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<RvwType> Review Report

	Review Report Document Id
	<id of this document>
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Material Being Reviewed:
	RD / AD / Enabler

	Group Presenting Document:
	<GroupName>

	Date of This Report:
	xx Mmm 200y


1. Review Information

1.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	<List the groups involved in the review.  The first four should be Req, Arch, Sec and IOP (these should not be deleted).  List the source and any other OMA group involved.>

<Delete this row>
	<note if served as Host, Source or Reviewer of material (where they are providing comments)>
	<note which groups were explicitly invited>
	<provides place to note if group had been involved with material before the review or if there were key non-technical issues or concerns that the group would like to note explicitly.  This would provide opportunity to note the comprehensiveness of prior involvement or willingness to engage.  Specific technical comments should be presented in the space available below.>

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	XXX
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	<add others as appropriate>
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


1.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full / Followup / Preliminary
	2004.mm.dd
	Select: F2F / Email / Teleconference
	
	OMA-<desc>-<version>-2004mmdd-<state>


2. Document - <doc ref>

2.1 Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001
	200y.mm.dd
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall

Describe issue
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Describe state of problem or any items submitted in response.

	002
	200y.mm.dd
	x.y
	Source: <Name or email>

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall

Describe issue
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Describe state of problem or any items submitted in response.

	015
	2004.12.06
	5.2.1
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0804 (Vodafone)
Why the transformations element is not used?
	[2005.01.11]: No action. PoC does not use any transformations defined in CPCP.

	016
	2004.12.06
	A2
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0804 (Vodafone)
PoC_XDM-CAU-C-002 is mandatory.
	[2005.01.11]: Closed. Proposed text OK.

	017
	2004.12.06
	B1.1
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0804 (Vodafone)
The HTTP URI should escape some characters  and read: 

GET http://xcap.example.com/services/org.openmobilealliance.poc-groups/users/sip:ronald.underwood@example.com/~~/conference%5bsettings/conference-uri=%22bsip:myconference@example.com%22%5b HTTP/1.1

Also not sure this is a valid XCAP URI.
	[2005.01.11]: Open. See 048.

[2005.01.12]: Closed. See 048.



	018
	2004.12.06
	B1.2
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0804 (Vodafone)
Needs to be escaped as above:     http://xcap.example.com/services/org.openmobilealliance.poc-groups/users/sip:ronald.underwood@example.com/~~/conference%5b1%5b/settings/conference-uri HTTP/1.1.
	[2005.01.11]: Open. See 048.

[2005.01.12]: Closed. See 048.



	019
	2004.12.06
	2.1
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0805 (Siemens)
The [XCAP] reference is old. It’s recommended to use the “05” instead.

Proposed Solution/Correction:
“The Extensible Markup Language (XML) Configuration Access protocol (XCAP)”, J. Rosenberg, November October 22, 2004, URL: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-simple-xcap-0504.txt
	[2005.01.11]: Closed. Proposed text OK.

	020
	2004.12.06
	5.1.1
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0805 (Siemens)
It should be specified how to handle elements that are not explicitly mentioned as “SHALL support”?

Proposed Solution/Correction:

It’s proposed to insert the following note at the end of sub-clause 5.1.1:

Note: This specification does not define any value for other elements. This means that, if present, the PoC server ignores such elements.
	Editor: Related to 007.

[2005.01.11]: Closed by OMA-PAG-2004-0809R04.



	021
	2004.12.06
	5.1.1
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0805 (Siemens)
The “authorization-rules” is not the correct element name; it should be “ruleset”.

Proposed Solution/Correction:

The actions of “authorization-ruleset” ...

The transformations of “authorization-ruleset”...
	Editor: Related to 008.

[2005.01.11]: Closed by OMA-PAG-2004-0809R04.

	022
	2004.12.06
	5.1.5

B.1.2
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0805 (Siemens)
Misusing the <uniqueness-failure> element for reporting non-conformance to the local policy is wrong. The local policy that has been violated may have nothing to do with a uniqueness constraint. Furthermore, the alternative value (<alt-value>) is specified within an <exists> element, while the value that violates the local policy might not even exist.

Proposed Solution/Correction:

The error condition SHALL be described by the <policy-failure>, or <uniqueness-failure> error element.

If the <policy-failure>, or <uniqueness-failure> element in the received HTTP “409 Conflict” response includes an “alt-value” element...

The element definition is included in “OMA-PAG-2004-0786-XDM-PolicyFailure”.
	[2005.01.11]: Open.

[2005.01.19]: Open. Proposed text in OMA-PAG-2005-0030. Will be agreed if no comments made by 2005.01.21 CC.

[2005.01.21]: Closed by OMA-PAG-2005-0030.

	023
	2004.12.06
	5.2
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0805 (Siemens)
The PoC User Access Policy does not define any action for “MAO” requests and PoC Alerts defined in [POC-CP].

It’s proposed to extend this chapter to define actions for MAO and alerts.

Proposed solution is included in “OMA-PAG-2004-0787-XDM-PoCAccessPolicy”.
	[2005.01.11]: Open. Pending PoC discussions on MAO.

[2005.01.29]: No action. PoC does not require this yet.

	024
	2004.12.06
	A.1
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0805 (Siemens)
Missing references in POC_XDM-AU-S-003

Proposed Solution/Correction:
POC_XDM-AU-S-003   XML schema of PoC Group and User Access policy documents   5.1.3 5.1.5 5.2.3 5.2.5   M
	[2005.01.11]: Closed. Proposed text OK.

	025
	2004.12.06
	A.1
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0805 (Siemens)
Missing references in POC_XDM-AU-S-004

Proposed Solution/Correction:

POC_XDM-AU-S-004   MIME type of PoC Group and user Access policy documents   5.1.4 5.2.4   M
	[2005.01.11]: Closed. Proposed text OK.

	026
	2004.12.06
	B.1.1
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0805 (Siemens)
Example XCAP request (step 1) is erroneous: document name missing.

Proposed Solution/Correction:
…

GET http://xcap.example.com/services
/org.openmobilealliance.poc-groups/users/sip:ronald.underwood@example.com/gossips.xml/~~/conference[settings/conference-uri="sip:myconference@example.com"] HTTP/1.1
	[2005.01.11]: Open. See 048.

[2005.01.12]: Closed. See 048.



	027
	2004.12.06
	B.1.2
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0805 (Siemens)
Example XCAP requests (step 1 and step 5) are erroneous:
[a] document name missing, and
[b] useless position indicator on the root element.

Proposed Solution/Correction:
…

PUT http://xcap.example.com/services
/org.openmobilealliance.poc-groups/users/sip:ronald.underwood@example.com/gossips.xml/~~
/conference[1]/settings/conference-uri HTTP/1.1
	[2005.01.11]: Open. See 048.

[2005.01.12]: Closed. See 048.



	028
	2004.12.06
	5.1.3
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0805 (Siemens)
The dial-out list as specified in the IETF I-D does not allow specifying a display name for a PoC session participant.

Proposed Solution/Correction:
Update the IETF I-D or introduce an OMA proprietary extension.
	[2005.01.11]: Open. Petr to propose a solution.

[2005.01.28]: Closed by OMA-PAG-2005-0060R01.

	029
	2004.12.07
	5.1.5
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0808 (Openwave)
We need not standardize local policies and how they get enforced.
	[2005.01.11]: Closed. Delete the following sentence:

“The local policy MAY impose additional constraints on the conference URI format; if so, the PoC XDMS SHALL validate that the Conference URI conforms to the local policy.”

	030
	2004.12.07
	5.1.6
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0808 (Openwave)
XDMS should not be checking the information content of the document for the “max participant count” or for anything else (e.g. SIP URI format).  This should be done by the POC server.
	[2005.01.11]: No action.


2.2 Editorial Comments

	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	<docDate>
	2.2
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0779 (Nokia)
[OMA-POC-CP] is duplicated
	[2005.01.12]: Closed.

	
	5.1.6
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0779 (Nokia)
Two notes should be marked as Note 1 and Note 2 so numbering is missing.
	[2005.01.12]: Closed.

	
	5.1.6
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0779 (Nokia)
Inverted commas missing from word “phrase”
	[2005.01.12]: Closed.

	
	global
	Source: OMA-PAG-2004-0781 (Motorola)
Change “a HTTP” to “an HTTP”.
	[2005.01.12]: Closed.


Material being reviewed should be an RD, AD or ERELD (which carries the enabler)
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