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1 Introduction

During the last PARLAY September meeting the JAIN presentation on call control indicated that now JCC 0.8.4 is released for public review. It was indicated that this version was based on the PARLAY 2.0 call control. The JAIN presentation which was given at the latest PARLAY meeting also identified a number of high-level alignment issues. This contribution addresses a number of initial remarks on these high level issues.

2
Overview of the alignment issues and formulated remarks :

Object orientation : 

Issue: 
JCC does not use ID assignments for objects; each object instantiation is assumed to be unique. 

Remark : 
see page 25 of 79 where callSessionID:in is also given in addition to the interface ID also see to CallLegSessionID:out (Note : This could lead to different implementation approaches).

Point of view (pov) : 

Issue:
JCC models the application as well as the network pov; Parlay only models application pov (e.g. In Parlay, once an application loses interest in the call the Call FSM proceeds to the INACTIVE state (while in reality call may be continuing) 

Remark :
 Parlay is the IN concept. In JAIN, what if different application instances are created for the same call? Is the pov related to the event/listener concept ?

Event reporting :

Issue:
 In JCC events relating to a particular object are reported by that object, events are specified of the FSMs. 

Remark :
 Parlay seems to do the same.

Call legs are immutable :

Issue:
Based on JTAPI experience, if a call leg is to moved to a new Call, in JCC a new object is instantiated. 

Remark : 
In INAP a call leg can be moved to another call segment and the call legs are renumbered within the target call segment association, since in INAP the call legs are unique within a call segment association. What is the scope for assignment of the callLegSessionId’s (global i.e. call control manager related, call related, conference related or sub-conference related). The  INAP capabilities splitLeg and mergeCallSegment can only be performed by the Parlay conference object methods using sub conference calls, mergeSubConference and moveCallLeg. In Parlay the inheritance of the conference call object is different at the gateway from the application side, why ?

Package separation : 

Issue:
JCC would prefer to put charging and overload control into separate packages or interfaces. 

Remark : 
We prefer to keep it associated with the call objects

FSM : 

Issue:
JCC Connection object FSM seems simpler, does not contain sub/super states, and allows modelling of many AIN services. 

Remark : 
Not true.
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