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1 Overview

3GPP CT1 asked whether the OMA PoC specification can be updated so that it would not rely on the sip.instance feature tag in Contact header field of SIP requests and responses other than REGISTER.
Existing solution in OMA PoC:

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

If the PoC Client supports multiple PoC Addresses and if an Instance Identifier URN is available and used by the PoC Client the PoC Client:

- 1. SHALL include in the Contact header of the SIP REGISTER request a '+sip.instance' feature tag with the Instance Identifier URN as specified in [sip-outbound] when registering to the PoC Service;

- 2. SHALL include in the Contact header of PoC specific SIP requests and SIP responses a '+sip.instance' feature tag with the Instance Identifier URN as specified in [sip-outbound]; and,
- 3. SHALL include the Instance Identifier URN as the <entity> element 'id' attribute in PoC Service Settings.

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

The reason for this request is that 3GPP CT1 is considering prohibiting insertion of the sip.instance feature tag in Contact header field of SIP requests and responses other than REGISTER in 3GPP Rel-8. As the sip.instance can contain IMEI, sip.instance is considered too sensitive to be transported end2end.
2 Proposal

The PoC WG understands the concerns of the 3GPP CT1. However, since the PoC Server normally works in a B2BUA mode the sip.instance feature tag is only sent between the PoC Client in the UE and the PoC Server serving the PoC User at the PoC Client. The sip.instance feature tag is consumed by the PoC Server and no sensitive information is exposed.

In order to ensure that the PoC AS do not expose the sip.instance feature tag in the PoC specifications could be modified to clearly state that the sip.instance SHALL be discarded and SHALL NOT be included in SIP requests or SIP responses other than SIP requests and SIP responses sent between the PoC Client and the PoC Server serving the PoC User at the PoC Client.

Backward compatibility is at the moment solved in PoC specifications as follows:

When PoC Client is configured according to the parameters specified in [OMA-PoC1.0-CP] "The parameters to be provisioned for PoC service" the PoC Client SHALL perform procedures specified in [OMA-PoC-1-CP] "Procedures at the PoC Client" instead of the procedures specified in this document.

The paragraph above implies that if the PoC Client is connected to a PoC Server compliant to the PoC version 1.0 the PoC Client acts according to the PoC version 1.0 hence no sip.instance feature tag is included.

If 3GPP CT1 still want to proceed to prohibit the insertion of the sip.instance feature tag the PoC WG proposes that it should be a SHOULD statement with a note explaining that the UE can insert the sip.instance in SIP requests and SIP responses if it is part of an application that ensures the safe handling of the sip.instance feature tag.
3 Requested Action(s)

The OMA PoC WG kindly ask 3GPP CT1 to reconsider the decision to prohibit the insertion of the sip.instance feature tag based on the proposal in previous chapter.
4 Conclusion

OMA PoC WG would like to thank 3GPP CT 1 in advance for their expert assistance and looks forward to a response regarding how best to progress on this subject.

Future OMA PoC WG meetings:   

21 April – 23 April 2009 Helsinki

23 June – 25 June 2009 Boston

Interim meetings are planned but not yet decided in May and July.
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