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1 Reason for Contribution

As a result of the work on the session flows two unresolved issues which need further discussion and a decision have been identified. These issues are:
1. What to include in the contact header for the example flows so that on a Re-join the PF can find the correct CF and PoC Session to rejoin.

2. Determine if the isfocus parameter should be passed through the PF to the PoC Client.

2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution analyses these issues and requests a decision.
3 Detailed Analysis and Proposal
1. What to include in the contact header for the example flows so that on a Re-join the PF can find the correct CF and PoC Session to rejoin.
Current normative text in the CP Spec reads:

· 8. SHALL include a Contact header as follows:

a) a SIP URI constructed such that the PoC Server can also resolve it back to the original SIP URI provided in the SIP INVITE request by the Controlling PoC Function; 
b) include the PoC feature-tag ‘+g.poc.talkburst’; and,

c) include the Session Type uri-parameter provided in the SIP INVITE request by the Controlling PoC Function.

The question is what to show as an example in the session flow examples in the Appendix for statement 8a as the current examples in the flows are not correct?
In OMA-POC-2005-0329 Ericsson outlined one method of embedding the original SIP URI in the contact – however this proposal had some syntactical errors. Revised to be correct this method of embedding the original URI and escaping it in the contact would look something like:

< sip: PoC-SessionABCDEF%P%%o%%C%%-%%S%%e%%s%%s%%i%%o%%n%%A%%B%%C%%D%%E%%F%%@%%P%%o%%C%%-%%S%%e%%r%%v%%e%%r%%X%%.%%n%%e%%t%%w%%o%%r%%k%%X%%.%%n%%e%%t%@PoC-ServerA.networkA.net>
This looks UGLY and is also horrendously inefficient!
Another possibility is to define a URI parameter:
<sip: PoC-SessionABCDEF@PoC-ServerA.networkA.net; orig-uri= PoC-SessionABCDEF@PoC-ServerX.networkX.net 
This looks a bit more elegant but new URI parameters require an IANA registration which requires either an informational RFC or another specification that defines its usage. If we choose this approach then I think we should create a new informative Appendix in CP spec that defines how this parameter can be used.
Any other ideas?

2 Determine if the isfocus parameter should be passed through the PF to the PoC Client.

Currently the Controlling PoC Function includes an isfocus parameter in the Contact header of requests and responses it sends however there is no text that defines whether the  Participating PoC Function should include the isfocus parameter in the Contact header that is passes on to the PoC Client.

As was pointed out at the last meeting since the PoC Client may subscribe to the state of the conference the isfocus parameter should be passed to the PoC Client so that it knows it is in a conference with a focus and can use the URI in the contact as a conference URI to subscribe to.

It is recommended that the isfocus parameter is passed to the PoC Client by the Participating PoC Function and that a CR is contributed against the CP spec to add this text both in the normative text and in the example flows.

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

It is proposed that the POC WG discuss and the above and make a decision on how to proceed.
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