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MINUTES
1. Opening of the meeting and adoption of the agenda

The Commission (Mr Sorsaniemi) opened the meeting and welcomed the ECC representatives, noting that Mr O'Donohue was at a meeting in European Parliament, but that he would be joining the meeting in a short while. The draft agenda, contained in Annex 1, was agreed, once two additional items, on MCA Mandate and Risk assessment methodology, were added. The names of participants are listed in Annex 2.
2. Adoption of minutes of the meeting of 22 March 2011
It was noted that the minutes of the 22 March 2011 meeting had already been reviewed and adopted earlier.
3. Review of on-going issues

3.1
Timescales for the EC Mandate on 169 MHz
Mr Pastukh made a remark that as the ECC discussions on the original timing of the Mandate were not in line with the ECC subgroup meetings, the final report could only be finalised by July 2012. He informed that a first draft of the report is already in the web server and that it will be discussed in the October meeting of WG FM. The second version of the report could only be discussed after WRC-12, which had been the reason for the delay of the final report pursuant to this Mandate until July 2012. Mr Kitscha indicated that this would not be a problem and welcomed the fact that the first draft of the report had already been prepared. He noted that as the EC Decision says 'exclusive use for social alarms etc', we should make sure that there won't be any complaints on this matter. Hearing aids could also get more possibilities to find empty channels. One option could be to repeal the EC Decision on 169 MHz and move its relevant contents (low power applications) to the SRD Decision. Then again, in the SRD context the tendency is to go away from application-specific spectrum, so this issue still needs to be reflected. He further asked whether a public consultation could be started before the results of the studies are available. Mr Ewers stated that if public consultation would not be launched after the ECC meeting in December 2011, then the next possibility would be in March 2012. Mr Weilacher informed that the studies on the low power applications are separated from the actual CEPT Report, which will be related to 169 MHz, whereas the study foreseen is linked to the next update of the SRD Decision. A draft CEPT Report will be considered by WG FM in October, including a request for further study needs, and the technical results will be handled in the context of the permanent SRD Mandate. He also noted that there would be no problem with the possibility to repeal the 169 MHz Decision. Mr O'Donohue stated that this is in line with the Commission's general approach to 'better regulation', where EU regulation is generic, transparent and predictable for the industry.
3.2
Next steps on UWB

Mr Ewers informed that WG FM will likely approve the changes to ECC decision on UWB due to the recent findings and suggested to discuss how to transfer the ECC findings to EC Decisions. According to Mr Pastukh, the current (ECC) understanding is that the relevant (UWB) elements will be included in ECC REC 70-03 and then also in the EC measures. Mr Ewers suggested specific regulation only to be proposed when there are justifications for it, noting that previously UWB was handled within a specific ECC subgroup, which is partly the reason why UWB was separated from the SRD MG output. Mr Kitscha remarked that some UWB type of applications already exist in Commission’s SRD Decision, but the table in the Decision would need to be altered considerably to accommodate all of them. Under the permanent SRD Mandate, all the UWB devices would need to be included in the technical Annex. He further noted that it would be a tentative preference for Commission services to update and improve the UWB Decision, which would require a new Mandate. How to accommodate the changes in Annexes and incorporate the ECC deliverables into EC Decisions is another question.
Mr O'Donohue recalled the experiences with UWB WPR and GPR in the RSC process, which had not been very promising, noting that he would prefer to go for a new Mandate on UWB. This would mean another Mandate for SRD MG, but Mr Ewers assured that it would not be a problem, as the responsibilities would then be clear. Mr O'Donohue indicated that such a Mandate will be prepared, but not very rapidly, though, as internal discussions within the Commission will also be necessary.
3.3
Risk assessment methodology
Mr Ewers informed that a letter from ADCO on this matter had been received by both ECC (Mr Ewers) and ETSI (Ms Owen), indicating that there are market surveillance issues where the equipment is not exactly in line with HS. Thus a harmonised assessment for non-conforming equipment would be needed. Nevertheless when conducting sharing studies, ECC is already considering the assessments for risks for interference. The statistical models used in such risk assessments depend on the services in question. He informed that the next meeting between ADCO, ETSI and ECC is being planned on 14 or 15 November, and stated that the base line is that the results of ECC compatibility/sharing studies should not be downgraded by market surveillance. Mr Fournier noted that compatibility studies should be done before placing the equipment into market, taking into account the appropriate safety margins.  He continued that in the defining market surveillance, there may be a need on the awareness on which safety margins are more important. However, this does not need to change the way compatibility studies are being made within the ECC at the moment. Nevertheless the current cooperation between ECC , ADCO and R&TTE CA could be useful to keep them aware of the sensitivity of some compatibility studies and the risk assessment that have been done.  Mr O'Donohue indicated that the Commission would be uncomfortable with the 'flexible tolerance' approach towards the safety margins. Furthermore, it should be considered whether there is a way to modify the regulatory limits for practical reasons; who would then do the risk assessment? Mr Ewers stated that the definition of risk may vary, so a common approach towards non-conformity equipment would be useful. Mr Kitscha noted that this issue is also linked to transparency, and to the fact that HS are not compulsory as such, as a notified body (surveillance authority) will need to verify conformity of products placed into market by other means. In this case, understanding the risk assessments - and how the specific parameters resulting from compatibility studies have been developed - would be a necessary asset for market surveillance authorities as well.  Mr O'Donohue suggested that this issue could be discussed in the coming ETSI-ECC meeting as well, and indicated that within the Commission, DG ENTR participation in the ETSI-ECC meeting needs to be checked.

Mr Fournier raised an additional issue, indicating that there is a concern with PLC implementation where there are issues with EMC Directive. Nevertheless, PLT systems impact on radio services creating interferences to the latter. Services to be protected (broadcasting, radio amateurs,…) should be clearly identified. When developing standards that the relevant standardisation body should not ignore these spectrum regulation issues. This is also a matter that could be discussed with DG ENTR.
3.4
Direct Air to Ground Communications

Mr Weilacher provided a general update on the CEPT work; so far the spectrum demand and potential frequency bands have been studied. The indicated demand for spectrum is 2 x 10 MHz paired spectrum (FDD) or 20 MHz unpaired spectrum (TDD). With regard to specific candidate frequency bands (so called “category 1 bands”),  2.4 GHz, 5.8 GHz and 3.5 GHz will be studied further, including the conformity with the relevant EC Decisions. Also a proposal to add the 2 GHz MSS bands in the list of candidate has been considered, as the advantage would be the harmonised nature of these bands, together with the fact they are not used very much yet, but there was no agreement within the project team on this. The possible inclusion of these bands will still be discussed in the October WG FM meeting. Mr O'Donohue stated that a discussion on alternative potential uses can not take place for the moment, as it is a sensitive issue. Mr Sorsaniemi informed the meeting about the Commission’s Enforcement Decision concerning the 2 GHz MSS bands, which was adopted by COCOM recently, and very soon by the Commission. The conformity also applies to the 3.5 GHz band, but the compatibility will need to be carefully studied for any additional applications. Mr Weilacher informed that the ISM band at 2400-2483.5 MHz is another option according to an alternative proposal, where possibly only one channel would be needed. He noted, however, that there may be an issue with competition, as only one pan-European system would be feasible due to practical reasons. Mr Ewers explained that the timeframe for the CEPT work will depend on how many 'rounds' of compatibility studies will be needed, perhaps to be finalised by spring 2012. The use of 2.4 GHz and 5.8 GHz bands may be combined. DA2GC is also a candidate within the ongoing L-band studies. This issue will be monitored closely.
3.5
MCA Mandate
Mr Ewers informed that it has been agreed that ECC PT 1 has the lead on MCA issues and the EC Mandate could already be handed over to this project team. Mr Chauveau indicated that some activity is already in place to identify the necessary compatibility studies and noted that this information will be shared with ETSI.. Furthermore, he asked the Commission for further clarifications on the tasks in the Mandate. Mr Sorsaniemi explained that, as a result of the RSC discussion in July, the Commission’s aim had been to submit an open Mandate to CEPT and that this was also the reason why no limitations had been included on the technologies or frequency bands to be studied. The examples had been mentioned in the Mandate for practical reasons – based for example on the industry letter that had triggered the further work – but the underlying purpose and understanding had been that the scope of the compatibility studies to be conducted would be clarified during the discussions at the ECC PT 1 meetings, where also the relevant industry stakeholders are expected to be present.
Mr O'Donohue expressed the wish that the future impact of this new work will be greater than the first time, due to the technological developments and the increased usage of wireless data meanwhile.

3.6
Terrestrial 2 GHz band

Mr Ewers informed that there will be an ad-hoc extraordinary meeting of ECC PT1 on 28 November on this topic. Mr Chauveau indicated that the purpose of this XO meeting is to continue the investigations on future possibilities for the use of the unpaired band from a mobile perspective. He asked the Commission to share the results of the 2 GHz study, which are expected to be available by end of October. This was accepted by Mr O'Donohue, who also expressed the Commission’s concerns around the underutilisation of the unpaired bands, noting that the usual technology neutral approach applied to ECS should be considered first. Mr Chauveau indicated that some results will already be shared in WG FM, indicating that the possibility to pair 1900-1920 MHz with other bands has been investigated with no success and that WG FM has been invited to provide other suggestion for a downlink band in a reasonable time frame;. Mr O'Donohue stated that the possibilities under the current Mandate to do investigations are also to be considered, and that there preferably would be no new Mandate on the use of unpaired bands.
 Mr Stantchev added that under the current EC Mandate there are some components or options that could be considered. However, if they are not seen viable, other options may need to be considered as well.
3.7
3.5 GHz band

Mr Ewers informed about the development of a new channel plan in this band (3.4-3.6 GHz) within CEPT. Moreover it was found out that the existing spectrum block edge masks (BEM) are based on fixed / nomadic use, so they should be optimised for mobile use. This means that there would be a need for a new EC Mandate so that the current EC Decision could be modified as well. Mr Chauveau indicated that an analysis by ECC PT1 will be provided to ECC in December with a detailed justification for a need to modify the existing BEM. Mr Thegeby noted that the basic principle of the current framework is that the operators may ask for relaxed conditions, if so agreed with concerned parties. Mr Weilacher informed that as this BEM was the first one developed, it was maybe a bit more conservative than the subsequent ones (in 2.6 GHz and 800 MHz bands). Mr Ewers added that this band would also provide for an option for wider bandwidth channels than the ECS spectrum bands in lower frequency ranges. Mr O'Donohue agreed that this issue will need to be looked at more closely internally. Technological neutrality and other aspects will need to be considered carefully as well; however a more flexible approach would not do any damage in this context. The European Commission will investigate a possible mandate.
3.8
GSM-R update 
Mr Sorsaniemi informed about the recent contacts between the railway community (e.g. Deutsche Bahn) and DG MOVE with regard to the issue of GSM-R interferences. He also indicated that he would be giving a presentation in a GSM-R conference organised by European Railway Agency in the end of October, where he would inter alia be informing the participants about the conclusions in the July RSC and about the letters that DG INFSO had sent to GSMA and the railway community after the RSC, informing them about these conclusions.
Mr Ewers noted that even though this is a national issue, EC DG MOVE could be involved in accelerating the ETSI work on more 'immune' harmonisation of relevant standards. Mr Weilacher added that the railway side is not always well informed about the regulatory proceedings when it comes to spectrum management.
3.9 
WRC-12 preparations 
Mr Fournier indicated that the CEPT already had adopted 20 ECPs on WRC-12 agenda items, and the remaining ones (~10 ECPs) are to be adopted at the CPG meeting in November.
He further informed that, with regard to Agenda Item 1.17, good progress had been made with the necessary coordination agreements; all the agreements linked to Russian Federation have been signed, and the last ones linked to Belarus and Ukraine are expected to be signed before the WRC-12. Two separate ECPs will be resulting from the CEPT work on AI 1.17; the second one, on the coordination with aeronautical radionavigation will be adopted in November; the results of the bilateral agreements have been satisfactory, but some pressure is necessary to finalise the agreements linked to Belarus or Ukraine.

Mr O'Donohue indicated that the Commission is very supportive on this process, and noted that there will be a Ministerial conference in Poland on 19-20 October, providing for a possibility for a high-level approach in order to accelerate the process with Belarus and Ukraine. There are still some concerns from the Commission point of view, as this is one of the most important items for the EU in the Conference.

Mr Fournier informed that the base agreement between CEPT and RCC is that if all the bilateral agreements have been signed,  the existing procedure in the Radio Regulations can be maintained, the bilateral agreements being sufficient to enable the development of mobile systems in all the concerned EU countries. On Mr O'Donohue's question on how long these bilateral agreements will be valid, Mr Fournier responded that these kind of clauses may vary from case to case but that, in practice, these agreements can only be modified based on mutual acceptance.
Mr Thegeby noted that Russian Federation has initiated an award process for the 800 MHz band and asked if Russia is going to close its ARNS system; Mr Pastukh informed that the system has been under an ITU footnote for a long time, but since 1996 development of new ARNS systems has been prohibited in accordance with the Table of frequency allocations in the Russian Federation. Moreover, all the political decisions have been taken in view of phasing out the ARNS system. However, the issue has been financial, i.e. about which instance will be financing the phasing out and implementation of a new aeronautical system. This process will take a bit longer than anticipated, but it is steadily progressing. State Radiofrequency Commission of the Russian Federation has also decided to open the 700 MHz band subject to WRC decision on mobile allocation in this band, so that the operators investing on the phasing out of the ARNS systems in the 800 MHz band would also get access to that band, once made available. The outcome of the whole process is a balance between the government targets and the stakeholders, including the military users.
Mr O’Donohue raised the issue linked to WRC-15 new agenda items (AI 8.2); Mr Fournier informed that in that context, the ECP text on new wireless broadband spectrum has been agreed aiming to have new mobile allocation and IMT identification. Any reference to focusing on any specific spectrum bands was avoided. He explained that there may be some debate at WRC-12 on the kind of identification to be reached at WRC-15.. Mr Thegeby noted that the designation of IMT is an ITU matter, but the possibility of EU setting up our own technical parameters is up to the EU itself, not linked to ITU RR.
Mr O’Donohue informed that the Commission will be represented in WRC-12, taking its role of counselor to CEPT during coordination meetings, and that also colleagues from Commission’s DG ENTR will be attending the Conference besides the Radio Spectrum Policy unit. He also noted that it has been decided not to prepare a (Council) decision to impose EU coordination in WRC-12 in areas where there is EU competence and/or EU interests.
4. Any other business
It was agreed that the next EC-ECC consultation meeting is to be organised in 2012 (not yet in March, though); its timing is to be defined at a later stage.
* 
* 
*

Annex 1: Agenda of the meeting on 6 October 2011
	Item
	Timing

	1. Introductions / adoption of the agenda
	10.00 – 10.05

	2. Adoption of the minutes of the 22/3/2011 meeting 
	10.05 – 10.10

	3. Review of on-going issues:

- Timescales for the EC Mandate on 169 MHz
- Next steps on UWB

- Risk assessment methodology

- Direct Air to Ground Communications
- MCA Mandate
- Terrestrial 2 GHz band
- 3.5 GHz band

- GSM-R

- WRC-12 preparations
	10.10 – 12.45



	4. Any other business
	12.45 – 13.00
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