RFC4567 defineskey-mgmt.
	Status: OPEN 

	F035
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.2
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN
Editor's note: Media Parameters for negotiation of the FLUTE protocol is FFS. 
Proposed Change: Resolve EN, by reference 3gpp spec?
	Status: OPEN 

	F036
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.5
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 

Editor's note: How Simultaneous PoC Sessions interacts with Multicast PoC is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN by explaining that SS does not work together with Multicast PoC.
	Status: OPEN 

	F037
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.7.2
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: 

Editor's note: How Simultaneous PoC Sessions interacts with Multicast PoC is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN by explaining that SS does not work together with Multicast PoC.
	Status: OPEN 

	F038
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.12
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved ENs in different subclauses to subclause 7.12.

Editor's note: The generation of reports in the case of Multicast PoC is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve the EN by stating that the PoC Server inserts its own Authenticated originator's address instead of the receiving PoC Users' PoC Addresses, i.e. instead of repeating 400 PoC Addresses only one address is returned.
	Status: OPEN 

	F039
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.13
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved ENs in different subclauses to subclause 7.13.
Editor's note: The generation of reports in the case of Multicast PoC is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve the EN by stating that the PoC Server inserts its own Authenticated originator's address instead of the receiving PoC Users' PoC Addresses, i.e. instead of repeating 400 PoC Addresses only one address is returned.
	Status: OPEN 

	F040
	2009.06.10
	E
	7.14
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Editorial problems in the subclause. 

Proposed Change: Clean up
	Status: OPEN 

	F041
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.14
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: TEAR DOWN is missing 

Proposed Change: Add TEAR DOWN and the relation with closing the Media Streaming.
	Status: OPEN 

	F042
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.14.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unnecessary ENs

NOTE:
More detailed steps are FFS.

Proposed Change: Remove ENs
	Status: OPEN 

	F043
	2009.06.10
	T
	7.14.3
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unnecessary EN
NOTE:
More detailed steps are FFS.

Proposed Change: Remove ENs
	Status: OPEN 

	F044
	2009.06.10
	T
	8
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity
Proposed Change: Add a subclause for the PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity. Almost like for the PoC Client.
	Status: OPEN 

	F045
	2009.06.10
	T
	10.4.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved ENs

Editor's note: If the configurable timer is a local policy of the PoC Client or provisioned to the PoC Client is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve ENs
	Status: OPEN 

	F046
	2009.06.10
	T
	B.2
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Fast Setup is also applicable when no queuing is used
Proposed Change: include SCR items (copy from B.1) for the poC Client and the poC Server.
	Status: OPEN 

	F047
	2009.06.10
	T
	C
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Fast Setup flows are missing. 

Proposed Change: Include a fast setup flow
	Status: OPEN 

	F048
	2009.06.10
	T
	G
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN
Editor's note: This Appendix is preliminary since it needs to be carefully aligned with the procedures in the rested of the document e.g. Clause 10.
Proposed Change: Remove EN since the appendix have been there for a long time now.
	Status: OPEN 

	F049
	2009.06.10
	T
	G.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN.

Editor's note: Step description seems to be incomplete. 

Proposed Change: Resolve EN by adding more steps.
	Status: OPEN 

	F050
	2009.06.09
	E
	general
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Based on an eventual WG agreement to be reached during review , content indirection EMCS for streaming media does not apply to PES type PoC Sessions.  A note could be put somewhere at the top to avoid the need for RTSP support or RTSP controlled media  within a PES  based PoC Session anywhere in the User Plane.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F051
	2009.06.09
	E
	2.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Need to allow for RTSP 2.  RTSP has vast exposure in IETF and is the basis going forward.  
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F052
	2009.06.09
	E
	4.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  figure not visible --- need to shrink the size. Also, switch the figure to English language to suppress the miss-spelling underling, which is not applicable as this is English
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F053
	2009.06.09
	T
	4.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Mention that the EMCS Retrieval Function state machine applies regardless whether there's a external EMCS Retrieval Function
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F054
	2009.06.09
	T
	4.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  It is not necessary to have simultaneous PoC Sessions both with EMCS streaming media.  Remove the EN
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F055
	2009.06.09
	T
	6.1
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Fast PoC Setup is missing. Remove the EN about other MBCP messages.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F056
	2009.06.09
	T
	6.2.5.4.5

6.2.6.3.9

6.2.10.2 
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  The PoC Client can request content indirection for EMCS directly in the MSRP SEND, as opposed to using a SIP MESSAGE.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F057
	2009.06.09
	T
	6.2.5
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  It should be possible for a PoC Client to include a Content-Disposition header with "relay" value in an MSRP SEND, i.e., that did not involve originally sending a MESSAGE first.

There should be a Note to this extent. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F058
	2009.06.09
	T
	6.2.8
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  It should be possible to refuse support of EMCS content indirection for more than one PoC Sessions at a time.   

There is minimal value in being able to support multiple of these EMCS media sharing PoC Sessions for streaming media at the same time.    
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F059
	2009.06.09
	T
	6.3.2
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  As mentioned in other comments, based on an eventual WG agreement to be reached during review , the case of RTSP based streaming media for EMCS in a PES based PoC Session can be prohibited. There is little value in this. 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F060
	2009.06.09
	T
	6.3.6
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:   Based on an eventual WG agreement to be reached during review, PES state machines do not apply for streaming media EMCS, etc.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F061
	2009.06.09
	T
	6.4.6

6.4.6.1

6.4.5.4.9

6.4.5.3.6

6.4.5.2.6
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: The PoC Server can receive an MSRP SEND with a content indirection header with content disposition value "relay" and possible parameter "emcs-rf". It needs to act as if it received this in an SIP MESSAGE as in the Control Plane.  

That SEND can be within or not within a media floor control
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F062
	2009.06.09
	T
	6.4.7
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Clarify this section is for RTSP streaming media EMCS.  However, shouldn't this section also handle discrete data retrieval, too, i.e., due to a MESSAGE or MSRP SEND with EMCS style content indirection?  
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F063
	2009.06.09
	T
	6.4.7.3.3
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Clean up EN
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F064
	2009.06.09
	T
	7.14
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment: The procedures in the following subclauses are independent on the state of the Media-floor Control Entity but are required before any RTSP command (e.g. the PLAY command) can be sent by the PoC Client.  This should definitely mention PAUSE, too.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F065
	2009.06.09
	T
	7.14
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Also, allow for TCP/TLS/RTSP
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	F066
	2009.06.09
	T
	7.14
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Mention that the PoC Server can always acknowledge an RTSP command from the PoC Client, even if the PoC Server does not have the permission to send.  
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

 

	F067
	2009.06.09
	T
	general
	Source: Tom Hiller, Alan Hameed

Form: doc #0035

Comment:  Add edit for fast bit mapping aka OMA-POC-POCV2_1-2009-0262R02-CR_Fast_PoC_bit-map-userplane
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

 

	F068
	2009.06.12
	E
	7.3
	Source: kshuh@lge.com
Form: doc #0036
Comment: The last line of 5th paragraph “Procedures at the PoC Client” has no meaning on its own.
Proposed Change: remove it.
	Status: OPEN

	F069
	2009.06.12
	E
	7.4.1
	Source: kshuh@lge.com
Form: doc #0036
Comment: In the NOTE, the MBCP message MBCP Media Burst Taken. “Idle” is missing.
Proposed Change: change it to the MBCP Idle message MBCP Media Burst Taken
	Status: OPEN

	F070
	2009.06.12
	T
	7.4.2
	Source: kshuh@lge.com
Form: doc #0036
Comment: In the 2nd paragraph, the PF forwards only MBCP Taken message over Multicast PoC Channel.
Proposed Change: PF forwards not only MBCP Taken but also MBCP Idle
	Status: OPEN
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	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	G001
	2009.06.10
	T
	0
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Inconsistency with 2.0.

Proposed Change: Check that all CR included in 2.0 also are included in this document.
	Status: OPEN 

	G002
	2009.05.28
	T
	0
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The referred XDM functional entities in text, e.g “Shared XDMS” and “Shared List XDMS” have changed name in XDM 2.1 (“Shared” has been removed) as well as Application Usages, but the names remains in XDM 2.0. 

Proposed Change:  Update entity names etc. where applicable with care and keep in mind that most of the elements used are also found in XDM 2.0 functional entities which keep the old names and that Application Usages are still called “Shared” in PoC V2.0.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	G003
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference to Shared Group XDM is not aligned with current XDM 2.1 

Proposed Change:  Update references in 2.1 and throughout document (use [Group_XDM] as ref label or similar.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	G004
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference to Shared Policy XDM is not aligned with current XDM 2.1  

Proposed Change: Update references in 2.1 and throughout document (use [Policy_XDM] as ref label or similar.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G005
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference to Shared List XDM is not aligned with current XDM 2.1  

Proposed Change: Update references in 2.1 and throughout document (use [List_XDM] as ref label or similar.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G006
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference to XDM Core TS is not aligned with current XDM 2.1  

Proposed Change: Update references to XDM 2.1 version
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G007
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference to XDM AD is not aligned with current XDM 2.1.  

Proposed Change: Update references to XDM 2.1 version.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G008
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Reference [XSD-1_POCRULES] is never used in text.  

Proposed Change: Check if it is needed due to dependency from [XSD-2_POCRULES] reference and remove it if not needed.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G009
	2009.06.28
	E
	2.1 [RFC4825]
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Error in reference. 

Proposed Change: Update:

IETF RFC 3261:
(
IETF RFC 4825:
	Status: OPEN

	G010
	2009.06.28
	T
	2.2 [RFC4234]
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unused reference 

Proposed Change: Delete reference or use it in the document.
	Status: OPEN

	G011
	2009.06.28
	T
	2.2 [XDMAD]
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unused reference 

Proposed Change: Delete reference or use it in the document.
	Status: OPEN

	G012
	2009.06.28
	E
	3.2
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Some items in the left column are not in bold style. 

Proposed Change: Change so that all items in the left column are in bold
	Status: OPEN

	G013
	2009.06.28
	T
	3.2 Media Type
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The Media Type "Media Streaming" control is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add Media Streaming Control into the definition. Define Media Streaming Control if necessary.
	Status: OPEN

	G014
	2009.05.28
	T
	4
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The note refers to PoC V2.0 and XDM 2.0 functionality. This document is for PoC V2.1 release. 

Proposed Change:  Adjust the note to cover PoC V2.1 and XDM 2.1.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G015
	2009.05.28
	T
	4, 5.1, 5.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Backward compatibility description not complete 

Proposed Change: Extend backward compatibility description to cover also PoC v2.0.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G016
	2009.06.28
	T
	4.1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The subclause is empty. 

Proposed Change: Add some information about PoC 2.0
	Status: OPEN

	G017
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Description for V2.0 is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add new text.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G018
	2009.06.28
	T
	4.2
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The subclause is empty. 

Proposed Change: Add some information about PoC 2.1
	Status: OPEN

	G019
	2009.05.28
	T
	4.2
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Description for V2.1 is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add new text.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G020
	2009.05.28
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the Editor’s Note about <auto-release>.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G021
	2009.05.28
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the Editor’s Note about <allowed-media-timeout>.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G022
	2009.05.28
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the Editor’s Note about <release-at-PoC-Speech-inactivity>.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G023
	2009.06.28
	T
	5.1.1 item n
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN. 

Editor's note: The <auto-release> element is a preliminary name and is dependent on XDM 2.1. The exact name and description is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN by making a CR to PAG.
	Status: OPEN

	G024
	2009.06.28
	T
	5.1.1 item o
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN. 

Editor's note: The <allowed-media-timeout> element is a preliminary name and is dependent on XDM 2.1. The exact name and description is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN by making a CR to PAG.
	Status: OPEN

	G025
	2009.06.28
	T
	5.1.1 item p
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN. 

Editor's note: The <release-at-PoC-Speech-inactivity> element is a preliminary name and is dependent on XDM 2.1. The exact name and description is FFS.

Proposed Change: Resolve EN by making a CR to PAG.
	Status: OPEN

	G026
	2009.05.28
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The Editor’s Note needs to be solved.

Proposed Change: Remove the <qoe> element from the list.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G027
	2009.06.28
	T
	5.2.2
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN. 

Editor's note: Whether condition element <qoe> will be used for barring of incoming Media is FFS.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN

	G028
	2009.05.28
	T
	5.2.7
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Some of the media elements listed for <allow-barring-media-content> are not defined or named in XDM enabler TS Core (only in RD).

Proposed Change: Take action to sort out the appropriate names or remove them from list if they will not exist in XDM 2.1 or add an editor’s note that the names are pending definition in XDM 2.1.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G029
	2009.05.28
	E
	7.1
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The Note 3 is a duplicate of Note 4.

Proposed Change: Remove Note 3 and renumber “Note 4” to “Note 3”.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G030
	2009.06.28
	T
	9.1.1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN

Editor's note: Specification of a corresponding SUP file is TBD.
Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN

	G031
	2009.05.28
	T
	9.1.11
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: Resolve the Editor’s Note.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G032
	2009.06.28
	T
	9.1.2
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unresolved EN.

Editor's note: Registration of this AUID is TBD.
 Proposed Change: Resolve EN.
	Status: OPEN

	G033
	2009.05.28
	T
	9.1.3
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment:  As there are new elements defined by PoC V2.1 as an extension to the <entry> element defined by RFC4826 a reference to SUP file describing the extension is missing.

Proposed Change: Add a normative statement that the schema shall additionally conform to the extension described by the SUP file for the PoC Session document and specify which elements are covered by the extension.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G034
	2009.06.28
	T
	9.1.7
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The Media Type Media Streaming Control is missing in the list. 

Proposed Change: Add Media Streaming Control in the list, and remember to issue an CR also to PAG.
	Status: OPEN

	G035
	2009.05.28
	T
	B
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The normative text starts by referring to PoC XDM Server, but there are no SCR tables for PoC XDM Server in PoC V2.1. This text is confusing to reader. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G036
	2009.05.28
	T
	B
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: SCR table for PoC Session Search handling conformant to PoC Session document in PoC XDM Client and PoC Server is missing.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	G037
	2009.06.28
	T
	B
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: At the end of B the following list appear:

The following markers are used below to describe the SCRs:

· PoCv1.0 - SCR Item that is the same in PoCv2.0 and PoC v2.1 as it is in PoCv1.0

· PoCv2.0 - SCR Item that is the same in PoCv2.1 as it is in PoCv2.0
· PoCv2.1 - SCR Item that is new in PoCv2.1.
· PoCv1.0mod - SCR Item that exists in PoCv1.0, but is modified in PoCv2.0 or in PoC v2.1 or in both.
· PoCv2.0mod - SCR Item that exists in PoCv2.0, but is modified in PoC v2.1
The list contains PoC 1.0 should only contain 2.0, 2.0mod or 2.1 

Proposed Change: 

· Remove the PoCv1.0

· Remove the PoCv1.0mod
	Status: OPEN

	G038
	2009.06.28
	T
	B.1.1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The table does not indicate when the feature was introduced. 

Proposed Change: Indicate when the feature was introduced using the syntax described at the end of B.
	Status: OPEN

	G039
	2009.06.28
	T
	B.2.1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The table does not indicate when the feature was introduced. 

Proposed Change: Indicate when the feature was introduced using the syntax described at the end of B.
	Status: OPEN

	G040
	2009.06.28
	T
	B.3.1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The table does not indicate when the feature was introduced. 

Proposed Change: Indicate when the feature was introduced using the syntax described at the end of B.
	Status: OPEN

	G041
	2009.06.28
	T
	B.4.1
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The table does not indicate when the feature was introduced. 

Proposed Change: Indicate when the feature was introduced using the syntax described at the end of B.
	Status: OPEN


2.8 OMA-TS-PoC_Endorsement_OMA_IM_TS-V2_1-20090520-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	H001
	2009.01.11
	T
	0


	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: At the moment this TS has used the latest IM specification, however there are some work ongoing in the area of NAT traversal and MSRP. 

Proposed Change: In Shenzhen verify that this CR still uses the latest IM TS.
	Status: OPEN



	H002
	2009.01.11
	T
	2.1

[OMA-IM-TS]

	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Error in reference OMA-TS-SIMPLE_IM-V1_0-20070903-C
Proposed Change: Change

OMA-TS-SIMPLE_IM-V1_0-20070903-C
(
OMA-TS-SIMPLE_IM-V1_0-20080903-C
	Status: OPEN



	H003
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[SCRRULES]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Unused reference

Proposed Change: Remove the reference or use the reference
	Status: OPEN 



	H004
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[OMADICT]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Unused reference

Proposed Change: Use reference in 3.2 and 3.3
	Status: OPEN 



	H005
	2009.05.28
	T
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: It is not clear in the introduction that pager mode messaging is NOT PART of 2.0 and forward.

Proposed Change: Clarify this somewhere in 4, 4.1 or 4.2.
	Status: OPEN 



	H006
	2009.05.28
	T
	0
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	H007
	2009.05.28
	T
	0
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	H008
	2009.05.28
	T
	0
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 




2.9 OMA-TS-PoC_Invocation_Descriptor-V2_1-20090520-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	I001
	2009.01.11
	E
	0
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: There are curly " in the document.

Proposed Change: Change curly " to straight "
	Status: OPEN 



	I002
	2009.05.28
	T
	0
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The referred XDM functional entities in text, “Shared Group XDMS” has changed name in XDM 2.1 (“Shared” has been removed) as well as Application Usages, but the names remains in XDM 2.0. 

Proposed Change:  Consider to keep this “as is” or to update entity names etc. where applicable with care and keep in mind that most of the elements used are also found in XDM 2.0 functional entities which keep the old names and that Application Usages are still called “Shared” in PoC V2.0.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	I003
	2009.01.11
	T
	2.1

[OMA-PoC-CP]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Old reference [OMA-PoC-CP]
Proposed Change: Reference 2.1 instead
	Status: OPEN 



	I004
	2009.01.11
	T
	2.1

[OMA-SHARED_GROUP_XDM]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Old reference [OMA-SHARED_GROUP_XDM]
Proposed Change: Reference 2.1 instead
	Status: OPEN 



	I005
	2009.01.11
	T
	2.2

[OMA-XDM_AD]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Old reference [OMA-XDM_AD]
Proposed Change: Reference 2.1 instead
	Status: OPEN 



	I006
	2009.01.11
	T
	2.2

[OMA-XDM_SPEC]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Old reference [OMA-XDM_SPEC]
Proposed Change: Reference 2.1 instead
	Status: OPEN 




2.10 OMA-ETR-PoC-V2_1-20090508-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	J001
	2009.06.10
	T
	2.1 [OMA-XDM_2]
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unused reference

Proposed Change: Use reference or remove
	Status: OPEN

	J002
	2009.06.10
	T
	2.1 [OMA-XDM-AD]
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unused reference

Proposed Change: Use reference or remove
	Status: OPEN

	J003
	2009.06.10
	T
	2.1

[PoC Invocation Descriptor]
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Unused reference

Proposed Change: Use reference or remove, if used changer reference to the 2.1 version.
	Status: OPEN

	J004
	2009.06.10
	T
	3.2 Media Type


	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Media Type does not include the Media Streaming Control Media Type

Proposed Change: Include the Media Streaming Control Media Type in the Media Type list, define Media Streaming Control if needed.
	Status: OPEN

	J005
	2009.06.10
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The EMCS Retrieval is not included

Proposed Change: Include EMCS Retrieval 
	Status: OPEN

	J006
	2009.06.10
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: The Group Specific Releasing Rules are not included

Proposed Change: Include Group Specific Releasing Rules
	Status: OPEN

	J007
	2009.06.10
	T
	5.1.2
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Incoming Media Stream Barring is missing

Proposed Change: Include Incoming Media Stream Barring
	Status: OPEN

	J008
	2009.06.10
	T
	5.1.2
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Session Search is missing

Proposed Change: Include Session Search
	Status: OPEN

	J009
	2009.06.10
	T
	5.1.2
	Source: Jan Holm

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Simultaneous Media is missing

Proposed Change: Include Simultaneous Media
	Status: OPEN

	J010
	2009-6-8
	T
	0 all
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: Seems that multicast feature is not completed in ETR.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	J011
	2009-6-8
	T
	0 all
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: Notification of limited participating information is not completed in ETR.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	J012
	2009-6-8
	T
	0 all
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The test requirements of settings for multiple PoC Clients are expected to be completed in ETR.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open

	J013
	2009-6-8
	T
	0 all
	Source: lei.zhu@huawei.com 
Form: contribution

Comment: The manner to render multiple media streams with the same media type is expected to be completed in ETR document.
Proposed Change: resolve it
	Open


2.11 OMA-ERELD-PoC-V2_1-20090520-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	K001
	2009.06.28
	E
	0
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.se

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There are curly " in the document.

Proposed Change: Change curly " to straight "
	Status: OPEN 



	K002
	2009.05.28
	T
	2.1

[POC2_IWF]
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: It is unclear to reader whether the IWF endorses only PoC V2.0 documents or also PoC V2.1

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	K003
	2009.06.28
	T
	2.2 [OMADICT]
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unused reference 

Proposed Change: Use the reference somewhere in the clause 3.
	Status: OPEN



	K004
	2009.06.28
	T
	3.2

Private Safety
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unused term 

Proposed Change: Use the term Private Safety whenever Public Safety is used e.g. in the term "PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity"
	Status: OPEN



	K005
	2009.06.28
	T
	3.2 Media Type
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Streaming Media Control is missing in the Media Type definition

Proposed Change: Include Streaming Media Control as a Media Type
	Status: OPEN



	K006
	2009.06.28
	T
	3.2
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Missing definition of  " PoC Interworking Function "
Proposed Change: Define "PoC Interworking Function "
	Status: OPEN



	K007
	2009.06.28
	T
	3.2
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Missing definition of "PoC Interworking Agent"
Proposed Change: Define "PoC Interworking Agent"
	Status: OPEN



	K008
	2009.06.28
	T
	3.2
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Reference to the Multicast specification is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add reference to the Multicast specification and complet the reference in Clause 5.
	Status: OPEN



	K009
	2009.06.28
	T
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Nothing is said about the possibility for a user to control Media (Streaming Media Control). 

Proposed Change: Insert one or two sentence about the Streaming Media Control in the Overview part. 
	Status: OPEN



	K010
	2009.06.28
	T
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: The overview clause mention XDM and Presence enabler but not the CBUS enabler. 

Proposed Change: Insert some text about the CBUS enabler in the paragraph after the 1st bullet list.
	Status: OPEN



	K011
	2009.06.28
	T
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: "Alert for Unavailable PoC Users" is not implemented in stage 3.
Proposed Change: Remove "Alert for Unavailable PoC Users" from list.
	Status: OPEN



	K012
	2009.06.28
	E
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: editorial error in 2.1 feature list.

Proposed Change: External Media Content Server Retrievalcontent server retrieval
(
External Media Content Server Retrieval
	Status: OPEN



	K013
	2009.06.28
	E
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: editorial error in 2.1 feature list.

Proposed Change: Multiple PoC Clients with the Ssame PoC Address
(
Multiple PoC Clients with the Same PoC Address
	Status: OPEN



	K014
	2009.06.28
	T
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Full Duplex Call Follow-on Proceed is missing in the enhanced 2.0 feature list under the 2.1 feature list. (the possibility to send to one or more is added)

Proposed Change: Add "Full Duplex Call Follow-on Proceed" in the enhanced 2.0 feature list under the 2.1 feature list.
	Status: OPEN



	K015
	2009.06.28
	T
	4
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: A number of new features are missing in the list of 2.1 list: 

Proposed Change: Add the following features:

In the "new list":

· Expanding Duration of Media Burst Transmission
· Simultaneous Media Streams
· Association between PoC Box and CPM Storage
· Ad-hoc PoC Group Session re-initiation
· PoC Group specific releasing rules
In the enhancement list:

· Included Media Content
	Status: OPEN



	K016
	2009.06.28
	T
	4.3
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: "Alert for Unavailable PoC Users" is not implemented in stage 3.
Proposed Change: Remove "Alert for Unavailable PoC Users" from this subclause

(several occurrences)
	Status: OPEN



	K017
	2009.06.28
	E
	4.3
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor's note: The external dependency to the SIP Push for Alert for Unavailable Users is FFS.  
Proposed Change: Remove EN since Alert for unavailable PoC Users are not part of 2.1 any longer.
	Status: OPEN



	K018
	2009.06.28
	T
	4.3
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Below optional functions bullet 2 (NW PoC Box) the "Association between PoC Box and CPM Storage" is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add  "Association between PoC Box and CPM Storage" below optional functions bullet 2 (NW PoC Box).
	Status: OPEN



	K019
	2009.06.28
	T
	7
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Multicast PoC specification is missing 

Proposed Change: Add Multicast PoC specification
	Status: OPEN



	K020
	2009.06.28
	T
	7
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Document management TS is missing in the table

Proposed Change: Add Document management TS
	Status: OPEN



	K021
	2009.06.28
	T
	4.3
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: No special requirements on the PoC Service Infra structure for PoC Crisis Event Handling  

Proposed Change: Move the "PoC Crisis Event Handling" feature to the Participating PoC Function instead.
	Status: OPEN



	K022
	2009.01.11
	T
	4.3
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Expanding Duration of Media Burst Transmitting is missing
Proposed Change: Add Expanding Duration of Media Burst Transmitting as optional Controlling PoC Function and PoC Client features.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	K023
	2009.06.28
	T
	4.3 item 6
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Last 2 bullets under mandatory contains some nonsense text.  

Proposed Change: Clean up!
	Status: OPEN



	K024
	2009.06.28
	T
	5
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN:

Editor’s note: the references of documents of PoCv2.1 need to be updated before consistency review.

Proposed Change: Update the table with latest references and remove the EN.
	Status: OPEN



	K025
	2009.06.28
	T
	5
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Information about the Multicast specification in the table is not complete. 

Proposed Change: Complete information about the Multicast specification.
	Status: OPEN



	K026
	2009.05.28
	T
	5

[POC2_1_UP]
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The Description field does not refer to PoC V2.1 AD and CP.

Proposed Change: Replace “[POC2_AD]” and “[POC2_CP]”  by references to corresponding documents for PoC V2.1.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	K027
	2009.05.28
	T
	5

[POC2_1_IM]
	Source: bert.skedinger@ericsson.com

Form: RC #00xx

Comment: The Description coulmn does not refer to PoC V2.1.

Proposed Change: Replace by reference to PoC V2.1.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	K028
	2009.06.28
	T
	6
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add the PoC Crisis Event Handling Entity to the Clause.
	Status: OPEN



	K029
	2009.06.28
	T
	8
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Multicast PoC specification is missing 

Proposed Change: Add Multicast PoC specification
	Status: OPEN



	K030
	2009.06.28
	T
	8
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Document management is missing in the table 

Proposed Change: Add Document management is missing in the table
	Status: OPEN



	K031
	2009.06.28
	T
	10
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: Unresolved EN. 

Proposed Change: Add:

The Control Plane TS and the User Plane TS in the table
	Status: OPEN



	K032
	2009.06.28
	T
	11
	Source: Jan.Holm

Form: <INP doc>

Comment: There is no procedures for the EMCS Retrieval Function defined in stage 3 

Proposed Change: Delete this chapter
	Status: OPEN




2.12 OMA-SUP-AC_ap0006_POC-V2_0-20080507-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	L000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.13 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_listService-V1_0_1-20061128-A

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	M000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.14 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_group_advertisement-V1_0_1-20061128-A

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	N000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.15 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocusage-V1_0_2-20070905-A

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	O000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.16 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc2_0Rules-V2_0-20071002-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	P000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.17 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_dispatchInd-V2_0-20071002-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	Q000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.18 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_participantInfoInd-V2_0-20080226-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	R000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.19 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_FDCFO-V2_0-20071002-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	S000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.20 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc2_0Settings-V2_0-20071002-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	T000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.21 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_sessionInvocationDescriptor-V2_0-20071002-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	U000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.22 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc2_0SharedGroupExt-V2_0-20071002-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	V000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.23 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_finalReport-V2_0-20071002-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	W000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.24 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_detProgressRep-V2_0-20071002-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	X000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.25 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_optProgressRep-V2_0-20071002-C

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	Y000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.26 OMA-SUP-OMA_SUP_XSD_poc_poc_sessions-V2_1-20090520-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	Z000
	
	
	
	
	No comments received.


2.27OMA-TS-PoC_Interworking_Service-V2_0-20080226-C

Editor's note: This document was missing in the 1st version of the CONRR. The document need to be included as part of 2.1. No changes other than formal (date, version, etc) are expected.
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	AA01
	2009.06.10
	E
	0
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Contains 2.0 information on 1st page

Proposed Change: Update to be  a document 2.1 (1st page, history)
	Status: OPEN 

	AA02
	2009.06.10
	E
	2.1 [OMA-POC-AD]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Referencing 2.0 

Proposed Change: Update to reference 2.1 instead
	Status: OPEN

	AA03
	2009.06.10
	E
	2.1 [OMA-POC-CP]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Referencing 2.0 

Proposed Change: Update to reference 2.1 instead
	Status: OPEN 

	AA04
	2009.06.10
	E
	2.1 [OMA-POC-RD]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Referencing 2.0 

Proposed Change: Update to reference 2.1 instead
	Status: OPEN 

	AA05
	2009.06.10
	E
	2.1 [OMA-POC-SD]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Referencing 2.0 

Proposed Change: Update to reference 2.1 instead
	Status: OPEN 

	AA06
	2009.06.10
	E
	2.1 [OMA-POC-UP]
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Referencing 2.0 

Proposed Change: Update to reference 2.1 instead
	Status: OPEN 

	AA07
	2009.06.10
	E
	5
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Endorses 2.0 

Proposed Change: Update to endorse 2.1
	Status: OPEN 

	AA08
	2009.06.10
	E
	6
	Source: Jan.Holm@ericsson.com

Form: <INP doc >

Comment: Endorses 2.0 

Proposed Change: Update to endorse 2.1
	Status: OPEN 
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