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1 Reason for Change

R02: This is the agreed version
R01: The only difference is the “Doc to change” it is now OMA-TS-PoC-ControlPlane-V1_0-20050805-C.
Justification: 

At the moment subclause 6.2.1.1 mandates that the PoC Client include an Authenticated Originator’s PoC Address in SIP responses (other than the SIP 100 “Trying” response). According to 24.229 is this behaviour an error since 24.229 states the following:

this I send it to the mailing list in order for all interested parties to
------------------------- 24.229  -----------------

5.1.2A.2    Mobile-terminating case

The procedures of this subclause are general to all requests and responses, except those for the REGISTER method.

When the UE sends any response, the UE shall:

-
include the protected server port in any Contact header that is otherwise included.

The UE shall discard any SIP request that is not integrity protected and is received from the P-CSCF outside of the registration and authentication procedures. The requirements on the UE within the registration and authentication procedures are defined in subclause 5.1.1.

The UE can indicate privacy of the P-Asserted-Identity that will be generated by the P-CSCF in accordance with RFC 3323 [33], and the additional requirements contained within RFC 3325 [34].

NOTE 1:
In the mobile-terminating case, this version of the document makes no provision for the UE to provide an P-Preferred-Identity in the form of a hint.
NOTE 2:
A number of headers can reveal information about the identity of the user. Where, privacy is required, implementers should also give consideration to other headers that can reveal identity information. RFC 3323 [33] subclause 4.1 gives considerations relating to a number of headers.

The UE shall insert a P-Access-Network-Info header into any response to a request for a dialog, any subsequent request (except CANCEL requests) or response (except CANCEL responses) within a dialog or any response to a standalone method. The UE shall populate the P-Access-Network-Info header with its current point of attachment to the IP-CAN as specified for the access network technology (for GPRS see subclause B.3).

When the P-CSCF receives a 1xx or 2xx response to the above request, the P-CSCF shall:

1)
remove the P-Preferred-Identity header, if present, and insert a P-Asserted-Identity header with the value saved from the P-Called-Party-ID header that was received in the request;

-------------------------------------------------------------

According to the 24.229 the P-CSCF is the function inserting the P-Asserted-Identity header based on P-Called-Party-ID which means that whatever is put into the P-Preferred-Identity header will be ignored!

----------------------- 24:229 ---------------------------

5.2.6.4Requests terminated by the UE.

……..

When the P-CSCF receives a 1xx or 2xx response to the above request, the P-CSCF shall:

1)
remove the P-Preferred-Identity header, if present, and insert a P-Asserted-Identity header with the value saved from the P-Called-Party-ID header that was received in the request;

………

---------------------------------------------------------------

Further does the tables in annex A of 24.229 prohibit the UE to insert the P-Preferred-Identity header.

----------------- 24.229 ---------------------------------

The tales in Annex A shows the following:

Table A.1: Key to status codes
	Status code
	Status name
	Meaning

	m
	mandatory
	the capability shall be supported. It is a static view of the fact that the conformance requirements related to the capability in the reference specification are mandatory requirements. This does not mean that a given behaviour shall always be observed (this would be a dynamic view), but that it shall be observed when the implementation is placed in conditions where the conformance requirements from the reference specification compel it to do so. For instance, if the support for a parameter in a sent PDU is mandatory, it does not mean that it shall always be present, but that it shall be present according to the description of the behaviour in the reference specification (dynamic conformance requirement).

	o
	optional
	the capability may or may not be supported. It is an implementation choice.

	n/a
	not applicable
	it is impossible to use the capability. No answer in the support column is required.

	x
	prohibited (excluded)
	It is not allowed to use the capability. This is more common for a profile.

	c <integer>
	conditional
	the requirement on the capability ("m", "o", "n/a" or "x") depends on the support of other optional or conditional items. <integer> is the identifier of the conditional expression.

	o.<integer>
	qualified optional
	for mutually exclusive or selectable options from a set. <integer> is the identifier of the group of options, and the logic of selection of the options.

	i 
	irrelevant
	capability outside the scope of the given specification. Normally, this notation should be used in a base specification ICS proforma only for transparent parameters in received PDUs. However, it may be useful in other cases, when the base specification is in fact based on another standard.


Table A.49: Supported headers within the INVITE response - all remaining status-codes

	Item
	Header
	Sending
	Receiving

	
	
	Ref.
	RFC status
	Profile status
	Ref.
	RFC status
	Profile status

	11E
	P-Preferred-Identity
	[34] 9.2
	c3
	x
	[34] 9.2
	n/a
	n/a


---------------------------------------------------------------

Clauses affected: 

6.2.1.1

Summary of change:

Bullet 7 in 6.2.1.1 is removed.

Consequence if not approved:

A PoC Client will not be compliant with 3GPP/3GPP2 standards.

2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

No problem with backward compatibility.

3 Impact on Other Specifications

No impact.

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 recommended that the proposed changes in the chapter 6 should be incorporated in the next version of the PoC CP.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

----- Change 1 ----

6.2.1.1      General

On receipt of the initial SIP INVITE request the PoC Client: 

· 1. MAY reject the SIP INVITE request with an appropriate reject code as specified in [RFC3261] e.g.

a) when the PoC Client is occupied in another PoC Session and can not handle Simultaneous PoC Sessions as specified in 6.2.7 “Simultaneous PoC Sessions control procedures”; or,

b) when the PoC Client is occupied in a CS call; or,

c) when the PoC Client determines that there is not enough resources to handle the PoC Session; or,

d) any other reason outside the scope of this specification.

NOTE 1:
The decision to reject a SIP INVITE request to a PoC Session can e.g. be based on procedures between the PoC Client and the PoC User outside the scope of this specification. 

· 2. SHALL store the list of supported SIP methods if received in the Allow header;
· 3. SHALL store as the PoC Session Identity the content of the Contact header;
· 4. MAY display to the PoC User the PoC Address of the Inviting PoC User but SHALL NOT display it if Privacy header includes value 'id'; and,
· 5. MAY display Session Type information to the PoC User based on the information received in the Session-Type uri-parameter in the Contact header. 

When generating SIP responses other than the SIP 100 "Trying" to the received initial SIP request the PoC Client:

· 1. SHALL generate SIP responses according to rules and procedures of [RFC3261]; 
NOTE 2:
The use of the option tag ‘precondition’, as specified in [RFC3312], and the option tag ‘100rel’, as specified in [RFC3262], is not defined for the POC-1 reference point.

· 2. SHALL include Server header to indicate the PoC release version as specified in subclause E.4.1 “Release version in User-agent and Server headers”;

· 3. SHALL include the option tag 'timer' in a Require header;
· 4. SHOULD include an Allow header with all supported SIP methods; 
· 5. SHALL include value 'id' in a Privacy header according to rules and procedures specified in [RFC3325], if anonymity is requested by the Invited PoC User;
· 6. SHALL include the Session-Expires header in the SIP 200 "OK" response to the initial SIP INVITE request with the refresher parameter set to 'uas' and start the SIP Session timer according to rules and procedures specified in [draft-ietf-sip-session-timer];
· 7. SHALL include the PoC Address of the PoC User as the Authenticated Originator's PoC Address as specified in subclause 5.2 “Authenticated Originator's PoC Address”, if not provided automatically by SIP/IP Core; and,
· 7. SHALL include the PoC feature-tag '+g.poc.talkburst' in the Contact header; 

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

------- End change 1 ----
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