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1 Reason for Contribution

Some errors were found in the consistency review. 

2 Summary of Contribution

See table below.
3 Detailed Proposal

7.1 OMA-RD-PoC-V2_0-20061219-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	Whole document
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1476 is not applied to the OMA-RD-PoC-V2_0-20061219-C
Proposed Change: Apply the CR.
	Status: OPEN


7.2 OMA-AD-PoC-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	1, 2nd paragraph, 2nd sentence
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: Sentence is not understandable.
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Lawful Interception"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Law Enforcement Agency(ies)" is not defined
	Status: OPEN

	3. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "PoC Client"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "PoC User Equipment" is not defined

Proposed Change: Replace with "User Equipment"
	Status: OPEN

	4. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2,  "PoC Group Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "PoC Group Session" is confusing. It is possible to understand the sentence in a way that "PoC Group Session" can be "Pre-arranged PoC Group".

Proposed Change: Change to "A PoC Group Session is a Pre-arranged PoC Group Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or Chat PoC Group Session.  (Source: [OMA-PoC-SD])"
	Status: OPEN

	5. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Talk Burst Control Protocol (TBCP)"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "TBCP is defined in these specifications." is incorrect. TBCP was defined in PoCv1.0
Proposed Change: Replace with statement that TBCP was defined in PoCv1.0 User Plane.
	Status: OPEN

	6. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Retrieval of PoC-specific user access policy documents from the PoC XDMS." is wrong - User Access Policy is retrieved from XDMv2.0 Shared Policy when used with XDMv2.0
Proposed Change: Change to "Retrieval of PoC User access policy documents from the Shared Policy XDMS"
	Status: OPEN

	7. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The chapter 6.1.3.4 is inconsistent with the chapter 5.2. According to 5.2 "The PoC Server SHALL support the backward compatibility with XDM Servers that are compliant with earlier versions of a XDM Enabler Release." which means that 

· POCv2.0 Server has to be able to fetch the PoC Groups from the PoCv1.0 XDMS (if the XDMv1.0 is used) or from XDMv2.0 Shared Group XDMS (if the XDMv2.0 is used)
· POCv2.0 Server has to be able to fetch the PoC User Access Policy from the PoCv1.0 XDMS (if the XDMv1.0 is used) or from XDMv2.0 Shared Policy XDMS" (if the XDMv2.0 is used)
It is also not clear whether the location of the PoC Group or PoC User Access Policy depends on the PoC Client version and how does the PoC Server decides when the PoC Client is not registered.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	8. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The NOTE in 6.1.3.4, while being true for PoC XDMS, does not have any meaning in this chapter as the 6.1.3 defines PoCv2.0 Server behavior.

Proposed Change: remove the NOTE or shift it to 6.1.4
	Status: OPEN

	9. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear what data the PoC XDMS holds at which situation (combination of PoC Server version, Shared XDM version).
Proposed Change: 

State that

· PoCv2.0 XDMS when used with PoCv2.0 Server and XDMv2.0 Shared XDMS does not hold any data as PoC Group is stored in Shared Group XDMS and PoC User Access Policy is stored in the Shared Policy XDMS

· PoCv2.0 XDMS when used with PoCv2.0 Server and XDMv1.0 Shared XDMS holds PoC Groups and PoC User Access Policy

· PoCv2.0 XDMS when used with PoCv1.0 Server holds PoC Groups and PoC User Access Policy
	Status: OPEN

	10. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.4, 6.2.2.2, 6.2.2.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "For backward compatibility reasons, PoC Clients and PoC Servers compatible with the PoC 1.0 Enabler Release SHALL be able to access PoC group documents and PoC User access policy using the PoC 1.0 Enabler Release." seem to suggest that the PoCv1.0 Client (when used with PoCv2.0 Server and XDMv2.0) cannot create PoC Groups usable by PoCv2.0 Server and cannot manipulate with PoC User Access Policy in PoCv2.0. it is unclear based on what the PoC Server decides whether to take the data from Share XDMS or PoC XDMS (especially if the PoC Client is not registered).
Similar statements (NOTEs) are in the later chapters.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	11. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "This entity is specified in [OMA XDM V1.0 AD]." may be incorrect if the XDMv2.0 is used as the XDMv2.0 also defines Aggregation Proxy functionality and there may be extensions against XDMv1.

Proposed Change: Change the statement to "This entity is specified in [OMA XDM V1.0 AD] and [OMA XDM V2.0 AD]." 
	Status: OPEN

	12. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.10
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Full Duplex Call Follow On Proceed support is missing (requirement agreed in OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1476)
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	13. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.11
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Full Duplex Call Follow On Proceed support is missing (requirement agreed in OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1476)
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	14. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.10
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is not clear whether the PoC Interworking Function is a separate entity or whether it is a function of PoC Server

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	15. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Reference to XDM AD version 1.0 

Proposed Change: reference XDM AD version 2.0
	Status: OPEN

	16. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: XDM functional entities description – Shared Policy XDMS 

Proposed Change: 

The XDM functional entities are the Aggregation Proxy (as specified in subclause 6.2.3 “Aggregation Proxy”), Shared List XDMS (as specified in subclause 6.2.2.1 “Shared List XML Document Management Server (XDMS)”), Shared Group XDMS (as specified in subclause 6.2.2.2 "Shared Group XML Document Management Server (XDMS)") and Shared Policy XDMS (as specified in subclause 6.2.2.3 "Shared Policy XML Document Management Server (XDMS)").
	Status: OPEN

	17. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Retrieval of PoC-specific user access policy documents from the PoC XDMS 

Proposed Change: Retrieval of PoC-specific user access policy documents from the Shared Policy XDMS
	Status: OPEN


7.3 OMA-TS-PoC_System_Description-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The style/font is not the same for the table lines (e.g. 1-many-1 PoC Group Session uses different font)

Proposed Change: Apply the same style.
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Participant Information" and "PoC Group Administrator" are defined as "TBD".
	Status: OPEN

	3. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2,  "PoC Group Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "PoC Group Session" is confusing. It is possible to understand the sentence in a way that "PoC Group Session" can be "Pre-arranged PoC Group".

Proposed Change: Change to "A PoC Group Session is a Pre-arranged PoC Group Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or Chat PoC Group Session.  (Source: [OMA-PoC-SD])"
	Status: OPEN

	4. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2,  "PoC Session Identifier"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Distinction between "PoC Session Identifier" and "PoC Session Identity" is not clear. They seem to describe the same issue.

Proposed Change: Remove "PoC Session Identifier" from the list of definitions and replace "PoC Session Identifier" with "PoC Session Identity" throughout the document. 
	Status: OPEN

	5. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.31.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Pre-established PoC Sessions" is not defined. The proper term is "Pre-established Sessions"

Proposed Change: replace with "Pre-established Sessions"
	Status: OPEN

	6. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.46.2, 4.46.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "On-demand PoC Session" is not defined. The proper term is "On-demand Session"

Proposed Change: replace with "On-demand Session"
	Status: OPEN

	7. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Talk Burst Control Protocol (TBCP)"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "TBCP is defined in these specifications." is incorrect. TBCP was defined in PoCv1.0
Proposed Change: Replace with statement that TBCP was defined in PoCv1.0 User Plane.
	Status: OPEN

	8. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Inviting PoC User cannot ensure that the PoC Session set up with multiple offered Media Streams result to a PoC Session where all Participants share at least one common Media Type.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	9. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.6.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is unclear if Pre-established Session containing just Discrete Media not bound to a Media-floor Control Entity is allowed.
Proposed Change: Stated that the Pre-established Session must contain at least one Media Type bound to a Media-floor Control Entity.
	Status: OPEN

	10. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.6.2, 2nd  paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is unclear whether Pre-established Session can contain Discrete Media not bound to a Media-floor Control Entity. If the Home PoC Server sends TBCP Connect to the PoC Client, it is not clear whether the Discrete Media not bound to a Media-floor Control Entity are accepted too.
Proposed Change: State either 

(a) that the Pre-established Session cannot contain Media Type not bound to a Media-floor Control Entity or 

(b) PoC Server uses the Pre-established Session only when the Media Types in the Pre-established Session are equal to the Media Types in the incoming PoC Session invitation and when a TBCP Connect is received by a PoC Client for a Pre-established Session, the all the Media Types of the Pre-established Session are accepted (including the Media Types not bound to Media-floor Control Entity).
	Status: OPEN

	11. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.6.2, 2nd  paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear whether Pre-established Session containing PoC Speech with MBCP can be used for PoC Speech with TBCP and how the PoC Client gets informed about the floor control protocol limitations.
Proposed Change: State either that it is possible and the PoC Client is informed by Connect field
	Status: OPEN

	12. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.9
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Statement "In case of Pre-established Session is used, the first receiving Talk Burst indication in the PoC Session is used as an indication of the incoming PoC Session." is inconsistent with 5.2.2.2. 
Proposed Change: Remove the sentence and additionally define Talk Burst Connect message and Talk Burst Disconnect message.
	Status: OPEN

	13. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.13
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: A reference to 3GPP/3GPP2 documents for Audio codecs is missing.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	14. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.15.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Dynamic PoC Groups and Moderated PoC Groups are not defined and out of scope of PoCv2.0. PoC Moderator is not defined and is out of scope of PoCv2.0
Proposed Change:  Remove Dynamic PoC Groups and Moderated PoC Groups, PoC Moderator from the text.
	Status: OPEN

	15. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.18.1, 1st paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The PoC User Access Policy is not located in the PoC XDMS, but in the XDMv2.0 Shared Policy XDMS
Proposed Change:  State that PoC User Access Policy is stored in XDMv2.0 Shared Policy XDMS
	Status: OPEN

	16. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.18.2.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

The feature does not seem to bring any value to the terminating PoC User. 

The fact that the PoCv2.0 INVITE contains more information usable to the PoC User (IPII) should not result to turning off PoCv1.0 feature (auto answer mode). 
The Invited PoC Client has no way to predict whether it gets the INVITE with IPII or without it. If turned on, the behavior of the Invited PoC Client will be quite unpredictable to the PoC User.
Proposed Change:  Remove the feature.
	Status: OPEN

	17. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.18.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Some actions (e.g. Media Type adding, Media Type removing and Dispatcher related actions) are missing.
Proposed Change:  Add the missing actions.
	Status: OPEN

	18. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.18.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Privacy service setting (as specified in CP, 6.1.2 PoC Service Settings procedure, 9 e) is missing.
	Status: OPEN

	19. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.28
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  "In case of Pre-established Session is used, the first receiving Media Burst indication in the PoC Session is used as an indication of the incoming PoC Session." is incorrect.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence and additionally define Media Burst Connect message and Media Burst Disconnect message.
	Status: OPEN

	20. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.29
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not defined how the Inviting PoC User is informed about PoC Box participation in the PoC Session when the Inviting PoC User uses PoCv1.0 Client. PoCv1.0 Client does not recognize the PoC Box feature tag.
	Status: OPEN

	21. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	4.29.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Boc" -> "Box".
	Status: OPEN

	22. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.29.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "when the PoC Server does not receive the ringing response from the PoC Client for certain time after the PoC Server sent the invitation to the PoC Client in case of Manual Answer Mode" – reliability of 180 Ringing transmission between terminating PoC Client and the terminating Participating PoC Function is not ensured in the PoCv2.0.

The same is valid for "after the Poc Server received the ringing response from the PoC Client".
Proposed Change: Either remote the condition or require 100rel for the INVITE.
	Status: OPEN

	23. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.29.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The case when the Invited PoC User rejected the PoC Session invitation is missing from the list of conditions for PoC Box routing.

Proposed Change: Add the condition.
	Status: OPEN

	24. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.31.2, 1)
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The IPII access rule (4.18.2.4 Invited party identity information access rules) is not listed here but it influences the Answer Mode selection.

Proposed Change: Add it to the description or remove 4.18.2.4 Invited party identity information access rules from the document.
	Status: OPEN

	25. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.37
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

Allowing usage of Pre-arranged PoC Group in the list of invited PoC Users may be dangerous. 

If a PoC User receives a URI through non PoC means (e.g. e-mail / SMS / ICQ / newspaper advertisement) he may not know whether the URI identifies PoC User or PoC Group.

If he mistakenly believes that the URI identifies PoC User (while it identifies Pre-arranged PoC Group) and uses the URI in the 1-1 PoC Session or Ad-Hoc PoC Group Session invitation, he may be charged a lot of money.

In PoCv1.0, if the PoC User used the PoC Group URI in the 1-1 PoC Session invitation, the PoC Session would be rejected -> OK, no chargers

In PoCv2.0, if the PoC User uses the PoC Group URI in the 1-1 PoC Session invitation, the PoC Session invitation is accepted and possibly quite a big PoC Session may be created (depending of the number of the Pre-arranged PoC Session members) -> NOT OK, big charges possible

Proposed Change: Allow PoC User to check whether a URI identifies PoC User or PoC Group
	Status: OPEN

	26. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.39.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The action allowing a PoC User to be the PoC Dispatcher is missing in the bullet list.

Proposed Change: Add the action.
	Status: OPEN

	27. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.40.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

"If the PoC Interworking Service is supported, the PoC Server SHALL support P2T Users from multiple external P2T Networks to simultaneously participate in a given PoC Session." – according to the AD, this seems to be the functionality of the Interworking PoC Function. 

"The PoC Server SHALL handle PoC Session invitations, Instant Personal Alerts or a Group Advertisements from a P2T User transparently to the other PoC Users involved in the communication (e.g. Talker identification)." – since the PoC Interworking Function works as Remote PoC Network (AD, Remote PoC Network definition), it is not clear what additional functionality is needed above the non-interworking PoC Server functionality.
	Status: OPEN

	28. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.40, 2nd bullet list
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear whether anything special is needed from the Home PoC Server of a PoC User to allow cooperation with P2T Users since the PoC Interworking Function works as Remote PoC Network (AD, Remote PoC Network definition).
	Status: OPEN

	29. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.40.2, 4th bullet list
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Handling of the P2T User PoC Service Settings is PoC Interworking Function functionality since the PoC Interworking Function works as Remote PoC Network (AD, Remote PoC Network definition)
	Status: OPEN

	30. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.40.2, 5th bullet list
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Handling of the Manual Answer Override and Polite Calling for the P2T User is PoC Interworking Function functionality since the PoC Interworking Function works as Remote PoC Network (AD, Remote PoC Network definition)
	Status: OPEN

	31. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.40.2, 6th bullet list
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear what address mapping is meant – does this mean mapping of P2T address to SIP URI pointing to the POC Interworking Function? If so, this is functionality of the POC Interworking Function.
	Status: OPEN

	32. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.40.2, 7th bullet list
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

"Expansion of Group Identities that contain P2T Addresses" is responsibility of PoC Interworking Function.

"Address Mapping of P2T Users to/from a supporting PoC Interworking Agent" – it is nor clear whether this means (a) address mapping of Remote PoC User from the external P2T address to the PoC Address owned the by Remote PoC User or whether this means (b) address mapping of P2T User to a POC Address pointing to the Interworking PoC Function.

If (a), this is the role of the Interworking PoC Agent

If (b), this is the role of the Interworking PoC Function
	Status: OPEN

	33. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.43.5.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Discrete Media transfer progress information" as described in UP includes only the number of bytes transferred to the terminating client.
Proposed Change: Remove "the amount of data sent per destination"
	Status: OPEN

	34. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.44
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear how the Media Traffic Optimisation works in the 1-many-1 or Dispatch PoC Session.
	Status: OPEN

	35. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.45
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: EN is already fixed in CP

Proposed Change: Remove EN
	Status: OPEN

	36. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.45.4.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 4.45.4.1 is obsolete since PoC User Access Policy is stored in Shared Policy XDMS

Proposed Change: Remove the chapter 4.45.4
	Status: OPEN

	37. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: PoC Server needs to communicate with Shared Group XDMS and Shared Policy XDMS instead of the PoC XDMS

Proposed Change: State that the PoC Groups are stored in Shared Group XDMS and the PoC User Access Policy is stored in Shared Policy XDMS 
	Status: OPEN

	38. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2 "Pre-established Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is not clear whether the Pre-established Session containing just Discrete Media not bound to any Media-floor Control Entity is allowed. 
	Status: OPEN

	39. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Reference to XDM AD version 1.0 

Proposed Change: reference XDM AD version 2.0
	Status: OPEN

	40. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.18.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Access Control management includes operations that allow the XDMC to reliably manipulate the PoC User access policy located in the PoC XDMS and PoC Group authorization rules located in the Shared Group XDMS.

Proposed Change: Access Control management includes operations that allow the XDMC to reliably manipulate the PoC User access policy located in the Shared Policy XDMS and PoC Group authorization rules located in the Shared Group XDMS.

	Status: OPEN

	41. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.18.2.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: If the PoC Server supports PoC Box the PoC XDMS SHALL support storing of PoC Box criteria access rule conditions.

- not included in PoC OMA-TS-PoC-XDM-V2_0-20061220-D.doc 
Proposed Change: 

	Status: OPEN

	42. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.18.2.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: If the PoC Server supports the invited party identity information functionality the PoC XDMS SHALL support storing of invited party identity information access rules. 

- not included in PoC OMA-TS-PoC-XDM-V2_0-20061220-D.doc 
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	43. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.36
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The Pre-arranged PoC Group(s) hosted by the PoC Server(s) MAY reside on separate PoC XDM Servers, each possibly owned by a different PoC Service Provider or otherwise in another administrative domain.
Proposed Change: The Pre-arranged PoC Group(s) hosted by the PoC Server(s) MAY reside on separate XDM Servers, each possibly owned by a different PoC Service Provider or otherwise in another administrative domain.

	Status: OPEN

	44. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.42.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The assigned QoE Profile SHALL be stored in Shared XDMS as an attribute of the PoC Group.
Proposed Change: The assigned QoE Profile SHALL be stored in Shared Group XDMS as an attribute of the PoC Group.
	Status: OPEN

	45. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.45.4.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Access lists are not in PoC XDMS anymore
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

	46. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The interworking between the PoC Server and the PoC XDMS is not described in the high level procedure but can be assumed to take place depending on implementation either prior to the flow takes place or when the flow takes place.

Proposed Change:
The interworking between the PoC Server and the XDMS is not described in the high level procedure but can be assumed to take place depending on implementation either prior to the flow takes place or when the flow takes place.
	Status: OPEN

	47. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.15
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: bullet 2 – XDMS not specified
Proposed Change: … members received from Shared Group XDMS as described …
	Status: OPEN

	48. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.1.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear how a PoC User authorized to remove Media Type can disconnect from the Media Stream without remove it from the other Participants. 
	Status: OPEN


7.4 OMA-TS-PoC_ControlPlane-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.1.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: The abbreviation FDFCO, fdfco schema name and element name are misspelled.
Proposed Change: replace FDFCO with FDCFO and fdfco with fdcfo.
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: SCR appendix is not informative but normative.
	Status: OPEN

	3. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.9
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear how the PoC Client which requested privacy finds out its unique Anonymous PoC Address generated by PoC Server.

Proposed Change: Adopt the IMv1.0 solution.
	Status: OPEN

	4. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.11.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Restricted Chat PoC Group Session" is used and definition is not available.

Proposed Change: add the definition or use "restricted Chat PoC Group.
	Status: OPEN

	5. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	1, 1st paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "PoC Box" is missing in the scope.

Proposed Change: Add it to the 1st sentence
	Status: OPEN

	6. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Ad-hoc PoC Group Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Ad-hoc PoC Group" is not defined and is wrong as PoC Group is "A predefined set of PoC Users together with its attributes" while Ad-hoc PoC Group is just an ad-hoc list of PoC Users and/or Pre-arranged PoC Groups.

Proposed Change: Replace with "A PoC Group Session established by a PoC User towards multiple PoC Users and/or Pre-arranged PoC Groups.
	Status: OPEN

	7. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Answer Mode"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Loop definition.

Proposed Change: Replace with e.g. "The way of the PoC Session invitation handling at the PoC Server performing the Participating PoC Function on behalf of the Invited PoC User."
	Status: OPEN

	8. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Different definitions use different font (e.g. Answer Mode/Answer Mode Indication)
	Status: OPEN

	9. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Continuous Media"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "audio" and "video" should be capitalized.
	Status: OPEN

	10. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Control Plane", "Media Parameters", "User Plane"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: UE PoC Box and NW PoC Box are not covered.
	Status: OPEN

	11. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition inconsistent with UP definition

Proposed Change: Replace with UP definition
	Status: OPEN

	12. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "FDCFO"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The abbreviation is already defined in 3.3

Proposed Change: Remove FDCFO from 3.2
	Status: OPEN

	13. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Nick Name"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Nick name" generation in case of the anonymous PoC Addresses is not covered.

Proposed Change: Make 2nd sentence e.g.
	Status: OPEN

	14. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Participating PoC Function"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: new Media Types and MBCP are not handled in the definition.
	Status: OPEN

	15. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "PoC Group Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "PoC Group Session" is confusing. It is possible to understand the sentence in a way that "PoC Group Session" can be "Pre-arranged PoC Group".

Proposed Change: Change to "A PoC Group Session is a Pre-arranged PoC Group Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or Chat PoC Group Session.  (Source: [OMA-PoC-SD])"
	Status: OPEN

	16. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "PoC Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "PoC Session" is confusing. It is possible to understand the sentence in a way that "PoC Session" can be "Pre-arranged PoC Group".

Proposed Change: Change to "A PoC Session is a SIP Session established by the procedures of this specification. This specification supports the following types of PoC Sessions: 1-1 PoC Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session, Pre-arranged PoC Group Session, or Chat PoC Group Session."
	Status: OPEN

	17. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Talk Burst Control Protocol"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "TBCP is defined in these specifications." is incorrect. TBCP was defined in PoCv1.0
Proposed Change: Replace with statement that TBCP was defined in PoCv1.0 User Plane.
	Status: OPEN

	18. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.3, "FDCFO"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Proceed" is missing
Proposed Change: Replace with "Full Duplex Call Follow-On Proceed"
	Status: OPEN

	19. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: POC-12 and POC-10 are missing in the 1st sentence and Chapter 8 is not listed.
	Status: OPEN

	20. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.1, 2nd paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: UE PoC Box and NW PoC Box are missing.
	Status: OPEN

	21. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole document
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: In some places 3GPP2 IMS (e.g. 5.1) is used while in other places 3GPP MMD (e.g. "Application Server" definition) is used. It is unclear whether there is any deviation or not. Use one term, if possible.
	Status: OPEN

	22. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.8.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "How the PoC Server authorizes the use of a QoE Profile for a PoC User is out of the scope for this specification." contradicts the previous sentence.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence
	Status: OPEN

	23. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	5.8.2

C.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: NOTE does not use NOTE style.
	Status: OPEN

	24. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 5 is not in the bullet list
	Status: OPEN

	25. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The UE PoC Box contact does not include the PoC feature tag.

Proposed Change: Add the statement that the PoC feature tag is included too.
	Status: OPEN

	26. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: IPII PoC Service setting as defined in AD 4.26.5 "Invited Parties Identity Information Mode" is missing.

Proposed Change: Drop in AD or add here.
	Status: OPEN

	27. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Unknown abbreviation "PF" used.

Proposed Change: Replace with "Participating PoC Function"
	Status: OPEN

	28. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.2, 6.1.3.3, 
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: If a URI is received thru non-PoC means (e.g. e-mail, SMS / ICQ / newspaper advertisement) the PoC User does not necessarily know whether the URI identifies PoC User or PoC Group. The distinction is important for selection of the PoC Session initiation method (6.1.3.3.1 or 6.1.3.3.2 / 6.1.3.2.2 or 6.1.3.2.3). 

Proposed Change: Define a method how PoC Client can request PoC network to detect whether the URI identifies PoC User or PoC Group.
	Status: OPEN

	29. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.2.3.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The current formulation allows only one body in the REFER by explicitly stating Content-Type header value to be inserted. This may prevent future extensions – e.g. included media content with Pre-establish Session.

Proposed Change: States instead of b) and b),  include a MIME resource-lists body of the MIME type "application/resource-lists+xml" with the list of the Invited PoC Users
	Status: OPEN

	30. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.2.2, 4 a)

7.2.1.8 4 b)

7.3.2.2.4 8
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "resource-list" is incorrect.

Proposed Change: "resource-lists" should be used instead
	Status: OPEN

	31. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.2.3.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "application/resource list+xml" is incorrect.

Proposed Change: "application/resource-lists+xml" should be used instead (as specified in draft-ietf-simple-xcap-list-usage)
	Status: OPEN

	32. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.1.3.2.3.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: There are two b) bullets
	Status: OPEN

	33. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: When Pre-established Session is used, media content to be provided to the Invited PoC User(s) has to be specified at the Pre-established Session establishment. Since the Inviting PoC User may select different media content for each PoC Session invitation, this limitation prohibits usage of Pre-established Session with Media Content.

Proposed Change: Extend the 6.1.3.2.2 and 6.1.3.2.3 to enable the Inviting PoC Client to specify the media content in the REFER
	Status: OPEN

	34. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.1.12, 7.3.1.12
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Wrong pointers due to "Talk Burst Control Protocol MIME registration" renaming to "Media Burst Control Protocol MIME registration".
	Status: OPEN

	35. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.12.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It should be clarified how the "poc_sess_priority" is set in case there are multiple Media-floor Control Entities.

Proposed Change: State that the "poc_sess_priority" is set for each Media-floor Control Entity the same way
	Status: OPEN

	36. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.12.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It should be clarified how the "poc_lock" is set in case there are multiple Media-floor Control Entities.

Proposed Change: State that the "poc_lock" is set for each Media-floor Control Entity the same way
	Status: OPEN

	37. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.12.2, 4, 7.2.1.4 2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is unclear what is "URI representing any available PoC Dispatcher of the Dispatch PoC Group".
	Status: OPEN

	38. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.18
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Activation/de-activation of Discrete Media Transfer Progress and Final Report is a form of PoC Session modification. The current place is not appropriate.

Proposed Change: Move the chapter to become subchapter of 6.1.4.
	Status: OPEN

	39. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear when the re-INVITE reception result to 6.2.2 PoC Session modification and when to 6.2.1 PoC Client invited to a PoC Session

Proposed Change: States in 6.2.2 that 6.2.1 is used when the re-INVITE is received within Pre-established Session not used by any PoC Session.
	Status: OPEN

	40. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.1.1, 2. c) ii.
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "the Accept-Contact header contains the feature tag 'automata' and the feature tag 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' or 'principal' and the parameters 'explicit' and 'require'" is incorrect as it allows Chat PoC Session invitation handling when the Inviting PoC User requests usage of PoC Box, which is not allowed. 

Proposed Change: Opposite is true – replace with "there is no Accept-Contact header containing the feature tag 'automata' and the feature tag 'actor' with the value of 'msg-taker' or 'principal' and the parameters 'explicit' and 'require'"
	Status: OPEN

	41. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.1.1, 2. d)
	Source: Siemens

Form: If the PoC Box Accept-Contact is included in the PoC Session invitation related to "Re-joining PoC Session request", it is not handled correctly.

Proposed Change: Check the PoC Box related Accept-Contact and if present, reject the PoC Session invitation.
	Status: OPEN

	42. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	miscellaneous
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: A few spelling errors "Nameas", "contentwas", "SHALLinclude", "subclause7.2.1.17", "[RFC3265] [RFC4575]", ", and rules", "dialogthe", "MediaStreams", "dialogthe", "if 'a", "is support", ".if", "SIP2xx", "IF", "anSDP", "Clientcontains", "header.the", "Request -URI", "includeds aReject-Contact", "theOMA PoC Enabler]", "ClientAutomatic", "arenon-negative", "Media.prior"

Please also fix the following:

"tb-seg-preload"->"tb_seg_preload"
	Status: OPEN

	43. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.1, 7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: If Inviting PoC Client initiates a 1-many PoC Session and requests routing to PoC Box and one of the Invited PoC Box is UE PoC Box and another Invited PoC Box is NW PoC Box, then it is not clear what "actor" value is inserted into the Contact header of SIP 200 OK response.
	Status: OPEN

	44. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.1a, 3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The bullet text does not make sense

Proposed Change: Change to "3. SHALL accept all the Media with bound Media-floor Control Entities and the Media not bound to a Media-floor Control Entities from the received SDP offers which are also accepted in at least one of the received SDP answers if the PoC Server has already received the SDP answers from all the Invited PoC Clients."
	Status: OPEN

	45. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.2, 6 b), 6.1.3.1 5, 6.1.9 7, 7.2.1.3.1 9 c) ii, 7.2.1.3.3. 5 a) ii, 7.3.1.4 3 b), 7.3.1.4 7 b),  7.3.1.4 2 b), 7.3.2.2 7 b), B.3.2 18
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is not clear whether the maximum media content size should be compared with summary of all the media content sizes or whether it should be compared to each media content size separately – e.g. 7.3.2.2 7 b) suggests that it is the total size while 6.1.3.1 5 suggests that it is related to the size of each included media content separately
	Status: OPEN

	46. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.2, 7 c)
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Skip the next step" is not correct any more as it most likely means that the step 9 should be skipped (instead of skipping step 8)

Proposed Change: Change the order of the bullets - exchange bullets 8 and 9
	Status: OPEN

	47. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	7.2.1.3.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: There are two ii in 9 a and the formatting of  9 b ii. is wrong "9 b ii)"
	Status: OPEN

	48. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.3.1 NOTE3, 7.2.1.5 2nd NOTE
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Notes do not seem to be correct -  if there is no QoE in the PoC Group definition, then the QoE is taken from there received INVITE SDP (9 b i) which may be e.g. Premium, while according to the note it should be Basic.
	Status: OPEN

	49. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.3.1 1,  7.2.1.3.1 2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  it is not clear to where the inclusion is done ("SHALL include an Anonymous PoC Address"/ "SHALLinclude an Anonymous Nick Name")"

Proposed Change: replace with "create and cache … for the Invited PoC Client"
	Status: OPEN

	50. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.3.1 1,  7.2.1.3.1 2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Anonymity may be also requested by 180 Ringing and the Anonymous POC Address creation is missing.

Proposed Change: Extend the statements to over also 180 Ringing
	Status: OPEN

	51. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	7.2.1.4, 7.2.1.5,

7.2.1.8 
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is not clear whether "Otherwise, continue with the rest of the steps;" belongs to bullet 5/6/2 or whether it is a special bullet with missing number.
	Status: OPEN

	52. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	7.2.1.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullets are not numbered
	Status: OPEN

	53. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.7 5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  It is not clear to where the nick name is included as SIP 200 OK is not yet generated
	Status: OPEN

	54. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.7 10 a)
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  If the PoC Session modification offerer which is authorized to remove Media Type offers am existing Media Stream with a codec not supported by the PoC Server, the offerer is disconnected from the Media Stream (10 a)) without removal of the Media Type from the other Participants.

Proposed Change: The codec check and Media Stream rejection should be done in the SDP offer before starting the PoC Session modification towards the terminating side
	Status: OPEN

	55. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	7.2.1.9
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Bullet 6 is wrongly formatted and also includes the general 3GPP statement
	Status: OPEN

	56. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.11.2 2 a ii
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The From header does not need to be the correct Anonymous PoC Address for the Inviting PoC User. 

Proposed Change: The Anonymous PoC Address should be included instead of From header.
	Status: OPEN

	57. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	7.2.1.16
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The bullets should be numbered
	Status: OPEN

	58. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.16
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  There is no condition in the bullet "if 'true' the PoC Server SHALL remove rest of the Participants from PoC Session". Similar issues is in the following bullet too.

Proposed Change: Change to "if 'true' the PoC Server SHALL remove rest of the Participants from PoC Session, when the originator leaves the PoC Session"
	Status: OPEN

	59. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.20
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Group advertisement policy is not defined for Chat PoC Group which is neither Restricted Group nor Unrestricted Group (e.g. Chat PoC Group with black list).

Proposed Change: Change the description so that the Group advertisement for Chat PoC Group can be done to any PoC Address allowed to join the Chat PoC Group by <join-handling>.
	Status: OPEN

	60. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The conditions "if the SIP INVITE request is the initialization of a PoC Session" are not clear – it is not clear what else the SIP INVITE can be in this chapter.
	Status: OPEN

	61. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Anonymous PoC Address generation after 180 Ringing with Privacy: id is received is missing. 
	Status: OPEN

	62. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The check that Media-floor Control Entity binding of the offered and accepted Media-floor Control Entity is the same in SDP offer and SDP answer is missing.
	Status: OPEN

	63. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.2.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Resource-Priority is included 2x. 
	Status: OPEN

	64. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.2.5, 7.3.1.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  UPDATE cannot be used in case Media-floor Control Entity binding is changed from the current state as this is considered by the PoC Client the same as Media Stream disconnecting and Media Stream adding.

Proposed Change: re-INVITE is used in this case.
	Status: OPEN

	65. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.2.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  According to the SD, 4.6.1.3 Session modification, 

· if Media-floor Control Entity binding of a Media-floor Control Entity accepted in the SDP answer is not the same as in the SDP offer; or

· if Media-floor Control Entity binding of a Media-floor Control Entity offered and used previously is not the same as used previously 

then the Participant is to be expelled. Similar should be done if the SDP offer with Media Type used previously and not offered any more is rejected.

The expelling action is missing.

Proposed Change: add the expelling actions
	Status: OPEN

	66. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.2.6, 1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The not supported check has already been done in 7.2.1.12 1. There is no reason to do it again.

Proposed Change: Remove bullet 1
	Status: OPEN

	67. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.1.a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Behavior in case PoCv1.0 Client is being served by the PoC Server performing the Participating PoC should be added.

Proposed Change: if the PoC Client indicates in the publish of the PoC Service Settings that the PoC Client supports only PoCv1.0 enabler release, the PoC Server performing the Participating PoC Function should behave according to the PoCv1.0 specification.
	Status: OPEN

	68. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  A check should be added that PoC Client does not include "stay-on-media-path" URI parameter to the INVITE Contact header value.
	Status: OPEN

	69. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.1.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  If PoC Client includes Media Content into Pre-established Session INVITE (as specified in 6.1.3.1 5 invoked from 6.1.3.2.1 1), the Included Media Content is not cached.

Proposed Change: Either state that the Included Media Content is not applicable to Pre-established Session INVITE generation in PoC Client or cache it in the Participating PoC Function.
	Status: OPEN

	70. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.1.10.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Privacy header is not copied from the received BYE to the sent BYE. May result to the Participant PoC Address being disclosed in Participant Information NOTIFY in the state "disconnected".

Proposed Change: Add statement copying the Privacy header.
	Status: OPEN

	71. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.1.10.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  If PoC Server works as a SIP proxy, there is no reason to add Resource-Priority header if it is already there as the proxy just resends the received SIP request -> Resource-Priority header would be there twice.

Proposed Change: Remove the statement
	Status: OPEN

	72. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.1.10.2, 7.3.1.10.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Privacy header is not included in the sent BYE when in the received REFER. May result to the Participant PoC Address being disclosed in Participant Information NOTIFY in the state "disconnected".

Proposed Change: Add statement setting up the BYE Privacy header based on REFER privacy header.
	Status: OPEN

	73. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.1.11 3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  it is not clear based on what the PoC Server determines whether the PoC Client can send group advertisements.
	Status: OPEN

	74. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.1.14
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Some PoC Server settings are missing in the NOTE (e.g. Invited Parties Identity Information Mode as specified in SD 4.26.5 Invited Parties Identity Information Mode (IPIIM) or Privacy value as specified in CP 6.1.2 PoC Service Settings procedure 9 e)
	Status: OPEN

	75. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.1.14 6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  It is not clear what the default value for the "Privacy" PoC Service Setting is as "not supported" does not exist for the "Privacy" service setting listed in 6.1.2 9 e)
	Status: OPEN

	76. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	Miscellaneous (2x)
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  References uses wrong subclause name for the subclause 7.3.2.6.3. 
	Status: OPEN

	77. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.1 8
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:   

In "When sending a SIP provisional responses ….":

According to the current description, if the PoC Service Settings did not include Privacy" PoC Service Setting, the identity of the served PoC User may be disclosed when invited to PoC Session.

If PoC Service Settings did not include "Privacy" PoC Service Setting -> 7.3.2.1 8 means that Privacy: id is not included ->  7.2.1.11.2 can include the PoC User with "dial-out" in NOTIFY sent in 7.2.2.2 2.

This is not consistent with 7.3.1.14 6 which states that if the PoC Service setting is not included, it is "not supported".
	Status: OPEN

	78. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	7.3.2.1 3

7.3.2.1a 3 a)

7.3.2.1b 3 a)

7.3.2.1c 4 a)

7.3.2.2 4

7.3.2.2.1 4

7.3.2.2.4 5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Wrong formatting of bullet  

(7.3.2.1 - in "When sending a SIP 200 "OK" response ….": 3)

(7.3.2.2.1 - in "Whenever the PoC Server sends the SIP 200 "OK" response the PoC Server:")

(7.3.2.2.4 - in "Upon receiving a SIP 200 "OK" response to the SIP re-INVITE request, the PoC Server:")
	Status: OPEN

	79. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.1 4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  In "When sending a SIP 200 "OK" response ….": 

The Privacy header should be set based on received SIP 200 OK response and not based on the provisional response
	Status: OPEN

	80. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.1c
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  It is not stated 

· that Media Streams bound to a Media-floor Control Entity can be accepted in the SDP answer only if the accepted Media-floor Control Entity binding in the SDP answer is the same as in the SDP offer and as negotiated in Pre-established Session establishment

· that Media Streams not bound to a Media-floor Control Entity can be accepted in the SDP answer only if not bound to a Media-floor Control Entity in the SDP offer and if the binding was not negotiated in Pre-established Session establishment

If this is not stated, binding mismatch may happen (PoC Client may believe that a different binding is used that Controlling PoC Function).
	Status: OPEN

	81. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2 4

7.3.2.7 2

7.3.2.8 2

7.4.1.2 1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The PoC User Access Policy is stored in the Shared Policy XDMS instead of PoC XDMS
	Status: OPEN

	82. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2 4 a)

7.3.2.2.5.1 3

7.3.2.2.5.1 4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Exact PoC User Access Policy action and PoC User Access Policy action value should be used instead of stage 2 symbolic names.
	Status: OPEN

	83. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2 4

7.3.2.2 5

7.3.2.2.1 1 i
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The failure SIP response is sent towards Controlling PoC Function rather than inviting PoC Client.

Proposed Change: Use "PoC Server SHALL respond with a SIP …. response" instead stating towards which functional entity the response is sent
	Status: OPEN

	84. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Otherwise the PoC Server SHALL perform actions specified in subclause 7.3.2 …. ". should be bullet 15 instead of starting new paragraph.
	Status: OPEN

	85. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2 14
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The condition for selection of 7.3.2.2.2 "Automatic answer using the Pre-established Session" or 7.3.2.2.1 "Automatic answer Using On-demand Session" should take into account the Media Types negotiated in the Pre-established Session(s) set up as specified in OMA-TS-PoC-System-Description-V2_0-20061221-D.doc, 4.6.2 "Pre-established Session".

Proposed Change: Add the conditions for the Media Type matching.
	Status: OPEN

	86. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The condition for selection of 7.3.2.2.4 "Manual answer Using Pre-established Session" or 7.3.2.2.3 "Manual answer Using On-demand Session" needs to take into account the Media Types negotiated in the Pre-established Session(s) set up as specified in OMA-TS-PoC-System-Description-V2_0-20061221-D.doc, 4.6.2 "Pre-established Session".

Proposed Change: Add the conditions for the Media Type matching.
	Status: OPEN

	87. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

The first two bullet lists are to be concatenated.

The checks (e.g. 3. SHALL authorize the Authenticated Originator's PoC Address … ) should be done before sending 183 as the 183 is interpreted by the Controlling PoC Function and possibly also Inviting PoC Client as unconfirmed acceptance of PoC Session – there is no reason to send 183 and then immediately reject the session set up – may lead to the situation when a PoC Session is set up for a very limited time but still charged to the PoC Client.
	Status: OPEN

	88. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2.1 6

7.3.2.2.2 6

7.3.2.2.3 6

7.3.2.2.4 8

7.3.2.2.5.3 9

7.3.2.2.5.4 8
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  If IPII is include and application of "anonymize" attribute is MAY, then the privacy is not ensured.
Proposed Change: If the terminating Participating PoC Function includes IPII, it SHALL apply the "anonymize" attribute as specified in OMA-TS-PoC-System-Description-V2_0-20061221-D.doc, 4.34 "Invited Parties Identity Information"
	Status: OPEN

	89. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	7.3.2.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  "Upon receiving a SIP 200 "OK" response …" - Wrong bullet type used - "1 i." instead of "1 a)".
	Status: OPEN

	90. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2.4 1

7.3.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: If there are multiple Pre-established Sessions with different Media Types, selection of the Pre-established Session is not clear.
	Status: OPEN

	91. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.1.1a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 6.2.1.1a allows the PoC User to accept or reject the offered Media Types. If any Media Type is rejected in Auto-Answer using On-demand Session, the Inviting PoC User may be misinformed about the Media Types used in the PoC Session as the Controlling PoC Function interprets the reception of the unconfirmed indication already degenerated by the terminating Participating PoC Function as acceptance of all the offered Media Types as specified in 7.2.1.1a 1
	Status: OPEN

	92. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 6.2.1.1a allows the PoC User to accept or reject the offered Media Types. If any Media Type is rejected in Manual-Answer using Pre-established Session by PoC Client, the Participating PoC Function needs to update the User Plane configuration (in "Upon receiving a SIP 200 "OK" response to the SIP re-INVITE request, the PoC Server")
	Status: OPEN

	93. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.1 2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: If indication-setting is set to "unwillingness", PoC Session will always be rejected with SIP 480 response as the 7.3.2.2.5.1 is invoked in 7.3.2.2
	Status: OPEN

	94. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	7.3.2.2.5.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 2nd and 3rd paragraph should be merged together or 3rd paragraph should be made into bullet. 

4th and 5th paragraph should be merged together or 5th paragraph should be made into bullet
	Status: OPEN

	95. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: SIP 302 response could be used for other purposes than just routing to PoC Box. The current statement is too restrictive.

Proposed Change: A Contact URI should be checked for a well know PoC Box URI
	Status: OPEN

	96. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2.5.3 5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: History is not defined in RFC4244. It is History-Info.

Proposed Change: Use History-Info instead of History.
	Status: OPEN

	97. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.3 5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: For the Auto-Answer determination also only the Media Type Media-floor Control Entity binding of which is being changed needs to be taken into account (as change of Media-floor Control Entity binding is taken as removal and adding of the Media Type).
	Status: OPEN

	98. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Auto-answer mode set up by 7.3.2.3 is not handled in 6.2.2.
	Status: OPEN

	99. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.3 5 a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "the Authenticated Originator's PoC Address indicated by the Request-URI" is incorrect as the Request-URI contains the served PoC User URI
	Status: OPEN

	100. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.3.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear how to ensure that PoC Client cannot fake the same headers as the PoC Server and thus getting the real PoC Addresses for the Participants as the originating Participating PoC Function seems to work for the SUBSCRIBE in the proxy mode (7.3.1.7)
	Status: OPEN

	101. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	8.1.1 4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear where the PoC Address of the Inviting PoC User is taken from
Proposed Change: State it is taken from the Referred-By
	Status: OPEN

	102. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	8.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

Meaning of "5. SHALL store the Session Type information to the PoC User based on the information received in the Session-Type uri-parameter in the Contact header;" is unclear
	Status: OPEN

	103. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	8.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: in the bullet 8 "and the Alert-Info header … " should be changed to "if the Alert-Info header"
	Status: OPEN

	104. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	8.1.1 5 
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "-
5. SHALL include the Session-Expires header in the SIP 200 "OK" response to the initial SIP INVITE request or the SIP re-INVITE request within a Pre-established Session and start the SIP Session timer according to rules and procedures specified in [RFC4028], "UAS Behavior". The 'refresher' parameter in the Session-Expires header SHALL be set to 'uas'." - Pre-established session is not used by NW PoC Box.
	Status: OPEN

	105. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	8.1.1 9
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 9 ("-
9. SHOULD store the media content received in MIME bodies to the PoC User if media content in a request is supported and the Media Type is supported by the PoC Box; and,") is inconsistent with bullet 6 (-
6. SHALL discard the MIME bodies containing Included Media if included in the SIP INVITE request;) and it is in inappropriate place.
	Status: OPEN

	106. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	8.1.1 9
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: EN "Editor’s note: Media-floor Control Entity Protocol for each Media Stream or each Media Stream combination is FFS" is obsolete.
	Status: OPEN

	107. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	8.
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The NW PoC Box chapters should be reordered as 

· 8.1 "Procedures terminated by the NW PoC Box" includes 8.1.3 "NW PoC Box" 

· 8.3 "UE PoC Box" contains just terminating signaling while originating signaling is defined in 8.4 "Procedures initiated by the UE PoC Box"
	Status: OPEN

	108. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	D
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The filter criteria does not take into account the discrete media feature tag (g.poc.discretemedia).
	Status: OPEN

	109. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	E.1.2

C.1.6

E.1.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Wrong font/style is used

in E.1.2 for the whole text,

in C.1.6, E.1.4.3, E.4.1 for part of the text, 

E.1.1.1,E.1.1.2,E.1.1.3, E.1.2.1, E.1.2.2, E.1.3.1, E.1.3.2, E.1.4.1, E.1.4.2, E.1.4.3, E.3.1.1 – App4 should be used
	Status: OPEN

	110. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.3.1, "mbc_scheme"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

"mbc_scheme", 1st sentence – the parameter may be more that the "suggested" scheme – if sent by PoC Server, it is the used scheme.

"mbc_scheme", 4th sentence – "If mbc_scheme parameter is present in a SDP offer from the PoC Client for the PoC Session, the PoC Client is indicating to use the included Media Burst Control Scheme for the PoC Session if the PoC Server allows it" should be changed to "If mbc_scheme parameter is present in a SDP offer from the PoC Client, the PoC Client is indicating the Media Burst Control Scheme wished to be used in the PoC Session if supported by the PoC Server".

"mbc_scheme", 5th sentence is should be move after 6th sentence as 6th sentence is more generic.
	Status: OPEN

	111. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.3.1, "tb_seg_preload"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

It is not clear why the tb_seg_preload is set to an integer value in the SDP offer sent by the PoC Client.

The text states:

"If the SDP answer contains a nonzero value of tb_seq_preload, the PoC Client has permission to transmit prior to MBCP Media Burst Granted message reception a segment of RTP Media limited to the value of tb_seg_preload contained in the answer in octets."

The SDP answer thus contains a number of bytes, which the PoC Client is allowed to send after it gets the 200 OK, but before it gets MBCP Granted. 

Since the PoC Client does not need to do any buffering (according to the description above it just streams the recorded RTP packets to Controlling PoC Function), it is not clear why the PoC Client needs to offer the maximum size of this value in the SDP offer. ("The value of tb_seg_preload is to be less than or equal to the value of tb_seg_preload offered by the PoC Client.")

It would be enough to state in the SDP offer whether the PoC Client supports the feature or not and let the PoC Server to define the tb_seg_preload value.

Also please change "answer" -> "SDP answer"
	Status: OPEN

	112. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	E.3.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The spaces after semicolon in the fmtp example are not allowed by the description

Proposed Change: Please remove the spaces
	Status: OPEN

	113. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	E.3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The spaces after colon in the "poc-qoe" examples are not allowed by the description

Proposed Change: Please remove the spaces
	Status: OPEN

	114. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	E.4.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Editor's note is obsolete as the text states that the User-agent and Server headers are used also for PoC Box.
	Status: OPEN

	115. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.6.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The XML schema name is obsolete (does not fit to XML setting document (after the OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1282 is applied)).

Proposed Change: change to xmlns:PoC2Set="urn:oma:xml:ns:poc:poc2.0-settings"
	Status: OPEN

	116. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	POC_CP-SJR-C-003-O

POC_CP-SJR-C-005-O
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

It is media content and not media in
"Includes media in one or more MIME types" 

"Includes reference to Media" 
	Status: OPEN

	117. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	A
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear why there are "?" in the Function column
	Status: OPEN

	118. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear how to distinguish UE PoC Box from other (non recording) devices which are automata and principal – e.g. Web camera taking pictures of ski slopes.
	Status: OPEN

	119. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.1.1 7.3.2.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: When two Contacts are registered (PoC Client and UE PoC Box), the SIP/IP Core may fork incoming SIP INVITE with no Accept-Contact/Reject-Contact as the INVITE satisfies the conditions of both contacts.
	Status: OPEN

	120. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.3.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The parameter to be used for the implicit media burst negotiation (UP 6.4.2) for Media Types other than PoC Speech is missing.
	Status: OPEN

	121. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2 "Pre-established Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is not clear whether the Pre-established Session containing just Discrete Media not bound to any Media-floor Control Entity is allowed. 
	Status: OPEN

	122. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.1a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: PoC Media Traffic Optimisation SDP parameter is not described here. 
	Status: OPEN

	123. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.1.1a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: PoC Media Traffic Optimisation should be rejected for 1-many-1 PoC Session and Dispatch PoC Session as the UP defined rules do not satisfy the 1-many-1 PoC Session and Dispatch PoC Session needs. 
	Status: OPEN

	124. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.2.1a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: PoC Media Traffic Optimisation should not be offered for 1-many-1 PoC Session and Dispatch PoC Session as the UP defined rules do not satisfy the 1-many-1 PoC Session and Dispatch PoC Session needs. 
	Status: OPEN

	125. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.2.1a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: PoC Media Traffic Optimisation should not be offered for 1-many-1 PoC Session and Dispatch PoC Session as the UP defined rules do not satisfy the 1-many-1 PoC Session and Dispatch PoC Session needs. 
	Status: OPEN

	126. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2.2a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: According to OMA-TS_PoC-UserPlane-V2_0-20061219-D.doc , 6.4.4 "When a PoC Client is using the Talk Burst Control Protocol (TBCP) the PoC Server SHALL use messages, parameters and procedures toward that PoC Client as specified in [OMA-PoC-UP-1.0] and is out of scope of this specification." when a PoCv1.0 Client joins the PoCv2.0 Session the Controlling PoC Function User Plane behaves according to PoCv1.0 User Plane. 
Proposed change: Either state that in such case PoC Session modification is started with all the PoC Clients using MBCP to inform them that TBCP is used instead of MBCP or change the User Plane document.
	Status: OPEN

	127. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: PoC-XDM Specification version 1.0

Proposed change: reference version 2.0
	Status: OPEN

	128. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 4 and 5 - stored in Shared Policy XDMS instead of PoC XDMS

Proposed change: 

Add reference to Shared Policy XDMS
	Status: OPEN

	129. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 14.b.ii - the <allow-media> action is not defined in [PoC-XDM Specification]

Proposed change: 
	Status: OPEN

	130. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 14.6 - <allow-invited-id-autoanswer> should be moved to Shared Policy XDMS.

Proposed change:
	Status: OPEN

	131. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 5a – stored in Shared Policy XDMS instead of PoC XDMS

Proposed change: 
	Status: OPEN

	132. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 5b – <allow-media> action is not defined in [PoC-XDM Specification]

Proposed change: 
	Status: OPEN

	133. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 2 – stored in Shared Policy XDMS instead of PoC XDMS

Proposed change:
	Status: OPEN

	134. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.3.2.8
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 2 – stored in Shared Policy XDMS instead of PoC XDMS

Proposed change:
	Status: OPEN

	135. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.4.1.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 1 – stored in Shared Policy XDMS instead of PoC XDMS

Proposed change:
	Status: OPEN

	136. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	B.3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullet 16 – reference [XDM Specification] not defined

Proposed change:
	Status: OPEN

	137. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.1.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: “Each <group> element contains a <display-name> child element that contains the name of the PoC Group. The <uri> child element contains the URI of the PoC Group.” 

Not compliant with the schema – display name is optional and uri 1 or more.

Proposed change:
	Status: OPEN

	138. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.1.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: According to "urn:oma:xml:poc:dispatch-ind" ‘Dispatch’ attribute name starts with capital D

Proposed change:
	Status: OPEN

	139. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.1.3.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:     piflag prefix not defined

Proposed change: <endpoint entity="sip: PoC-ClientB@networkB.net" piind:LocalQoE="Basic" piind:FDCFOSupported="true">

…

<endpoint entity="sip: PoC-ClientC@networkC.net" piind:LocalQoE="Premium" piind:FDCFOSupported="false">
	Status: OPEN

	140. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.1a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear how a PoC User authorized to remove Media Type can disconnect from the Media Stream without remove it from the other Participants. 
	Status: OPEN

	141. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1.3.1a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Distinction between Audio and PoC Speech is not clear
	Status: OPEN
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	ID
	Open Date
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	Section
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	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	miscellaneous
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: A few spelling errors "[OMA-IM-TS]and", "supportedthe",  "SessionSIP", "Typeand"
"MSRP messages RTCP packets" -> "MSRP messages, RTCP packets"

"PoC Server Performing the Participating PoC Function" -> "PoC Server performing the Participating PoC Function"

"started.," -> "started,"

6.5.1.2.5 "filed" -> "field"
Remove "6.2.5.9.5" in the headline of "6.2.5.9.5" subclause

Remove "6.2.5.9.6" in the headline of "6.2.5.9.6" subclause

6.2.7. - "SHALL remain in PoC Client state to" -> "SHALL remain in PoC Client state"

6.2.8.1.2 - "When an another PoC Session" -> "When another PoC Session"

6.3.3 – "the Pre-established Session state machine returns to the a state specified in subclause 6.3.6 "Pre-established Session state diagrams – basic"" -> "the Pre-established Session state machine returns to the state specified in subclause 6.3.6 "Pre-established Session state diagrams – basic""

6.3.6 – ", SIP response RTP Media packet" -> ", SIP response, RTP Media packet"

6.3.8.1.1 – missing ending quotation mark in "PoC Session priority request 

7.12.1 – "::" in schema name
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	miscellaneous
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: wrong font/style
6.2.6.2.3 - wrong font of "PoC Client rejoining a PoC Session"

6.2.7 – wrong font of "PoC Session control state diagram – basic"

6.2.7. - "SHALL remain in PoC Client state to" -> "SHALL remain in PoC Client state"

6.2.8 – wrong font of "PoC Session control state diagram – basic"

6.2.8.2.8 2 – wrong font of " criteria specified in the subclause"

6.3.6.3.3 – wrong font of "PoC Session release from User Plane"

6.4.5.3.3 – wrong formatting/style of NOTE

6.4.5.5.6 – work formatting of "Enter the 'U: waiting MB_Revoke' state"

6.4.7.3.3 – wrong formatting/style of NOTE

6.6.3 – wrong formatting/style of "UE PoC Box control state diagram – Continuous Media"

7.11 – strange font of the headline

9 - different fonts are used in the tables.
	Status: OPEN

	3. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole document
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Media Burst Request Queue Status Request" is not used in any state machine. 

Proposed Change: Use the method or mark it obsolete in the document
	Status: OPEN

	4. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	1, 5.1, 5.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Restriction to POC-3 and POC-4 is too restrictive - the document also describes POC-10 and POC-12.
	Status: OPEN

	5. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "This specification does not specify the underlying SIP/IP Core, its features and functions. However, some parts of the specification can place requirements on the implementation of SIP / IP Core." Since this is UserPlane description it is unclear what requirements it can state to SIP/IP core as no user plane reference point interfaces with SIP/IP Core.
	Status: OPEN

	6. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Active PoC Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Active PoC Session can also be PoC Session that carries both RTP and Talk Burst Control Protocol based packets to the PoC User.

Proposed Change: Update the definition so it also allows Talk Burst Protocol to be used instead of Media Burst Protocol.
	Status: OPEN

	7. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Ad-hoc PoC Group"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Wrong terms used - Pre-arranged or Chat Group

Proposed Change: Use "Pre-arranged PoC Group or Chat PoC Group"
	Status: OPEN

	8. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Different definitions use different font (e.g Continuous Media/Confirmed Indication)
	Status: OPEN

	9. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Answer Mode"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Instead of Answer Mode, the definition defines Answer Mode Indication.

Proposed Change: Replace with e.g. "The way of the PoC Session invitation handling at the PoC Server performing the Participating PoC Function on behalf of the Invited PoC User."
	Status: OPEN

	10. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Control Plane", "Media Parameters", "User Plane", 4.2, 5.1, 5.4, 5.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: UE PoC Box and NW PoC Box are not covered.
	Status: OPEN

	11. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Dormant PoC Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Dormant POC Session can be TBCP + PoC Speech.

Proposed Change: Update the definition so it also allows Talk Burst Protocol to be used instead of Media Burst Protocol.
	Status: OPEN

	12. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Group"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear what is the different between "Group" and "PoC Group".

Proposed Change: If the same, drop one of the terms.
	Status: OPEN

	13. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2 "Participating PoC Function"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Participating PoC Function may also relay TBCP. 
	Status: OPEN

	14. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2,  "PoC Group Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "PoC Group Session" is confusing. It is possible to understand the sentence in a way that "PoC Group Session" can be "Pre-arranged PoC Group".

Proposed Change: Change to "A PoC Group Session is a Pre-arranged PoC Group Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or Chat PoC Group Session.  (Source: [OMA-PoC-SD])"
	Status: OPEN

	15. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2,  "PoC Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "PoC Session" is confusing. It is possible to understand the sentence in a way that "PoC Group Session" can be "Pre-arranged PoC Group".

Proposed Change: Change to "A PoC Session is a SIP Session established by the procedures in [OMA-POC-CP]. The following types of PoC Sessions are supported: 1-1 PoC Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session, Pre-arranged PoC Group Session, or Chat PoC Group Session"
	Status: OPEN

	16. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2,  "Pre-arranged PoC Group"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "Pre-arranged PoC Group" is wrong – "Pre-arranged PoC Group" is not "PoC Session Identity".

Proposed Change: Align with CP.
	Status: OPEN

	17. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2,  "Pre-established Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "Pre-established Session" is not aligned with CP – in CP, it is the Home PoC Server towards which the Pre-established Session is established..

Proposed Change: Align with CP.
	Status: OPEN

	18. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2,  "Sender Identification"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Sender Identification is the procedure by which the current talker's identity is determined and made known to listeners on the PoC Session." - restricting to talker only is wrong – it could be the sender of Video too.

Proposed Change: Change to "Sender Identification is the procedure by which the current Media sender's identity is determined and made known to listeners on the PoC Session."
	Status: OPEN

	19. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, 
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "LockIn PoC Session", "LockIn", "Final Report", "Discrete Media Final Report" is not defined.
	Status: OPEN

	20. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Other PoC Clients in a PoC Session receive an indication about the identity of the PoC Client sending the Media Burst." is incorrect when privacy is applied.

Proposed Change: Change to "Other PoC Clients in a PoC Session receive an indication about the identity of the PoC Client sending the Media Burst, subject to privacy"
	Status: OPEN

	21. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "and return to the PoC Client the port numbers that it receives from the PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function" -> PoC Box is not covered

Proposed Change: Change to "and return to the PoC Client or the PoC Box the port numbers that it receives from the PoC Server performing the Controlling PoC Function"
	Status: OPEN

	22. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "UDP port number for sending and receiving MBCP messages." needs to be applied to NW PoC Box and UE PoC Box too
	Status: OPEN

	23. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.4, 1st sentence
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 1st sentence should be normative
	Status: OPEN

	24. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It could be stated that the TBCP can be used (e.g. in scope of PoCv2.0 when Simultaneous PoC Sessions are used)
	Status: OPEN

	25. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "MBCP Connect - is used by the PoC Server to notify all PoC Clients using Pre-established Session, that PoC Session is connected." – it is unclear why "all PoC Clients" is used.

Proposed Change: "MBCP Connect - is used by the Home PoC Server to notify the served PoC Client using Pre-established Session, that a PoC Session is connected."
	Status: OPEN

	26. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "A Participating PoC Server MAY support the MBCP Media Burst Acknowledgment message." – at least the transparent transport should be "SHALL", otherwise the floor control does not work when Participating PoC Function is in the Media path and MB_Taken requires MB_Ack
	Status: OPEN

	27. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1, last paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: PoC Box timers are not referenced.
	Status: OPEN

	28. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.4A
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The editor's note is obsolete
	Status: OPEN

	29. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.2.5, Fig.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The state "local grant" needs to be filled by yellow color.
	Status: OPEN

	30. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.5, Fig.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear why some sent messages are not shown in the figure (e.g. MB_ACK for MB_Taken in state U: pending MB_Request), while others are shown (e.g. MB_ACK for MB_Disconnect). 

Proposed Change: Make consistent or explain the reason.
	Status: OPEN

	31. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.5, Fig.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Some transitions are missing in the figure – e.g. moving to 'U: pending MB_Release' from 'U:has permission'/'U: Permission to send limited segment' when MB_Revoke with  'Only one PoC User' or 'No permission to send a Media Burst' is received as described in 6.2.5.4.3 is not contained in the figure

Proposed Change: Add or state that the figure contains only the most important transitions.
	Status: OPEN

	32. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.5, Fig.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Transition from the 'U: permission to send limited segment' and 'U:Local Grant' to 'U: releasing' is not shown in the figure although they are defined in 6.2.5.7

Proposed Change: Add or state that the figure contains only the most important transitions.
	Status: OPEN

	33. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.2.5.1.1, last sentence

6.2.5.1.2 1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Wrong style used
	Status: OPEN

	34. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.5.1.2 NOTE
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: NOTE is partly correct – if the PoC Session is set up using Pre-established Session, 200 OK is not sent.
	Status: OPEN

	35. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.2.5.1.1, 6.2.5.6.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: State name does not end with ' 
'U: has no permission in 6.2.5.1.1

'U: pending MB_Release in 6.2.5.6.5
	Status: OPEN

	36. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.5.3.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: T11 should be stopped as there is no need to re-apply for the floor.
	Status: OPEN

	37. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The statements related to the implicit Media Burst request are not consistent with 6.2.5.1.1 4 a iii which states that the PoC Client moves to the U: pending MB_Request' immediately after the PoC Session set up in case of non Chat PoC Group Session, while 6.4.2. states that the implicit Media Burst request for Continuous Media other than PoC Speech are negotiable.

Proposed Change: State in 6.2.5.1.1 that for PoC Speech is not bound to the Media-floor Control Entity if the implicit Media Burst request was not negotiated, the PoC Client moves to 'U: has no permission'.
	Status: OPEN

	38. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.5.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear why queueing is mentioned in this chapter since the queue state machine is described elsewhere.
	Status: OPEN

	39. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.5.4.3

6.2.5.9.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Some reason codes are not covered (e.g. No resources available).
	Status: OPEN

	40. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.5.4.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: T17 should be stopped
	Status: OPEN

	41. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.5.9 last paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "PoC Client must wait for a MBCP Media Burst Granted message" is unclear - the PoC Client may instead of waiting continue buffering the media locally

Proposed Change: Change to "Once the PoC Client has completed sending of the limited number of RTP Media packets the PoC Client does not send further RTP Media packets until the PoC Client receives a MBCP Media Burst Granted message from the PoC Server and the PoC Client can continue buffering the Media locally."
	Status: OPEN

	42. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.5.9.2

6.2.5.9.3

6.2.5.9.6

6.2.5.9.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear what happens with the buffered Media when the floor was not granted.

Proposed Change: State that the buffered Media is dropped.
	Status: OPEN

	43. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.6 Fig 4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The case when the PoC Client rejects the PoC Session set up (6.2.6.2.1 3 a) is not covered in the figure.
	Status: OPEN

	44. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.6.2, 2nd sentence
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "In this state the PoC Client can receive PoC Session initiation message or RTP Media packets." is inconsistent with the following subchapters – in the following subchapter the MBCP message reception is described while RTP Media packets reception is not described there.
	Status: OPEN

	45. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.6.3.1 2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: MB_Request is inconsistent with 6.4.2 and 6.2.5.1.1. The MB_Request should be sent only when negotiated (when PoC Speech is not bound to Media-floor Control Entity) or when the PoC Session is not Chat PoC Group Session.
	Status: OPEN

	46. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.6.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: In case the Pre-established Session contains both Continuous Media and Discrete Media, the state machine does not cover MSRP message sending and receiving

Proposed Change: Allow MSRP message sending and receiving in the state 'U: Pre-established Session_In_use'
	Status: OPEN

	47. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.6.3.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: MB_ACK for the MB_Disconnect is sent 2x – once in 6.2.5.7.1 2 and once in 6.2.6.3.7 1
	Status: OPEN

	48. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.6.
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear what is the behaviour in case multiple Media-floor Control Entities are part of the Pre-established Session. Does a single MB_Connect imply that all the Media and Media-floor Control Entities belonging to the Pre-established Session are accepted?
	Status: OPEN

	49. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2 "Pre-established Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is not clear whether the Pre-established Session containing just Discrete Media not bound to any Media-floor Control Entity is allowed.
	Status: OPEN

	50. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The state machine does not work for the  Pre-established Session containing just Discrete Media not bound to any Media-floor Control Entity as there will be no MBCP messages.
	Status: OPEN

	51. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: State machine for queuing Media-floor Control Entity with bound Discrete Media is not available.
	Status: OPEN

	52. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The CR OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1435-CR_UP_SS_MSRP_not_affected was not applied in this chapter.
	Status: OPEN

	53. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The whole chapter should take into account also the PoCv1.0 Sessions which are Simultaneous PoC Sessions. 

E.g. there may be two Simultaneous PoC Sessions – 1st set up with PoCv1.0 Controlling PoC Function (with TBCP) and 2nd with PoCv2.0 Controlling PoC Function (with MBCP). The PoCv2.0 Participating PoC Function should allow the PoCv2.0 Client to set the 1st as Primary PoC Session or to lock into the 1st.

The TBCP should be handled in this state machine too.
	Status: OPEN

	54. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.7.2.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is unclear why bullets 2 and 3 are explicitly stated as they should be described in 6.2.5
	Status: OPEN

	55. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.7.3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "SDP: LockIn information"  is unclear. 

Proposed Change: either the exact SDP parameter name and value should be listed instead of "SDP: LockIn information" or the pointer to CP should be added.
	Status: OPEN

	56. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.2.7.4.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "secondary PoC Session" -> "Secondary PoC Session"
	Status: OPEN

	57. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.8
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Sentence fragment "The changes of the states are partly controlled by the Control Plane as specified in." – add the missing reference.
	Status: OPEN

	58. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.9.3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The MB_Ack sending if MB_Taken requests it is missing.
	Status: OPEN

	59. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.9.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The PoC Client should have a possibility to query its current queue position (e.g. by MB_Request or MBCP Media Burst Request Queue Status Request). 
	Status: OPEN

	60. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.9.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The PoC Server has a chance to inform the PoC Client about its queue position change (MBCP Media Burst Request Queue Status Response) by 6.4.4.2.5 4 a, but it is not handled here.
	Status: OPEN

	61. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.10
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  the PoC Client behavior is unclear if both Discrete Media and Continuous Media are bound to the same Media-floor Control Entity. If both state machines are used, e.g. TBCP Request is sent 2x.
	Status: OPEN

	62. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.10
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Reception of MSRP REPORT (not including final report or progress report) is missing.
	Status: OPEN

	63. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.10.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  According to 6.4.2. the implicit Media burst request can be negotiated for Media Types other than PoC Speech too, while in 6.2.10.1.1 the PoC Client always switches to "M: has no permission"
	Status: OPEN

	64. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.10.2.3 1

6.2.10.3.3 1

6.4.6.3.2 2

6.4.6.4.4 2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  MSRP 200 OK is to be sent only when requested by MSRP (e.g. not requested by "Success-report: no" and "failure-report: no" )

Proposed Change: "add if requested by MSRP"
	Status: OPEN

	65. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.10.2.3

6.2.10.3.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  Editor's note is obsolete

Proposed Change: remove the editor's note
	Status: OPEN

	66. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.10.2.3

6.2.10.3.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  When MB_Revoke is received and MSRP SEND chunk sending is in progress, the chunk should be aborted ('#' in MSRP draft)

Proposed Change: add a NOTE that "MSRP chunk can be aborted  according to rules and procedures of [MSRP], if chunk is being sent"
	Status: OPEN

	67. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.10.6.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  reception of final report is not included
	Status: OPEN

	68. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.10.6.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  reception of Discrete Media Transfer Progress Report is not included
	Status: OPEN

	69. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.5 5

6.3.5 6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The 5 and 6 should be SHALL if PoC Media Traffic Optimization was negotiated
	Status: OPEN

	70. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.5 5

6.3.5 6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The PoC Media Traffic Optimization does not work properly for Dispatch PoC Session and 1-many-1 PoC Session.
	Status: OPEN

	71. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The PoC Media Traffic Optimization for Discrete Media is not described.
	Status: OPEN

	72. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.6.2.2 NOTE
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  When the terminating PoC Session is established using Pre-established Session in manual answer mode, the Pre-established Session needs to move to "G: Pre-established_session_in_use". The subclause does not describe how the PoC Server gets there – it only points to CP, which cannot change the current state machine state. 

Proposed Change: The following changes would be needed:

· In "G: Pre-established_session_not_in_use", transition to "G: Pre-established_session_in_use" on manual answer SIP re-INVITE sending to the PoC Client 
· In "G: Pre-established_session_in_use", transition to "G: Pre-established_session_not_in_use" on failed SIP re-INVITE response received from the PoC Client.
· In "G: Pre-established_session_in_use", transition to "G: Pre-established_session_in_use" on successful SIP re-INVITE response received from the PoC Client.
	Status: OPEN

	73. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.6.3.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  The transition on MB_Ack with reason code not 'Accepted' is not shown in the Fig 9.
	Status: OPEN

	74. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.6.2.2

6.3.6.3.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  When Pre-established Session containing MBCP and PoC Speech only is used for incoming PoC Session containing TBCP and PoC Speech only, it is not clear how the PoC Client is informed about the floor control protocol limitations.
	Status: OPEN

	75. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.6.2.4

6.3.6.2.3

6.3.6.2.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  It is unclear what is meant by "Pre-established Session stopped" – neither ControlPlane nor UserPlane define what it is. Is it a release of Pre-established Session?
	Status: OPEN

	76. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.6.3.3

6.3.6.3.4


	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  T15 should be stopped if running 
	Status: OPEN

	77. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.6.3.3

6.3.6.3.8

6.3.6.4.1

6.3.6.4.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:  It is unclear why user plane resources are released here since they should be used when the PoC Session is set up using the Pre-established Session next time (there is no User Plane resource initialization in 6.3.6.2.1 or 6.3.6.2.2)
	Status: OPEN

	78. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:   The whole chapter should take into account also the PoCv1.0 Sessions which are Simultaneous PoC Sessions.

E.g. there may be two Simultaneous PoC Sessions – 1st set up with PoCv1.0 Controlling PoC Function (with TBCP) and 2nd with PoCv2.0 Controlling PoC Function (with MBCP). The PoCv2.0 Participating PoC Function should allow the PoCv2.0 Client to set the 1st as Primary PoC Session or to lock into the 1st.

The TBCP should be handled in this state machine too.
	Status: OPEN

	79. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.8.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:   It is unclear how the state can be entered (bullet 2) if the state machine is not created (bullet 1).
	Status: OPEN

	80. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.3.8 Fig 11
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:   The figure is inconsistent with the 6.3.8.3.2 and 6.3.8.3.3 – while the figure shows that the MBCP messages are not relayed and the RTP data are relayed, the text describes it vice verse.
	Status: OPEN

	81. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.2 3rd paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:   While it is stated that when a new Media-floor Control Entity with bound Continuous Media is added, a new state machine is created, the same is not stated for adding a new Media-floor Control Entity with bound Discrete Media.
	Status: OPEN

	82. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.2 4th paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment:   Synchronization of the Discrete Media and Continuous Media state machines is not clear. Are the MBCP messages sent 2x – once by the Discrete Media state machine and once by the Continuous Media state machine or only once?
	Status: OPEN

	83. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.2 9th paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear what happens if the duration of the buffering state is longer than the time related to the value of tb_seg_preload. Can the PoC Client continue buffering locally or should it raise an error?
	Status: OPEN

	84. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.2 9th paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear what is meant by "preload phase finish" – does that mean that (1) the PoC Server grants the permission to send Media as result of the Inviting PoC Client response or (2) no Inviting PoC Client joins before the time related to the value of tb_seg_preload and thus the PoC Server buffers are full, or (3) both?
	Status: OPEN

	85. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.3, 2nd bullet list 1st bullet
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: MSRP message distribution should be stopped too.
	Status: OPEN

	86. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Reliability of MB_Granted delivery in queuing case (in case the Participant is queue for a long time) does not seem to be ensured as PoC Client repeats MB_Request only till MB_Queued.
	Status: OPEN

	87. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "When a PoC Client is using the Talk Burst Control Protocol (TBCP) the PoC Server SHALL use messages, parameters and procedures toward that PoC Client as specified in [OMA-PoC-UP-1.0] and is out of scope of this specification." – the sentence is unclear. if PoCv2.0 Session is established with 2 PoCv2.0 Clients and later on PoCv1.0 Client is added to the PoC Session, there may be a mixture of the PoCv1.0 Clients and PoCv2.0 Clients. 

According to the statements here, the PoC Session modification would need to be initiated towards the PoCv2.0 Clients offering just TBCP with Audio but no such statement is in ControlPlane. That would mean that joining of a single PoCv1.0 Client prohibits e.g. Advanced Revocation Alert and Discrete Media.

Proposed Change: It would be much better to allow the PoCv2.0 Clients to use the PoCv2.0 features and the PoCv1.0 Clients to use only the PoCv1.0 features – means the Controlling PoC Function state machine(s) should also cover TBCP. 
	Status: OPEN

	88. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.4 Fig 12
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The "T2 timer fired" in "G pending MB_Release" (as described in 6.4.4.4.5) is not shown in the figure.
	Status: OPEN

	89. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.4 Fig 12

6.4.7 Fig 15
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is unclear why the "Permission state change" uses different line than the other transitions.
	Status: OPEN

	90. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.4.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "called PoC Client" -> "Invited PoC Client"
	Status: OPEN

	91. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.4.3.5

6.4.4.3.6

6.4.6.3.3

6.4.6.3.3

6.4.6.3.8
	ource: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

6.4.4.3.5 4 a, 6.4.4.3.6 4, 6.4.6.3.3 3 a, 6.4.6.3.3 3 a, 6.4.6.3.8 4  - it is not clear when the queue status change should happen (when the queue status query was received or since the queue status query was received or since the last queue status query response)

Proposed Change:  "SHOULD send a MBCP Media Burst Request Queue Status Response message with the updated status to the PoC Client whose queue position has been changed since the previous MBCP Media Burst Request Queue Status Response message sent to the PoC Client, if 'queuing' had been negotiated by the PoC Client.". 
	Status: OPEN

	92. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.4.5.1.1 1 a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: wrong subclause referenced "6.4.4.1.26.4.4.1.1"
	Status: OPEN

	93. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.5.1.1 3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear whether this bullet is valid for any types of PoC Session establishment or whether it is only valid for Inviting POC Client initiating PoC Session to 1-1 PoC Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or Pre-arranged PoC Session -> if for any type of the PoC Session establishment, the PoC Client may not be ready for reception of MB_Granted.

Proposed Change: Limit to 1-1 PoC Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or Pre-arranged PoC Session only from the Inviting PoC Client
	Status: OPEN

	94. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.5.1.1 4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is unclear whether this bullet is valid for any types of PoC Session establishment or whether it is only valid for Inviting POC Client initiating PoC Session to 1-1 PoC Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or Pre-arranged PoC Session -> if for any type of the PoC Session establishment, the PoC Client may not be ready for reception of MBCP Request Queue Status Response.

Proposed Change: Limit to 1-1 PoC Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or Pre-arranged PoC Session only from the Inviting PoC Client
	Status: OPEN

	95. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.5.2.5 3rd bullet list

6.4.5.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The RTP Media received in the Local granted mode before MB_Request is received is thrown away. 

Proposed Change: when in local granted and the MB_Request is not received yet align 6.4.5.2.5 with 6.4.5.4 – in both cases either send the RTP Media to the other PoC Clients or buffer the RTP Media till MB_Request is received in U:permitted.
	Status: OPEN

	96. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.6.2.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 6.4.6.2.4 "Media Burst request queue not empty" should be checked on entering of the M:MB_Idle rather than being an independent action – the "Media Burst request queue not empty" does not change when in the M:MB_Idle.
	Status: OPEN

	97. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.6.3.3 3 
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 6.4.6.3.3 3 seems to be in the wrong place – it should only happen after 2 b
	Status: OPEN

	98. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.6.3.5 

9.1 T9
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is unclear why MB_Granted needs to be repeated by T19 when the Participant was not queued – the reliability of MB_Granted should rely on repetion of MB_Request and mandatory sending of MB_Granted after received MB_Request.

If the PoC Client has not received MB_Granted, it repeats the MB_Request and the MB_Request results in the Controlling PoC Function in MB_Granted sent again.

Proposed Change: Limit repetition to the case when the Participant was queued
	Status: OPEN

	99. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.6.3.2

6.4.6.4.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Editor's note is obsolete – the information is provided using final report (if requested).

Proposed Change: drop the editor's note
	Status: OPEN

	100. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.6.
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: reception of MSRP REPORT and generation of final report / progress report is missing.
	Status: OPEN

	101. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.6.5.2

6.4.6.5.3

6.4.7.2.5

6.4.7.3.5

6.4.7.4.5

6.4.7.5.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: MSRP response is not sent when requested
	Status: OPEN

	102. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.6.5.2

6.4.6.5.3

6.4.6.3.2

6.4.6.4.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: MSRP REPORT when requested by MSRP SEND MSRP headers should be sent here in case final report and progress report are not requested
	Status: OPEN

	103. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.6.6.5

6.4.6.6.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Final report is not described in details and progress report description is missing
	Status: OPEN

	104. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.6.6.5

6.4.6.6.6

6.4.7.4.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: According to 7.12.2 the final report can be sent using SEND or REPORT, while this chapter allows only SEND

Proposed Change: For final report - if MSRP REPORT allowed by the MSRP SEND headers, MSRP REPORT is used, otherwise MSRP SEND is used. For progress report – MSRP REPORT is used.
	Status: OPEN

	105. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.7.1.1 1 a 
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 1 a does not allow implicit Media Burst request, which is inconsistent with 6.4.1 7th paragraph, which states that the implicit Media Bust request can be negotiated for other Media Types than PoC Speech. 
	Status: OPEN

	106. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.7.1.1 4 a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Joining with 'pre-emptive' priority results to granting permission to send Media by MB_Granted. This will not be handled properly by the PoC Client as the implicit Media Burst request is not supported by the PoC Client in 6.2.10.
	Status: OPEN

	107. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.4.7.1.1 4 a
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 4 a  -  6.4.6.3.6 headline is not "Receive MBCP Media Burst Request message with pre-empt priority (R: MB_Request(pre-emptive)

Proposed Change: 6.4.6.3.8 needs to be used
	Status: OPEN

	108. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.7.1.1 5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 5 is inconsistent with 1 – in case of 1, implicit Media Burst request is not supported while in 5 the implicit Media Burst request is supported 
	Status: OPEN

	109. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.4.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Wrong references 6.4.X… 
	Status: OPEN

	110. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.7.2.5

6.4.7.3.5

6.4.7.5.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: REPORT when final report and progress report are not requested, REPORT with final report or SEND with final report and REPORT with progress report are not described
	Status: OPEN

	111. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.7.3.3 5 c

6.4.5.3.3 5 c
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Update of the queue position should be also sent to the other PoC Clients queue position of which has been changed
	Status: OPEN

	112. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.4.7.4.5
6.4.7.5.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It seems that the received MSRP SEND is sent towards the receiving PoC Clients twice – once in 6.4.7.4.5 and once in 6.4.6.3.2. 

Proposed Change: Include the sending to other PoC Clients only to 6.4.6, while handling of MSRP SEND in case of PoC Client does not have permission to send Media should only be in the 6.4.7
	Status: OPEN

	113. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.5.1.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is not clear what is meant by length and field ID and where the MBCP specific fields are located.

Proposed Change: It should be stated that the MBCP specific fields have the structure (ID, length, value) and are stored in "application-dependent data" one field by one in the order defined later on by each MBCP message 
	Status: OPEN

	114. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.5.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The sentence "If the PoC Client that has been granted permission to send a Media Burst has requested privacy, then the Anonymous PoC Address of the PoC User as defined in [OMA-PoC-CP]  "Anonymous PoC Address" SHALL be included instead of the PoC User's PoC Address in CNAME. " is inconsistent with "The CNAME identifier SHALL carry the URI of the PoC User that has been granted permission to send a Media Burst, while the NAME identifier, if included and privacy is not requested, SHALL, if the sending of Nick Names is supported as specified in [OMA-PoC-CP] "Nick Name", carry the Nick Name of the PoC User that has been granted permission to send a Media Burst."
	Status: OPEN

	115. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.5.13
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Statement "If privacy is requested for more than one PoC Client, the SDES items field includes only one CNAME set to anonymous identity." is inconsistent with "If the PoC Client that initiated the PoC Session has requested privacy an anonymous URI SHALL be included instead of the PoC User's PoC Address in CNAME." 
	Status: OPEN

	116. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.5.13
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "copyControl" is not provided to the PoC Client in the MBCP Connect. 

Proposed Change: Either add e.g. as a new subfield or remove cc/to distinction also from the control plane
	Status: OPEN

	117. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.6.3 NOTE

6.7.1 2nd paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The detail description how the state machines are synchronized (e.g. whether the MBCP messages are sent twice or not) is missing. 

Proposed Change: Since both the state machines are rather simple, they can be merged together.
	Status: OPEN

	118. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.6.4.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "The 'N: has no permission' state is a stable state and the UE PoC Box uses this state when the UE PoC Box is not waiting for an MBCP message response." -> It is unclear what MBCP message response is meant as there is no waiting for it in the other states either.
	Status: OPEN

	119. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.6.4.2.2 2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: UE PoC Box should store the PoC Address and Nick name rather than showing it to the PoC User.
	Status: OPEN

	120. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.6.4.2.2

6.6.5.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is unclear why the MB_Ack can be sent in the Discrete Media state machine while the MB_Ack is not mentioned in the Continuous Media state machine.
	Status: OPEN

	121. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.6.5.2.3

6.7.5.2.3

6.7.5.3.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Editor's note is obsolete as neither final report nor the progress report insert any content into the REPORT message at the receiving side.
	Status: OPEN

	122. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.7.4.2.2

6.7.4.3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: it is unclear why the MB_Ack after MB_Taken can be sent in the Discrete Media state machine while the MB_Ack is not mentioned in the Continuous Media state machine.
	Status: OPEN

	123. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.7

6.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: TBCP should be handled too as Inviting PoCv2.0 Client may used Audio and PoC Speech in PoC Session invitation which is routed to PoC Box
	Status: OPEN

	124. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.7

6.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Recording of the Discrete Media not bound to a Media-floor Control Entity is not described
	Status: OPEN

	125. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.7.5.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: MB_Taken and MB_Idle reception handling is missing in this state.
	Status: OPEN

	126. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.7.5.5
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: MB_Taken reception handling is missing in this state.
	Status: OPEN

	127. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: RFC2327 is obsolete and should be replaced with RFC4566
	Status: OPEN

	128. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: RFC35580 does not exist
	Status: OPEN

	129. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	7.8.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The sentence is unclear "If the PoC Client supports Limited Segment Media Buffer Preload and receives in the SIP 200 "OK" response the SDP parameter tb_seg_preload  the PoC Client SHALL send an amount of RTP Media limited by the value of the SDP parameter tb_seg_preload, see [OMA-POC-CP] and then SHALL continue buffering the Media response until instructed to send RTP Media by a received MBCP Media Burst Granted message." 
	Status: OPEN

	130. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.10
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Applicability of PoC Media Traffic Optimization for the 1-many-1 or Dispatch PoC Session is unclear.
	Status: OPEN

	131. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.10
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "These Media Burst Control Schemes provide some policy how the PoC Server grants Media Burst permission and Media Burst permission to Participants. " is unclear.
	Status: OPEN

	132. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.12

7.13
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: POC Box is not covered.
	Status: OPEN

	133. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	8.1

8.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The description overlaps with OMA-TS-PoC-ControlPlane-V2_0-20061221-D.doc 5.9 "Anonymous PoC Address" and is inconsistent with it. E.g. in CP it says for the PoC Users wishing privacy, the POC Server needs to generate and to keep the unique Anonymous PoC Address, while this chapter just uses "anonymous identity".
	Status: OPEN

	134. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	8.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: NOTE2 is incorrect – the generation of unique Anonymous PoC Address is SHALL in OMA-TS-PoC-ControlPlane-V2_0-20061221-D.doc 5.9 "Anonymous PoC Address"
	Status: OPEN

	135. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	8.3 last paragraph
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Privacy is not taken into account.
	Status: OPEN

	136. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	8.4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Since NW PoC Box is allowed to send Media, the Sender Identification set up for the outgoing MSRP SEND needs to be included here too.
	Status: OPEN

	137. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	9.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Different fonts are used in the tables.
	Status: OPEN

	138. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The sentence "The "last" attribute is used only in the last Final Report and it indicates that this is the last Discrete Media Final Report document." - is unclear as it does not say that this is the last Discrete Media Final Report document for the message with the Message-ID.

Proposed Change: Change to "The "last" attribute is used only in the last Final Report and it indicates that this is the last Discrete Media Final Report document for the message with Message-ID contained in the "Message-ID" attribute."
	Status: OPEN

	139. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Description how to signal that a MSRP SEND could not be sent to a Participant due to being larger than its negotiated max-size is missing.

Proposed Change: Adopt the final report "max-size" attribute
	Status: OPEN

	140. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.1.1.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The XML schema should be put to SUP file.
	Status: OPEN

	141. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	E.1.1.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The XML schema is missing.
	Status: OPEN


7.6 OMA-TS-PoC_XDM-V2_0-20061220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.1, 1st paragraph 2nd sentence; 5.2, 1st paragraph 2nd sentence
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Backward compatibility of PoCv2.0 solution with PoCv1.0 Client is not described. It is not ensured that the PoCv1.0 Client used by a PoC User can change the same data (e.g. Chat Group X) as PoCv2.0 Client used by the same PoC User. Unless this is defined, the PoC Server needs to check two locations (PoC XDMS and Shared Group XDMS) for the Chat PoC Group X definition when another PoC User attempts to set up Chat PoC Session for the Chat PoC Group X.

Proposed Change: A functional entity which transforms 

· the PoCv1.0 Group XCAP requests/responses to XMDv2.0 Shared Group XCAP requests/responses 

· the PoCv1.0 User Access Policy XCAP requests/responses to XMDv2.0 Shared User Access Policy XCAP requests/responses

needs to be identified or Shared XDMS needs to be able to fulfill the POCv1.0 XDMS functions.
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.1, 2nd paragraph 1st sentence
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Statement "PoC Group is described in  the [SHARED_GROUP_XDM] "Group"." is incorrect. [SHARED_GROUP_XDM] "Group" does not describe PoC Group – it describes the general XDM Group.

Proposed Change: Replace the statement with e.g. "The Group defined in [SHARED_GROUP_XDM] is considered as PoC Group".
	Status: OPEN

	3. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2, 2nd paragraph 1st sentence
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Statement "PoC User Access Policy is described in  the [SHARED_POLICY_XDM] "User Access Policy"." is incorrect. [SHARED_POLICY_XDM] "User Access Policy" does not describe PoC User Access Policy – it describes the general User Access Policy.
Proposed Change: Replace the statement with e.g. "The User Access Policy defined in [SHARED_POLICY_XDM] defines the PoC User Access Policy".
	Status: OPEN

	4. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The style/font is not the same for the table lines (e.g. Group Usage List uses different font)

Proposed Change: Apply the same style.
	Status: OPEN

	5. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "PoC Group Session" is confusing. It is possible to understand the sentence in a way that "PoC Group Session" can be "Pre-arranged PoC Group".

Proposed Change: Change to "A PoC Group Session is a Pre-arranged PoC Group Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or Chat PoC Group Session.  (Source: [OMA-PoC-SD])"
	Status: OPEN

	6. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "PoC User Access Policy" is not defined ("TBD").
	Status: OPEN

	7. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "PoC XDM Application Usages include that for PoC User Acess Policy." is obsolete since XDMv2.0 Shared User Access Policy is used.  

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence.
	Status: OPEN

	8. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: There is no statement that the PoC XDM document is used for documentation of PoCv2.0 specific features extending the Shared Group XDM and Shared User Access XDM.

Proposed Change: Add a statement "PoC XDM document documents the PoC specific XML attributes and/or XML elements extending the Shared Group and Shared User Access Policy".
	Status: OPEN

	9. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	5.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "NOTE:" does not use the appropriate style.
	Status: OPEN

	10. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	5.2.3, 5.2.9
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The text became part of the following heading.
	Status: OPEN

	11. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The statements related to PoC XDMS error behavior are obsolete since the User Access Policy is no longer stored in PoC XDMS. 

Proposed Change: Remove the text or move it to Shared User Access Policy.
	Status: OPEN

	12. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The text duplicates the Shared User Access Policy document text.
Proposed Change: Remove the duplicates
	Status: OPEN

	13. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	B.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: POC_XDM-XGP-C-002-M and POC_XDM-XGP-C-004-O do not point to a functionality described in this 5.1.6.
Proposed Change: Remove the SCRs.
	Status: OPEN

	14. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	B.2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 5.2.6 does not describe any PoC Client related functionality mentioned in POC_XDM-XAP-C-002-M.
Proposed Change: Remove the SCR.
	Status: OPEN

	15. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	B.2.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Since the PoC User Access Policy is based on Shared User Access Policy and is stored in Shared User Access Policy XDMS, the SCRs are not longer applicable.
Proposed Change: Remove the SCRs.
	Status: OPEN

	16. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	B.4.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: POC_XDM-XBC-C-001-M defines a test for the backward compatibility defined in the 5.1, but there is no normative statement in 5.1
	Status: OPEN

	17. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	B.4.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Since the backward compatibility concept is missing, the SCR is not meaningful.
	Status: OPEN

	18. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	App H
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Appendix H is to be merged with the main text
	Status: OPEN

	19. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Text from previous chapter used as heading 

Proposed Change: Change format of “Application Unique ID is described in  the [SHARED_POLICY_XDM] "Application Unique ID".”
	Status: OPEN

	20. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2.6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Validation constrains are described in Shared Policy XDMS 

Proposed Change: Remove duplicate text – all except first paragraph
	Status: OPEN

	21. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2.7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Data semantics are described in Shared Policy XDMS 

Proposed Change: Remove duplicate text – second and third paragraph
	Status: OPEN

	22. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2.9
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Text from previous chapter used as heading 

Proposed Change: Change format of “Naming conventions are described in  the [SHARED_POLICY_XDM] "Naming conventions".”
	Status: OPEN

	23. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1

6.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: extension defines new namespace but the namespace name is not stated
Proposed Change: Add a new subchapter which will state the namespace name
	Status: OPEN


7.7 OMA-TS-POC_Invocation_Descriptor-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	C.2.1.3, Fig C.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: it is not clear why the White-list process is PoC Client. It should rather be UE as the PoC Client does not have any information about the allowed Web servers.
Proposed Change: Update the picture and remove the PoC Client from the picture.
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	1

3.3

Fig 1

5.1.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

The following terms are not defined:

"PoC Invocation Descriptor"

"Web"

"PoC2.0 Client Agents"

"XDM Server"

"Handset" in Fig1

"Group Information" in Fig1

"Aggregation Proxy"

"PoC Session Initiation"
	Status: OPEN

	3. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear what is the device in which "Browser" is

Proposed Change: Replace "device" with "User Equipment"
	Status: OPEN

	4. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "HTTP User Agent" is defined differently than in HTTP RFC (RFC2616) which states 

   user agent

      The client which initiates a request.

Proposed Change: Use the RFC2616 definition
	Status: OPEN

	5. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Missing reference in the "Conference-Factory-URI" definition.
	Status: OPEN

	6. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not necessary to list the HTTP headers (Content-Encoding, Content-Type) in the definitions, since their behavior is described in HTTP RFC 2616 and may be more complicated than the definition.
	Status: OPEN

	7. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "PoC Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "PoC Session" is confusing. It is possible to understand the sentence in a way that "PoC Session" can be "Pre-arranged PoC Group".

Proposed Change: Change to "A PoC Session is a SIP Session established by the procedures of this specification. This specification supports the following types of PoC Sessions: 1-1 PoC Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session, Pre-arranged PoC Group Session, or Chat PoC Group Session."
	Status: OPEN

	8. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	3.2, "Pre-arranged PoC Group"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Strange formatting of “  true”
	Status: OPEN

	9. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	Whole document
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The "PoCv2.0" can be converted to "PoC" since this document describes PoCv2.0 issues.
	Status: OPEN

	10. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The statement "PoC2.0 should leverage browsing to enrich and enhance its capabilities." is not clear.

Similarly "There are two aspects to leveraging browsing in PoC2.0:" is not clear.

Proposed Change: replace the sentences as follows:

1st sentence - "This specification defines extensions to the existing Browser and Web server to allow the User to use the PoC features from the Browser rather than from PoC Client".

2nd sentence – "The focus of this document is on two aspects".
	Status: OPEN

	11. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4, 5.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The uppercase should be used for defined terms 

· "pre-arranged group sessions"

· "XDM server" (not defined but used in abbreviations)
· "browser"

· "group" -> "PoC Group" or "Shared Group"
	Status: OPEN

	12. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear what are the "other back end servers".
	Status: OPEN

	13. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear whether the 1st aspect ("Facilitating group management") is in scope of this document. 

Proposed Change: If out of scope, it should be stated here.
	Status: OPEN

	14. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear what is meant by "Allow the PoC User to select the member(s) to call". as for the Chat PoC Group Session and Pre-arranged PoC Group Session, the member selection is not needed and for the Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or 1-1 PoC Session any PoC User can be used.
	Status: OPEN

	15. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not clear why different shapes, colors and line types are used in the Fig. 1

Proposed Change: Add explanation what each shape and color means
	Status: OPEN

	16. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.1.1 (1)
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

The order of the items in the bullet list is strange – the Web server is provided by the 2nd bullet, while it is accessed already in the 1st bullet.

It is unclear what is meant by connecting to a Web server.

It is unclear what is meant by "The Web server …. presents Alice’s home page on her browser" as the Web server provides the Web page which is presented by the browser.

It is unclear from where the home page contains the other information – e.g. "other information such as news, offers, etc.". It would be better to state in bullet 2 that the Web server provides this information.

It is unclear what means "The home page presents …." as it is the browser which presents the home page which contains ….

It is unclear why in the 6th bullet the Web server explicitly access Shared Group XDMS while the same was not mentioned in the 4th bullet for which the access to the Shared Group XDMS is also needed.
	Status: OPEN

	17. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.1.2 6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "The PoC User request for PoC Session initiation is detected by the Browser." seems to be incorrect – at this moment only HTTP request is sent and Browser is unaware that the HTTP request will result to download a PoC Invocation Descriptor document.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence
	Status: OPEN

	18. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.1.2 8
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "The Web server creates the PoC Invocation Descriptor compliant to the XML Schema specified in Section 6.4  using the information specified by the PoC User,…." seems to be incorrect – the information are not specified by the PoC User but by the Browser – the PoC User may just click at the submit button so that all the pieces of information are reused from the previous Web page rather then inserted by PoC User.

Proposed Change: Change to e.g. "the information contained in the HTTP request submitted by the Browser."
	Status: OPEN

	19. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "The PoC Invocation Descriptor is an XML document, used to describe information for PoC Session Initiation" is unclear – the PoC Invocation descriptor contains the information for the PoC Session initiation, rather that describing them. The XML schema describes the information need for the PoC Session invocation.
Proposed Change: Change to "The PoC Invocation Descriptor is an XML document containing the information necessary for PoC Session initiation"
	Status: OPEN

	20. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	6.1, 6.2, ..
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: NOTE uses a style which looks different than in the other PoCv2.0 documents – compare with style "NO" in ControlPlane.
	Status: OPEN

	21. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

The relation between 1st and 2nd sentence is not clear – make two notes if needed.

2nd sentence of the NOTE seems to be the same as the text in 6. Unclear why it is needed.
	Status: OPEN

	22. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.1 , 6.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 

3rd paragraph of 6.1 and 1st paragraph of 6.2 focus on the same issue – checking of the XML schema and actions related to syntactically wrong content. it is unclear why the description is split over 2 subclauses

Proposed Change: Merge together
	Status: OPEN

	23. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.2.
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The attribute "uri" description and the following text are not in sync – POC Group identity only is allowed in the "uri" description, while the Conference-Factory-URI is allowed in the following text too.
	Status: OPEN

	24. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.2.
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The text "When the value of the “uri” attribute is a Conference-Factory-URI, the <poc-session> element SHALL contain exactly one <list> element" is inconsistent with the C.2.1.3 2 1st bullet.
	Status: OPEN

	25. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.2.
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: It is not cleat why "NOT" is in uppercase.
	Status: OPEN

	26. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.2.
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "SHOULD create and send a SIP INVITE request" may be incorrect if Pre-established Session is used as REFER is used instead of INVITE

Proposed Change: Do not state SIP method used to initiate the PoC Session.
	Status: OPEN

	27. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.2.
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "When the value of the “uri” attribute is a PoC Group Identity, the <poc-session> element SHALL contain exactly one <invite-members> element." is different that the PoC Group/Shared Group definition which specifies that allow-invite is optional and if not present, then the POC Group is Chat PoC Group. It is unclear why it was changed.

Proposed Change: Make it the same as in the PoC Group.
	Status: OPEN

	28. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6.2.2.
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "When the value of the “uri” attribute is a Conference-Factory-URI, the <poc-session> element MAY contain one or zero <invite-members> element." – it is unclear why this is allowed since the <invite-members> are ignored in 6.2.6 "A syntactically valid <invite-members> element MAY be presented even if the value of the “uri” attribute of its parent <poc-session> element is a Conference-Factory-URI. However the <invite-members> element is not required in this case, and MUST be ignored by the PoC Client.".

Compare with the other case, where there is stated that exactly 1 <allow-invite> is allowed.

Proposed Change: Remove the possibility to include <allow-invite> when "uri" is a Conference-Factory-URI.
	Status: OPEN

	29. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	B
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Since the subclause B is informative, it should not contain "must", "should", "may"

Proposed Change: Change

"must" -> is

"should" -> can

"may" -> can
	Status: OPEN

	30. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	C.2.1.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The location of the "otherns" name space and its elements/attributes is not defined.
	


7.8 OMA-TS-PoC_Interworking_Service-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.1 / 8 NOTE
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: 
"NOTE: The use of the PoC Box feature is not a requirement for the PoC Interworking Service. The use of the PoC Box feature within the PoC Network is not visible at the open interface to the PoC Interworking Service. " is incorrect – the PoC Box usage is visible by Contact feature tag actor and automata. 

If the PoC Session is set up with PoC Box, the P2T Client should be informed by the Interworking Function about it. Alternatively, PoC Session set up with PoC Box can be prevented.
Proposed Change: Change the description so that the Interworking PoC Function/Interworking PoC Agent always inserts Reject-Contact for the INVITE request sent to PoC network or Interworking PoC Function/Interworking PoC Agent informs the P2T User about PoC Box being part of the PoC Session.
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: It is unclear how the P2T Users can use the XDM enabler as they cannot manipulate with XDM servers of Remote Network and any XDM Server-like network entities in P2T Network are out of scope of PoC.
Proposed Change: Restrict to Remote PoC Access Users.
	Status: OPEN


7.9 OMA-TS-PoC_Endorsement_OMA_IM_TS-V2_0-20061212-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	5.2 / 8.3.1.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: 
The statements about 2xx MESSAGE response are not marked by underline font in spite of not being part of the OMA IM TS

The same is valid for the starting NOTE

Proposed Change: Mark the statements by underline font
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	B
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: SCRs are missing
	Status: OPEN

	3. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole document
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Some OMA IM TS chapters (e.g. 10.1) were updated and the OMA-TS-PoC_Endorsement_OMA_IM_TS-V2_0-20061212-D is not synchronized with OMA IM TS now.
Proposed Change: Update the endorsement to the last OMA IM TS document state.
	Status: OPEN

	4. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: SCR appendix is not informative but normative.
	Status: OPEN

	5. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: [OMA IM TS] should be changed to "[OMA-IM-TS]" as it is used this way later on.
	Status: OPEN

	6. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	5.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Bullets 5 and 7 are the same
	Status: OPEN

	7. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2 / 7.2.3.3 b)
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Anonymous PoC Address of the sending PoC User should be inserted instead of anonymous identity
	Status: OPEN

	8. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2 / 7.2.3.6


	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Instead of generating the failure delivery MSRP REPORT on MSRP response, the generation should be done on MSRP REPORT reception as the MSRP report just signals that the MSRP SEND was delivered to the next hop.
	Status: OPEN

	9. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2 / 7.2.3.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

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

	10. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	5.2 / 7.2.3.3
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: MSRP grammar does not allow a new parameters to be added to Success-Report
	Status: OPEN


7.10 OMA-ETR-PoC-V2_0-20061219-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status


7.11 OMA-ERELD-POC-V2_0-20061221-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: The PoCv1.0.1 group advertisement schema (OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_group_advertisement-V1_0_1-20061128-A.txt) used in the CP is not included
Proposed Change: Add the [POC1_GA] PoCv1.0.1 group advertisement schema (OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_group_advertisement-V1_0_1-20061128-A.txt) to the list and to ERP. Set the Permanent Document Reference to the PoCv1.0.X version of the SUP file
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: [POC2_LST] XML schema was defined in the PoCv1.0 and should not be changed in POCv2.0

Proposed Change: Rename [POC2_LST] to [POC1_LST] and set the permanent Document Reference to the PoCv1.0.X version of the SUP file
	Status: OPEN

	3. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The SUP file containing the PoCv1.0 actions (urn:oma:xml:poc:poc-rules) was lost (OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocRules-V1_0). Instead the PoCv2.0 only actions (urn:oma:xml:poc:poc2.0-rules) are included (OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocRules-V2_0). The PoCv1.0 actions are still needed in PoCv2.0. 
Proposed Change: Include two files, [POC1_RUL] pointing to file which contains (urn:oma:xml:poc:poc-rules) schema in PoCv1.0.X version of the SUP file (OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocRules-V1_0) and [POC2_RUL] pointing to file OMA-SUP-XSD_poc2.0_rules-V2_0 file which contains (urn:oma:xml:poc:poc2.0-rules) schema.
	Status: OPEN

	4. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: [POC2_USG] XML schema was defined in the PoCv1.0 and should not be changed in POCv2.0

Proposed Change: Rename [POC2_USG] to [POC1_USG] and set the Permanent Document Reference to the PoCv1.0.X version of the SUP file
	Status: OPEN

	5. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The SUP file containing the PoCv2.0 settings ([POC2_SET]) has incorrect name (after the OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1282 is applied) which suggests that it replaces the PoCv1.0 settings. The PoCv1.0 settings are still in use. 
Proposed Change: [POC2_SET] points to OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc2.0-settings-V2.0 (as suggested in OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1282)
	Status: OPEN

	6. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	2.1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Document titles for [POC2-IWF] and [POC2-IM] are incorrect.
Proposed Change: Use the proper titles.
	Status: OPEN

	7. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Answer Mode" definition and "Pre-arranged PoC Group" are incorrect.

Proposed Change: Replace the definitions with the ControlPlane document definition.
	Status: OPEN

	8. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2, "Group List"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Restricted Chat PoC Group" is used and definition is not available.

Proposed Change: add the definition or use "restricted Chat PoC Group.
	Status: OPEN

	9. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	7
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Pre-established PoC Sessions" is not defined. The proper term is "Pre-established Sessions"

Proposed Change: replace with "Pre-established Sessions"
	Status: OPEN

	18. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2,  "PoC Group Session"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Definition of "PoC Group Session" is confusing. It is possible to understand the sentence in a way that "PoC Group Session" can be "Pre-arranged PoC Group".

Proposed Change: Change to "A PoC Group Session is a Pre-arranged PoC Group Session, Ad-hoc PoC Group Session or Chat PoC Group Session.  (Source: [OMA-PoC-SD])"
	Status: OPEN

	10. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4, 1st sentence
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "clients and servers implementing claiming compliance" -> "clients and servers implementation claiming compliance".
	Status: OPEN

	11. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	4
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: "Enhanced PoC Session handling, for example moderator controlled PoC Sessions." is out of scope of PoCv2.0.

Proposed Change: remove the bullet
	Status: OPEN

	12. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	6, [POC2-IM]
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Document description is incorrect.

Proposed Change: Replace with "Specifies the usage of OMA IM SIMPLE enabler in the PoC V2.0 Discrete Media".
	Status: OPEN

	13. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	3.2,  "PoC Session Identifier"
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Distinction between "PoC Session Identifier" and "PoC Session Identity" is not clear. They seem to describe the same issue.

Proposed Change: Remove "PoC Session Identifier" from the list of definitions and replace "PoC Session Identifier" with "PoC Session Identity" throughout the document. 
	Status: OPEN


7.12 OMA-SUP-AC-V2_0-20061027-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	E
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1396 was not applied to the document
Proposed Change: Apply the CR
	Status: OPEN


7.13 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_listService-V2_0-20060525-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_listService-V2_0-20060525-D file is obsolete as it is based on PoCv1.0. The PoCv1.0 file was updated in the PoCv1.0.1 release (OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_listService-V1_0_1-20061128-A).
Proposed Change: replace the file with the PoCv1.0.X file
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: schema is not valid - list-service-type – anyAttribute cannot include minOccurs and maxOccurs
Proposed Change: <xs:anyAttribute namespace="##other" processContents="lax" />
	Status: OPEN


7.14 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocRules-V2_0-20061115-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: The content of the OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocRules-V2_0-20061115-D file is not in sync with PoCv1.0 – in PoCv1.0 the file contained the urn:oma:xml:poc:poc-rules scheme which is still needed.

Proposed Change: 
OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocRules-V2_0-20061115-D file content should be moved to a new file OMA-SUP-XSD_poc2.0_rules-V2_0 file. 

replace the OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocRules-V2_0-20061115-D file with the PoCv1.0.X file
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Line 1
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: The 1st line is empty which is not allowed in the XML.

Proposed Change: Remove the empty line(s) at the beginning of the file.
	Status: OPEN

	3. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Imported schemas not used 

Proposed Change: remove import
	Status: OPEN


7.15 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocusage-V2_0-20060525-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	Tl
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocusage-V2_0-20060525-D file is obsolete as it is based on PoCv1.0. The PoCv1.0 file was updated in the PoCv1.0.1 release (OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_pocusage-V1_0_1-20061128-A).

Proposed Change: replace the file with the PoCv1.0.X file
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	Tl
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: string not defined in <xs:restriction base="string"> 

Proposed Change: <xs:restriction base="xs:string">
	OMA-REL-2007-0005



7.16 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_dispatch_ind-V2_0-20061025-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status


7.17 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_participant_info_ind-V2_0-20061025-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status


7.18 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_FDCFO-V2_0-20061025-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status


7.19 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc_settings-V2_0-20061025-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: The SUP file name and the content are incorrect (OMA-POC-POCv2-2006-1282 was not applied correctly).

Proposed Change: Rename the file as in 1282 and update its content as specified in 1282.
	Status: OPEN

	2. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: Privacy service setting (as specified in CP 6.1.2 PoC Service Settings procedure 9 e) is not covered in the XML schema
	Status: OPEN

	3. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005

Comment: schema is not valid, type name is case sensitive - <xs:complexType name="ipiiSettingType"> 

Proposed Change: <xs:complexType name="ipiisettingType">
	Status: OPEN


7.20 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_invocation_descriptor-V2_0-20061204-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Line 81
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: "<?xml version="1.0" encoding="UTF-8" ?>" is included twice in the document – 1st and 81st line. 2nd location is not needed and not allowed.
Proposed Change: Remove "<?xml version="1.0" encoding="UTF-8" ?>" at line 81.
	Status: OPEN


7.21 OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc-sharedgroup-ext-V2_0-20061220-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	1. 
	2007-01-19
	T
	Whole file
	Source: Siemens

Form: OMA-REL-2007-0005
Comment: The file name does not fit the XML schema name.
Proposed Change: Rename the file to OMA-SUP-XSD_poc_poc2.0-sharedgroup-ext-V2_0 (this name is already used e.g. in PoCv2.0 XDM)
	Status: OPEN


4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

When proposed change is included, apply the proposed change to the PoCv2.0 specs.
When proposed change is not included, find an appropriate solution.
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