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Topic:-		 AVC Harmonisation Proposal








We ask  that Q3,Q12,Q13 &Q14 agree to accept that there is need for a T.120 based Audio Video Control  as well as AVC functionality in H.245.  The justifications for this are as follows:-





- Some requirements have been identified for simple terminals to support basic AVC functions without being burdened with AVC  on a T.120 transport, we feel this justifies an H.245 approach.





- The separate line solutions for audio-graphics conferencing services (soon  to be deployed) have no H.245 component, neither do the ISDN solutions which also incorporate Remote device control. 


These services are expected to expand to incorporate H.245 based components and it does not make sense to re-engineer these solutions for different modes of the same service. In any case it is clear that there is no will within the H.245  group to address the level of functionality currently available to  a T.130 based solution neither is there sufficient capability in the current H.245 to support T.130 functions. We believe this justifies and indeed makes essential a T.120 based solution.





The basis of the compromise is that T.120 be allowed to contain a complete solution, along the lines of T.130, while H.245 can go as far as is desired/practical in providing AVC support. 


However both protocols must be aware of the existence of the other, and both must  build in the capability  to switched off their AVC functionality in favour of the other, as appropriate or as required (details will need to be worked on). 


Where there is Generic AVC functionality of common interest to both standards groups, that functionality must not be developed in isolation within either group. These generic solutions must be jointly agreed and then they can be realised as appropriate within the separate activities. This joint responsibility agreement should not however be used to restrict functionality not required by the other standard. 


A decision as to which functionality should be mandatory can be a topic  for further discussion.





Fall Back Position


If the ITU groups are really not ready to reach any  resolution to the AVC problems then the alternative would be to impose a moratorium on all AVC functionality in all Q16 WP2 questions until such time as there is consensus to move forward in this area.  Although undesirable, this would be compromise that BT would reluctantly accept.





It is the BT view that it would be in-appropriate for any of the involved groups to  consider moving forward with any AVC type functionality in H or T questions until the harmonisation issue  is resolved.





Official agreement to one of the two above proposals would persuade BT to delay moving forward the T.130 & T.132 work in order to allow the common functionality to be identified and reviewed and any H.323 issues to be discussed.
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