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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 10, subpart 1: Call Handling to GCCS and User Interaction

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 10-1 Call Handling – GCC & UI (817):
1. Again same comment on IMS naming, scope, section 4 versioning etc. 
jsr, 1/5: Updates complete.

2. Sequence 5.3: This event is in interrupt mode. Simply deassigning the call will not result in a connection to the B party. The GCCS method wording is not great, but the text in the STD indicates the connection to the B party is via a routeReq, it makes no distinction regarding whether the addressing is modified in any way. (See the call barring sequence in GCCS; the destination remains unchanged but step 12 indicates the use of routeReq to continue the call setup in the network, in addition the 29.998 mappings for CAP recommend a mapping for deassign to CAP Cancel to cancel any outstanding events rather than mapping to CAP Continue to continue call setup, therefore the use of a deassign to a Parlay Gateway will not establish the call according to the recommended network mappings). 
jsr, 1/19: Agreed.  Update complete.

3. I think this is a mapping where the high-level method level mappings are a first step only. In particular there needs to be a data mapping for the VoiceInteraction union structure and data elements to show how the Parlay sendInfoReq should be populated (and if necessary provisioned via the UIAdmin in response to rules set by PX invocations).
jsr, 1/22: Agreed.  Update complete.


Email Review Process: Appium comments and disposition

Part 10-1 Call Handling – GCC & UI (817):
4. Sequence 5.3: Event in interrupt mode. 
Explicit continue processing instruction is to be added (continueProcessing if supported else routeReq unmodified). see also previous comment 1 to Part 3-1 
jsr, 1/19: Agreed.  Update complete.

5. section 6 Data mapping 
Especially for voice/text interaction a method data level mapping of the interaction content (VoiceInteraction union) used for user interaction would be needed. This should clarify the data  mapping to sendInfoReq. A similar method data level mapping for call forwarding data structure to routeReq may also be useful. 
jsr, 1/22: Agreed.  Update complete.

