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Enclosed in the same Zip archive as the present document is the latest draft mapping of Parlay X Web Services to Parlay/OSA APIs, Part 3, subpart 1: Call Notification to GCCS Mapping.

This document is submitted by member companies of The Parlay Group.

Version 001 of this document was reviewed at Meeting #29 in Barcelona, Spain.  Following this meeting, Version 002 of this document was generated in December and submitted for email review.  The email review process resulted in two sets of comments, from AePONA and Appium.  These comments and their disposition are listed below. Version 003 of this document implements the results from the email review process: Version 003 is now submitted for approval at Meeting #30 in Austin.

Email Review Process: AePONA comments and disposition

Part 3-1  Call Notification - GCCS (806):
1. Again same comment on IMS naming, scope, section 4 versioning etc.
jsr, 1/5: Updates complete.

2. Section 6.1.2: HandleXXX: If action to perform is route or continue and the method is HandleCalledNumber then the IpCall.routeReq method will be required to continue the call either modified or unmodified that has been interrupted in the network. The routeReq method mapping should explain both scenarios as in one case the original routing in the callEventNotify is used, whereas in the latter the call target address will be modified by the action. I think it is fine to group the HandleBusy/NotReachable/NoAnswer methods however the HandleCalledNumber should perhaps be treated separately, possibly requiring additional/modified sequence diagram.
jsr, 1/11: Updates complete.  Added clarifying text.  I think this is sufficient.  Also see response to Appium comments.

Email Review Process: Appium comments and disposition

Part 3-1  Call Notification - GCCS (806):
1. Section 5.3 Flow Continue
It might be more correct to add a continueProcessing before the deassign call. This because call processing is suspended awaiting an instruction on how to be resumed (release, route, continue). The deassignCall does not explicit instruct how to resume the call, merely that the application relinquish control over the call. It is no problem for terminating call events. But if the event is not one of the release events (no answer, busy, etc), but the address analysed event an explicit instruction to resume the call must be given:
- continueProcessing if supported – else use routeReq unmodified (no modification of data-use same called party number as received)
I think continueProcessing could be added as “optional” method to be sent if supported (added late to GCCS, i.e. requires Parlay 3.4 / Parlay 4.2/parlay 5.0 or later) .  This could be explained in section 6.1.2? 
 jsr, 1/11: Agreed.  Update complete.

