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When the IWF is configured to affiliate on behalf of its users,

a. The group list in the MC service server contains the IWF’s MC service ID. This ID is recognized (through configuration) as having the ability to affiliate on behalf of the users associated with this IWF.

b. The IWF affiliates with its MC service ID to the group homed on the MC system,

c. The MC service system recognizes the affiliation as being from an IWF on behalf of the LMR users.
I. NOTE the principle may be extensible to other situations which are outside the scope of this exercise. Any requirements for such an extension are FFS
d. When the IWF has affiliated to the group, the MC system:

I. then considers any user from the IWF’s domain to be affiliated to the group on which the IWF affiliated. The IWF’s users need not be listed ahead of time in the group list for this group in the MC system.
NOTE: any impact on multiple messages FFS at this point in the discussion.
II. allows requests such as call setup or floor request, from MC service IDs representing LMR users  associated with the IWF for actions on the group to which the IWF has affiliated. Also see (e) below.
III. The MC system does not carry out an additional affiliation on behalf of LMR users when those users make call requests, and therefore does not send additional messages to those users, via the IWF, during call processing.
IV. recognizes which LMR users are associated to the IWF because their MC service IDs belong to the same system as the IWF.
NOTE: rules for recognizing how the association is recognized are FFS
V. Uses special rules for the IWF for limits such as “Limitation of number of affiliations per user (N2).”

e. Requests from LMR users are identified with their individual MC service IDs in requests to the MC system.

I. A user on a system can affiliate on its own as long as the user is a group member (in the group list), even if the IWF has affiliated to the group.

f. The IWF may make requests of on behalf of LMR users using the IWF MC service ID like a normal group member.

g. The IWF is not allowed to affiliate to a group that is not configured with the IWFs MC service ID in the group list.
h. If the IWF has not affiliated to an MC service group, then call requests to this group from users on the system where the IWF is homed, can only be accepted if the user is on the group list, and has already affiliated. Same as is done today.
i. The MC system trusts the IWF to only allow requests (etc) from LMR users who are represented by that IWF.
j. If an LMR user makes an emergency call in a group where the IWF has not previously affiliated to the group, the IWF affiliates to the group and passes the emergency call OR the call is rejected?
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