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	CP 6

CP 7
	Editorial:

SIP/IP Core
	

	
	
	CP 6

CP 7
	Editorial:

according to rules and procedures of
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.5.1


	Technical:

Because there may be other media parameters, make the following changes in step b:

“b)   set the supported codecs and other media parameters of the PoC Client”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.5.1
	Technical:

Because several protocols may be offered, make the following changes in step d:

“d) set the offered Talk Burst Control Protocols and the port numbers for the Talk Burst Control Protocol”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.5.1
	Technical/Editorial:

Step 3c is not aligned with other similar instances (e.g. in 6.1.3.2.1). What is the correct version?
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.5.2, 6.1.6.2

CP 2.1
	Technical:

Add the following as a new step after the step 4:

“MAY include “norefersub” option tag in a Require header according to rules and procedures of draft-olson-sipping-refer-extensions-01;”

Add the mentioned Internet-Draft to the sub-clause 2.1 Normative References.
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.5.2
	Technical:

It should be possible to subscribe participant information also in Pre-established session.

Add the following as a new paragraph before the last paragraph:

“In addition to this, the PoC Client MAY subscribe to the Conference State Event Package as specified in subclause 6.1.10 "PoC Client subscription to the Conference State Event Package".”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.5.2
	Editorial:

· “6. SHALL send the SIP REFER request towards the PoC Server via SIP/IP Core within the SIP dialog of the Pre-established Session according to rules and procedures of the SIP/IP core.”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.5.2, 6.1.3.2.2
	Technical:

In the third last paragraph, should the response code be 2xx or 202. In similar situation of 6.1.3.2.2 response 202 is sent. Which one should be used? According to RFC3515 at least both 200 and 202 seems to be possible. So 2xx might be the correct.
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.5.2
	Editorial:

“When the SIP/IP Core corresponds with 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS, the PoC Client SHALL use 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS mechanisms according to rules and procedures of [TS24.229] / [3GPP2 X.S0013.4] with the clarifications given in this subclause.”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.6.2
	Technical/Editorial:

To align with other similar instances, make the changes:

“2. SHALL set the Request-URI of the SIP REFER request to the PoC Session Identity of the Pre-established Session;”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.6.2
	Technical:

Replace the step 

“SHALL send the SIP REFER request ….”

with the following:

“SHALL send the SIP REFER request towards the PoC Server within the SIP dialog of the Pre-established Session according to rules and procedures of the SIP/IP core.”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.6.2, 6.1.3.2.2, 6.1.3.2.3, 6.1.5.2, 6.1.7
	Technical:

Align the paragraph “Upon receiving an incoming SIP NOTIFY …” with the model in 6.1.6.2.
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.7
	Technical:

Remove the illogical part.

“1. SHALL generate a SIP REFER request according to the rules and procedures of [RFC3515].”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.7
	Technical:

Correct illogical error:

“4. SHALL modify the SIP REFER request according to rules and procedures of  [draft-multiple-refer] and the PoC Client:”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.7
	Technical:

Replace the step 5 correcting the reference:

“5. MAY include in the Require header the option-tag “norefersub” according to rules and procedures of [draft-multiple-refer];”

with the following:

“MAY include “norefersub” option tag in a Require header according to rules and procedures of draft-olson-sipping-refer-extensions-01;”

Reference has to be added to 2.1.
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.7
	Technical:

In the first NOTE: “INVITE” --> “REFER request”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.7
	Technical:

In step 9:

· Should we say that the REFER is sent within the SIP dialog? How to specify the dialog?

· What do we do in case when a PoC User wants to add other PoC Users to a Pre-arranged PoC Group Session via Pre-established Session? The Pre-arranged Group Session is hosted on Controlling PoC Server. Within what SIP dialog the REFER is sent in this case? According to my understanding REFER has to be sent outside any SIP dialog. If this is the case, it has impact at least on sub-clause 7.1 and 7.3.1.8. We also need to set Accept-Contact. How to authenticate the Inviting PoC User on the Controlling PoC Server if the request is sent outside an existing dialog?
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.7
	Editorial:

In the second NOTE: “option-tag” --> “option tag”

Remove the second dot in the end.
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.8
	Editorial:

In step 2: PoC User
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.8
	Editorial:

NOTE: It has not …
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.8
	Editorial:

“4. SHALL send the SIP MESSAGE request towards the PoC Server according to rules and procedures of the SIP/IP Core.”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.9
	Editorial:

“2. SHALL include an Accept-Contact header with the PoC feature-tag '+g.poc.groupad' along with ‘require’ and ‘explicit’ parameters according to rules and procedures of [RFC3841];”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.9
	Technical:

The concepts used in the bullet points 3a and 3c are not defined in sub-clause 3.2. Should they? Should also the one in 3b?
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.9
	Editorial:

In step 4: Exploder URI
It seems that the agreed CR is not implemented correctly: there is an irrational part in the end of step 4.
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.9

CP 2.1
	Technical:

Fallback solution is need when the Exploder URI is not provisioned.

Exploder Internet-Draft seems to be missing in Normative References.

Reference to the Internet-Draft shall be added in step 4.
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.10
	Technical/Editorial:

“The responses to the SIP SUBSCRIBE request SHALL be handled according to rules and procedures of [RFC3265], [draft-conference-state], and the SIP/IP Core with the clarifications given in this subclause.”
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.10
	Editorial:

After “Upon receiving an incoming …”  divide the big bullet point 1 in two by starting bullet point 2 with “MAY display …”. 
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.11.1
	Editorial:

Title of the 6.1.3.3 is not correct.
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.12.1, 6.1.12.2
	Technical:

Step 1: 6.1.4.1 doesn’t contain SDP offer generation. What would be the correct reference?
	

	
	
	CP 6.1.12.1, 6.1.12.2
	Technical/Editorial:

Is the reference to C.3.2 correct in step 2? Should it be C.3.1?
	

	
	
	CP  6.1.12.2
	Editorial:

“2. SHALL include a MIME SDP body with the PoC Session Locking attribute “poc_lock” according to subclause C.3.2 “SDP Simultaneous Sessions MIME registration”,”
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