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1.
Introduction

At last SA, a new WID has been agreed " Study on Videotelephony teleservice" (SP-050189) The objective is to analyze and define requirements for videotelephony, as there is a strong demand of the industry to provide such services. It is expected, that a newly defined Videotelephony teleservice could be helpful.
The present discussion paper provides some additional food for thought.
2.
Discussion
Currently CS based videotelephony can be supported by using a 64 kb UDI BS 30. While video telephony is not defined as a teleservice (yet), already today the network may be aware, that a video call is being carried out on top of the BS 30 bearer. This can be accomplished by the terminal in setting the Rate-Adaptation parameter of the “PLMN Bearer Capability Information Element” (BC-IE) to a value 'H.223 and H.245'. (see TS 27.001) This information can be used by the network to distinguish the videotelephony call from an other – unspecific – data transmission over BS 30 and is relevant e.g. for interworking with the fixed network.

However, the terminal may just as well not set this parameter and in many cases the videocall would still work !

A Videotelephony Teleservice would in addition be indicated by the terminal in providing “High Layer  Compatibility Information Elements” (HLC-IE). Such HLC-IE information provides a means for additional end-to-end compatibility checking by an addressed entity (e.g. a remote user, an interworking unit or a high layer function network node) and is used by the network to perform resource/facility checks, to check subscriptions and for charging purposes. It is transferred transparently by the ISDN between the call originating PLMN and the addressed entity.
Another example for HLC-IE information would be “telephony” or “fax G2/G3”. For TS 11/12 or TS 61/62
Similarly, a Videotelephony Teleservice would also be identified by and benefit from such HLC-IE information.

However, currently a terminal is already able to perform a videocall without providing the HLC-IE information. Such a videocall could circumvent subscription checking and possibly also charging for videocalls, that is different to charging for other BS30 data services.
3.
Conclusions and recommendations

The explanations given above suggest, that it could turn out to be difficult to define a video teleservice while at the same time requesting backward compatibility. 
Either such a teleservice could in some cases be mimicked by (existing) BS 30 based H.245 videotelephony (carried out by an application in the terminal, which does not indicate a teleservice)
or,
BS 30 as a general purpose data service would need to be removed from the Rel-7 standard.

The first alternative would allow a loophole for subscription checking and possibly also charging, the second alternative would violate backward compatibility.

It is suggested, that this issue should be discussed with the CN groups.











































































