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Background

3GPP TS 24.147 suggests that the optional Floor Control Server (FCS) is located in the MRFP. It is also specified that the floor control protocol to use is BFCP. There is however a number of issues that needs to be resolved for CT4 to understand the protocol requirements on the Mp interface to support FCS.

Technical Issues
Interaction with functions located in AS/MRFC
The floor control server needs to interact with the conference policy server. As this interaction occurs for each floor request it seems appropriate that the FCS and the policy server are located in the same functional entity.
The conference media policy describes the media distribution (who sees/hears whom) of the conference, and is stored in the conference policy server, which in Release 7 IMS specifications is co-located with the focus. Floor control events may cause changes to media distribution in the conference (that is, the configuration regarding who sees/hears whom changes), and the FCS therefore has to inform the policy server of such changes, so that the information in the policy server stays up-to-date. 

RFC 4376 suggests that the FCS is "… typically co-located with the focus and/or conference policy server. Therefore, the floor control server can interact with the focus and conference policy server and media servers as needed." 

As the MRFC must control the conference based on requests from the User via the Binary Floor Control Protocol then it ismore logical that the dialogue occurs directly between user and MRFC/AS rather than via MRFP and subsequent H.248 interface.
Distributed conferencing environment

It may be possible that part of a conference, e.g. data conferencing or whiteboard sharing, is handled by a different MRFP than e.g. the voice part of the conference. In such a scenario it shall be possible to request both floors simultaneously. How is this done if the FCS is located in either of the MRFPs?
Charging

If online charging is used, there may be scenarios that the floor may be granted only if a credit, known by AS/MRFC, is available for the user. This would require interaction between FCS and AS/MRFC before the floor can be granted.
Performance

If temporary changes in who holds the floor are regarded as a change of media policy, then the frequent changes of the floor holder will give rise to quite a lot of signalling. The MRFP shall not be allowed to make autonomous decisions on media directions, as this is not in accordance with H.248 principles, therefore it must forward control signalling to the MRFC.
Proposal
It is proposed to raise these questions to CT1 to understand if there is a specific reason for suggesting that the FCS be located in the MRFP rather than in the MRFC. If CT1 does not have good argument for this it is proposed to specify that if FCS is supported then it is a logical function within the MRFC.
