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This document contains a list of error corrections that should be made to the ETSI 120070 series of specifications.

Specs involved:
120070-4
This set of contributions contains a list of error corrections and clarifications that should be made to the ETSI 120070 series of specification documents.  Some of the items are plain errors that will cause problems with implementations or lead to an incorrect specification.  These items are marked in Bold.  Others are changes that we feel are necessary for removing any possible misunderstandings.

We feel that these changes are necessary in order to provide an understandable, readable and, above all, correct specification and ask the meeting to consider making whatever changes backwards compatibility will allow.

This document covers 120070-4: Call Control.

120070-4
 - CALL CONTROL

Problems

General:

1. 6.5.1  Service properties.  It still seems odd to us that properties such as P_TRIGGERING_EVENT_TYPES use INTEGER_SETs as their type.  Events are specified in the API as enumerations, but their enum name and not their ACTUAL value is placed here, so wouldn't STRING_SET make more sense?  Otherwise the application has to convert their integer enum value to the string which corresponds to its element name when they invoke discoverService.  This means extra, unnecessary work for the application.  If it is an INTEGER_SET, integers should be used.  If it is a STRING_SET, then strings should be used.

GCC:

2. 6.1.2 Alarm Call Sequence Diagram. This shows an IpAppUIManager entity, which should be an IpUIManager.  This is incorrect and misleading.

3. 6.1.4  Call Barring 1 Sequence Diagram.  The opening paragraph states: "... a prearranged event being received by the framework."  The event is received by the call control service.  This is incorrect/misleading.

4. 6.1.5, 6.1.6, 6.1.7, 6.1.8, 6.1.9, 7.1.2, 7.1.5,   Ditto.

5. 6.1.11 Prepaid Sequence Diagram.  14) states that an announcement is being played but that is not what this method does.  SuperviseCallRes is invoked to signal the end of a supervision period, it does not cause an announcement to be played.  The announcement is played because the supervision period has ended, not because the method is invoked.

6. 6.1.11 Prepaid Sequence Diagram.  17) states that the announcement is only being played to the A-party and that the B-party will not hear it, but there is no way that this can be the case for GCC, as the application only has the Call reference, not the leg.  This means that, for GCC, user interaction applies to all (i.e. both) parties on the call!  This should be corrected, as it is misleading.

7. 6.1.1.2 The same problem exists with 6.1.12.  This is plainly incorrect.

8. 6.3.5  superviseCallRes(), 7.3.4 superviseRes() and 8.3.4 superviseVolumeRes().   These state that the method will be invoked if a tariff change is detected.  What would the TpCallSuperviseReport be in this case?  There doesn't appear to be an appropriate value.  Either TpCallSuperviseReport should be expanded, or the text referencing the tariff change indication should be removed.

MPCC:

9. 7.1.2 Sequence Diagram.  5) references callEventNotify, which should be reportNotification.  

10. 7.1.3 8) says that the call leg transitions to the Initiating State, but the diagram shows it transitioning to the Active state.  This is incorrect/misleading.

11. 7.1.3 10) needs to be commented.

12. 7.1.6  Sequence Diagram.  4) The text states that the message sent is the analysed information event, but it should be the originating call attempt authorised event (as shown in the diagram).  This could be very confusing.

13. 7.3.1 All references to assignmentID in this section incorrectly reference generic call control.

14. 7.3.3 deassignCall doesn't say that the call doesn't need to be deassigned if callEnded has been received.

15. 7.3.4 createAndRouteCallLegErr().  Why is the leg whose creation/routing has failed passed back to the APL?  What can the APL possibly do with the leg at this time?  Won't it have destroyed itself?  We believe only that the callLegSessionID is needed instead of the whole identifier, and this is so that the APL can correlate this createAndRouteCallLegErr() with the createAndRouteCallLegReq() that triggered it.

16. 7.4.3.1.2 STD.  The state description for the IpCallLeg STD talks about collecting more digits using the eventReportReq, but how is this to be done?  Is it by arming the "digits" service code event?  If so, then there is no way that the application can specify how many more digits it wants.

17. 7.4.3.2 GENERAL.  The meaning of "originating release" and its propagation to the terminating call leg needs to be clarified.

18. 7.6.2.40 TpCallLegInfoReport - The description should read "… specify the type of call leg information requested."

MMCC:

19. 8.1.2 Sequence Diagram.  This sequence diagram shows applications placing notifications and media notifications for what appear to be overlapping criteria (calls from A) in INTERRUPT mode.  The result of this is that control of the call and its legs appears to be given to TWO different applications, which contradicts everything that has been spoken about before concerning multiple point of control!  This is quite important!

20. 8.1.3 The text just after 6) should say "reportMediaNotification", not "createMediaNotification".  This is incorrect.  

21. 8.1.3 This simple example diagram should be inserted before the more complex ones in 8.1.1!

22. 8.1.4 Sequence diagram. This needs to be reworked as it shows the application invoking routeReq on the IpMultiMediaCall, which doesn’t exist!  

23. 8.3.1  changeMediaNotification(). The assignmentId parameter description talks about notifications being "disabled", it should say "changed".

24. 8.3.1 createMediaNotification.  The text in createNotification in MPCC that mentions about the NOTIFY monitor mode and also about only one application being able to place an INTERRUPT needs to apply to Multi Media and Conference call controls, as well.

25. 8.3.2 reportMediaNotification(). Shouldn't the text from reportNotification in 7.3.2 that talks about the activity timer be inserted here too?  It seems to be just as relevant here as we are giving the APL a reference to the call and its legs.

26. 8.3.2 reportMediaNotification().  The text from the call leg parameter describing that the call leg parameter will be null for NOTIFY should also be inserted for the call.  

CCC:

27. 9.1.2 2) the sequence diagram has the word "OLD" prepended to "createConference()"!

28. 9.3.4 and 9.3.6  There are some strange "scoping" symbols, i.e. "mpccs::", in the definition and description of partyJoined(), chairSelection() and floorRequest().

29. 9.5.2  TpJoinEventInfo - The originalDestinationAddress and RedirectingAddress fields are already contained in the TpCallAppInfo, so these fields should be removed from here.

30. Question: In Conference Call Control, shouldn't an application be able to provide a policy as part of the search criteria for checking for resources?  What if the resources returned in the search result don't actually support the type of media, e.g. video, that the application needs?  It wouldn't know this until it actually tried to reserve the resources!

31. Question: in the createSubConference() method (9.3.3), can the supplied policy for the sub conference be "greater" than that of the whole conference?  e.g. could the subconference contain video when the policy of the whole conference doesn't?  This needs to be made explicit.

32. Question: why is the destination address present in the TpJoinEventInfo in conference call control?  The party has to have dialled in to a given conference call, whose address is already known to the application, so what is the use of this?

