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	1.1.1 

	Summary: 

	The draft new Decision ECC/DEC/(11)HH on “Harmonised frequency arrangements for IMT systems used for mobile/fixed communications networks (MFCN) operating in the bands 3400 - 3600 MHz and 3600 - 3800 MHz” has been submitted to public consultation. The results of the public consultation were analysed by ECC/PT1 in Reykjavik. The meeting in Iceland was not in a position to choose between Option A and B. ECC is now requested to adopt the final version of the Decision.

Bouygues Telecom, Orange France Telecom, Telecom Italia, Telefónica S.A., Telekom Slovenije, Telenor and TeliaSonera still believe that the best channel arrangement for this band is the FDD solution (*), nevertheless they propose to finally approve the text with the compromise solution presented in Option A.

Co-signing companies further believe that this is the only possible way forward, due to the wide different views among ECC administrations and industry, supporting both FDD and TDD in this band.



	Proposal: 

	ECC has to choose between Option A and B of the draft new Decision ECC/DEC/(11)HH on “Harmonised frequency arrangements for IMT systems used for mobile/fixed communications networks (MFCN) operating in the bands 3400 - 3600 MHz and 3600 - 3800 MHz”.

During the previous meetings in ECC, in ECC/PT1, as well as from the replies to the public consultation it has been confirmed that there is not a common view concerning frequency arrangements in the 3400 - 3600 MHz band.

During the last ECC/PT1 meeting in Reykjavik it was clear that proponents of the FDD arrangement accepted to compromise on an intermediate solution (i.e. Option A), while proponents of the TDD solution stuck to their original position.

This unbalanced situation is also evident from the fact that the final text for Option A has been unanimously agreed by ECC/PT1, while the proposed changes in the text of Option B were not agreed by ECC/PT1 and do not reflect the group’s view, as explained in Document ECC PT1(11)162 Annex 04. Indeed Option B favours TDD mode and disregards that the existing TDD solutions raise a number of technical and operational concerns in a multi-operator environment.
The co-signing companies believe that the only possible way forward is to agree on the compromise solution presented in Option A, that does not preclude any possible development for the band, and come back to revise this Decision in few years, during the normal revision process of the ECC Decisions taking into account market based developments and relevant technical and operational elements.

Furthermore, it should be noted that the work on FDD & TDD in the 3.5 GHz band was completed by 3GPP in September 2011. 

	Background:


	All Administrations present at ECC/PT1 meeting #38 in May 2011 agreed on the frequency arrangements for the 3400 – 3600 MHz band in the draft ECC Decision ECC/DEC/(11)HH with FDD and TDD at the same level. The recent ECC/PT1 meeting #39 in Iceland discussed the comments received during the public consultation, in particular the issue of Option A and Option B.

After extensive debate ECC/PT1 was able to develop only a summary document with the results of the public consultation addressing the question of the Options for Decides 2 as well as a revised version of the Draft Decision itself (See ECC PT1(11)162 Annex 05) containing the other agreed changes to the Decision not related to the Option A/B issue. ECC/PT1 was not able to agree on recommending one of the two options.
ECC meeting in Kazan has to finally approve the draft new Decision ECC/DEC/(11)HH. 


(*) It has to be noted that this view is also shared by other non-european operators (e.g. NTT DOCOMO and SoftBank Mobile as shown in Doc. 5D/953).
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