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1. Introduction

After the studying the latest version of document 120070-4 V0.0.2, Sun Microsystems and other participants in the JAIN JCC Edit Group propose the following points as suggested work items to improve the useability and implmentability of the MPCCS part of the document 120070-4 v0.0.2.  Sun Microsystems and Edit Group members draw their experience from prototyping/-“productizing” the JCC API and/or building the actual JCC RI (Reference Implementation).

2. Package separation

Following on from the liaison statement between JAIN and ETSI/3GPP/Parlay (N5-000226, Sophia Antipolis) it was stated that: “3GPP/ETSI and JAIN will consider to put charging and overload control into separate packages or interfaces. Linkage with the state transitions behavior with regard to the separation will be further investigated”.

Sun Microsystems and other participants in the JAIN JCC Edit Group have considered this issue and believe that the separation of overload control and charging capabilities from call control capabilities would make for a cleaner and more modular API set. The benefit of this modular approach would allow any further development of the charging and overload control features without further modificiation to the call control API. Additionally, this modular approach would encourage modular software development, e.g. separate development of software modules for call control, charging, etc. 
3. Convenience methods

At the Phoenix meeting there was a statement made to put convenience methods into interface sub-classes. Sun Microsystems and other participants in the JAIN JCC Edit Group suggest that this is a good intermediate idea, just until the benefits/drawbacks of using convenience methods are fully understood through product development. Once fully understood, these methods could either be placed back into the super-class or removed altogether. 

4. FSMs

The documentation does not identify a FSM for the callControlManager interface; it is recommended that for clarity and implementation of the API that a FSM for the callControlManager be documented. Sun Microsystems and other participants in the JAIN JCC Edit Group suggest that JCC1.0’s provider interface FSM be used as a basis for a contribution here.

The documentation’s FSM for the call interface contains call leg related transitions that should not affect the call FSM; contributions are needed for suggestions to refine this FSM. Also, what is the benefit for the application of the separate states 1 party and 2 or more parties in the call, etc.

The documentation’s FSM for the call leg interface does not show all transitions; contributions are needed for suggestions to refine this FSM.

Sun Microsystems and other participants in the JAIN JCC Edit Group will look into providing contributions into ths area.
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