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1. Overall Description:

SA1 likes to thanks CT3 for its liaison and it is glad to provide the required guidance to support stage 2 and stage 3 specifications.
Answer to the proposed questions are given in the following.
1) Regarding the first question:
· CT3’s understanding is that the possibility of charging the initiating party for a service change shall apply only to a change from speech to video, i.e. upon the service change from video to speech the initiating party does not have any impact on who is charged for the speech service of the SCUDIF call (no increase in cost after such a downgrade change). 
SA1 confirms that CT3 view is aligned with the SA1 understanding.
2) Regarding the second question:

CT3 would also like to seek guidance with respect to the following scenario:

“User A initiates a SCUDIF CS video call. User A is charged for the CS video call. Network B initiates a downgrade to speech call. User A is charged for the speech call. Network B initiates an upgrade back to CS video. The user B will be asked before the user A for the acceptance to change to CS video. “

· Shall user A or user B be charged for the video call after the network-initiated upgrade?

· To allow charging user A, who originally requested the video call, for video after the network-initiated service change, requires further study on how to signal through the core network if the network or the user initiated the service change. 
· If it is acceptable to charge user B, who can accept or reject the service change, the signalling impacts for the core network can be avoided. 
Sa1 like to confirm that the charging to user B is preferred, assuming that:

· The network upgrade happens after that the user A charging for the speech call has been started.
· As indicated by CT3 the user of the terminal B may be informed of the Network Upgrade and may accept or reject such upgrade.
3) Regarding the third question:
CT3 would also like to ask, whether the SCUDIF charging requirements apply as such also to a prepaid case (meaning that a possible impact on Camel shall be checked).

SA1 confirms that SCUDIF charging requirements apply also to the prepaid case.

2. Actions:

To CT3 and SA5 SWG-B groups.

ACTION: 
SA1 kindly asks to consider the above clarifications and in particular the requirements for the prepaid case.
3. Date of Next CT3 Meetings:

SA1#31
13-17 February 2006
Denver, Co, USA

SA1#32
24-28 April 2006

South Korea
