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1 Reason for Contribution

Some Editor’s Notes are subject to be removed by referring to IETF standard. The normative references of PoC Rel. 1, RFC 3840 and 3841, illustrate that we can explicitly handle call request routing, by registering UA Capabilities in UAS or Registrar and/or by including Caller Preference in the call request. Especially RFC 3841 says the usefulness of caller preference and its usage like below,
This extension allows the caller to have these preferences met.  It does so by specifying mechanisms by which a caller can provide preferences on processing of a request.  There are two types of preferences.  One of them, called request handling preferences, are encapsulated in the Request-Disposition header field.  They provide specific request handling directives for a server.  The other, called feature preferences, is present in the Accept-Contact and Reject-Contact header fields.  They allow the caller to provide a feature set [2] that expresses its preferences on the characteristics of the UA that is to be reached.  These are matched with a feature set provided by a UA to its registrar [3].  The extension is very general purpose, and not tied to a particular service.  Rather, it is a tool that can be used in the development of many services. 

One example of a service enabled by caller preferences is a "one number" service.  A user can have a single identity (their SIP URI) for all of their devices - their cell phone, PDA, work phone, home phone, and so on.  If the caller wants to reach the user at their business phone, they simply select "business phone" from a pull-down menu of options when calling that URI.  Users would no longer need to maintain and distribute separate identities for each device. 

Along with the above description, RFC 3841(Caller Preference) says its operation as
Both request handling and feature preferences can appear in any request, not just INVITE.
As an example, the following Accept-Contact header field expresses a desire to route a call to a mobile device, using feature parameters taken from [3]: 
   Accept-Contact: *;mobility="mobile";methods="INVITE"
Also RFC 3840(UA Capability) says that 

A user has two devices at their disposal. One is a videophone, and the other, a voice-only wireless phone. A caller wants to interact with the user using video. As such, they would like their call preferentially routed to the device which supports      video.  To do this, the INVITE request can contain parameters that express a preference for routing to a device with the specified capabilities [11]

Therefore, the PoC Client may have one PoC Address(the same SIP URI) and in this case, by using ‘called feature preferences’ and by referring to the registered ‘UA capability’, the request can be handled and routed properly for each PoC Client.
This contribution also tries to resolve other Editor’s Note.
2 Summary of Contribution

Editor’s Note is removed, and replaced with clarifying note.
3 Detailed Proposal

B.2.6 Enhanced PoC Session Control
B.2.6.1 PoC Session Seamless Transfer

PoC Session can seamlessly be transferred to another PoC Client or to another SIP based client.
· The PoC User MAY be able to transfer his/her participating PoC Session seamlessly from his/her PoC Client to other PoC Client.
Note that the transfer initiating and target PoC Clients may have either different PoC Addresses to each other, or the same PoC Address. In case of the same PoC Address, the session transfer request can be routed to the target PoC Client by using registered client’s capabilities or preference information included in the request.



· The PoC Client MAY be able to request that the PoC Service in the home PoC network authorises the requested PoC Session Seamless Transfer.
· The PoC Service MAY be able to connect the transfer target client with the on-going PoC Session, and release the previous PoC Client without noticeable service interruption, upon the request of PoC Client.
Note that the session transfer function is not applicable during file transfer.

· The PoC User MAY be able to transfer his/her participating PoC Session seamlessly between his/her PoC Client and another SIP-based client.
Editor’s Note: We need a definition for SIP based client. We have to study if we want to expand this functionality to any client. Authors proposes this functionality to be used only when transfer target is SIP based client, thus if SIP based client is defined after the resolution of ‘PoC Interworking’ issue, this EN is to be removed.
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

We propose to accept the proposed contribution.
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