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

The Commission (Mr O'Donohue) opened the meeting and welcomed the ECC representatives. The draft agenda, contained in Annex 1, was agreed with minor rearrangements in the handling order of some agenda items. The names of participants are listed in Annex 2.
2. Adoption of minutes of the meeting of 6 October 2011
It was noted that the minutes of the previous meeting on 6 October 2011 had already in practice been reviewed and adopted.
3. Review of on-going issues

3.1
Unpaired 2 GHz bands in view of harmonisation for alternative applications
Mr O'Donohue informed the meeting that in the context of the 2GHz public consultation, a number of stakeholders had made suggestions on alternative uses. Mr Ewers indicated that ECC PT1 has also considered the alternative uses; adding that the EC and ECC will need to work closely together on this as some links to other bands may exist, so that the unpaired 2GHz bands would not be looked at in isolation. An overarching view will be needed to find an overall solution; cross-reference to L-band etc. Mr O'Donohue agreed on a holistic approach, indicating that the EC prefers the option to issue a Mandate on the 2GHz unpaired (TDD) bands to investigate technical parameters for alternative uses. Now that the RSPP has been adopted, we need to look at more spectrum for wireless broadband. However, the TDD bands should not be 'sterilized' by granting them to mobile operators, but all potential applications will need to be discussed; we cannot wait until the end of the Spectrum inventory, though. Mr Geiss highlighted the possibilities for applications like PPDR or PMSE to share the spectrum range to be investigated as well. Mr Ewers noted that this is also the case in the L-band; a 'package solution' could include more than one application; there is not enough spectrum to have an exclusive approach. Mr O'Donohue wondered how do we 'unlock' the situation to ensure the certainty. Mr Ewers noted that there is a lot of legacy in the unpaired bands.
Mr O'Donohue stated that further discussions would be needed internally about the timing of a Mandate in this regard. Mr Ewers indicated that there is no collective view within CEPT; more support exists for the use of L-band for mobile service, but in the end there is likely to be a 'package solution'. Mr Geiss noted that RSPP priorities will need to be looked at as well.
3.2
Broadband Direct Air to Ground Communications (BB DA2GC)
Mr Weilacher provided an update of the work by ECC PT48, which most recently has been looking at the 2.4 GHz, 3.5 GHz and 5.8 GHz bands as alternatives for BB DA2GC purposes. He noted that preliminary results have been obtained from ECC PT SE7 and that the conclusion by ETSI so far is that at least the 2.4 GHz band would not be a suitable option. He continued that when it comes to the 3.5 GHz band, compatibility could be achieved, but there is no harmonised duplex band at CEPT level and that, furthermore, additional guard blocks would ne necessary. The spectrum requirement for BB DA2GC is foreseen to be 2 x 10 MHz, but the compatibility has been studied only with mobile service. There have also been doubts whether a possible implementation of DA2GC would be against the EC Decision, as it might not be considered as terrestrial system, and whether a general mobile or aeronautical mobile service allocation might be needed in this respect.
Mr O'Donohue indicated that the Commission can check the abovementioned aspects, and that the technical parameters in the EC Decision on Broadband Wireless Access (BWA) at 3.4-3.8 GHz should be taken into account. He also asked whether this application (DA2GC) would be an efficient way to use spectrum, and what would the business case be like. Mr Weilacher noted that when it comes to the business case, the satellite link –based option should be compared with the DA2GC as well. Mr Fournier remarked about the issue of planned BEM's at 3.5GHz band, noting that the BB DA2GC proposal might be something which is outside of the current ECS category. In this respect, the Commission should clarify the possibility of establishing a 'package solution', where 20 MHz of spectrum could be found for this kind of a system, as e.g. the L-band (1452-1492 MHz) might be a more beneficial / efficient alternative for terrestrial BB systems.
Mr Niepold asked who would protect whom in this kind of a case, which concerns non-exclusive uses (e.g. legacy FSS service, BWA, DA2GC,..). Mr Weilacher stated that very strong harmonisation would be needed from the beginning. Mr O'Donohue made a link to the case of 2 GHz MSS, where the technical spectrum harmonisation in the EU was followed by a harmonised authorisation regime at EU level, noting that there would still be a need to clarify the EU MS approach, i.e. whether this should be regarded as ECS, and whether it is terrestrial service or not. Mr Pastukh suggested that, whatever the Commission would do in this case, it should comply with ITU RR, e.g. ECS should provide protection towards other services in the same level (of services defined in ITU RR). Mr O'Donohue stated that, unlike in the case of satellite services, where allocations are usually managed within the ITU RR regime, terrestrial services would be covered by the EU law within EU MS. Mr Pastukh continued that in any case, the EU law should be in line with ITU RR, but Mr O'Donohue stated that in case the allocation and the use of spectrum are not causing cross-border interference, there is no problem.
Mr Fournier asked for the Commission opinion on whether BB DA2GC could be accommodated in 3.5 GHz band or if it could rather be accommodated in L-band. Mr O'Donohue referred to the EC Mandate on 3.5 GHz band, that was adopted in the RSC the previous day, and where the work is only beginning, so there are no answers yet. Mr Weilacher indicated that the aim is to find as efficient uses of spectrum as possible, so it should also be considered whether BB DA2GC could be a feasible option. Mr O'Donohue noted that the priority in the 3.5 GHz band is to favour the maximisation the 'real' terrestrial wireless broadband, so the BB DA2GC approach might be controversial. Mr Niepold  remarked that the assumption is that capacity for broadband will be needed, so it should be considered whether an allocation of 2x10 MHz - plus guard bands - could be accommodated in this band. Mr Geiss suggested that the coming planning of channeling arrangements by CEPT could give an opportunity to have BB DA2GC included in the channeling arrangements.
Mr Weilacher informed about the recent flight tests performed by Deutsche Telekom, Alcatel-Lucent and Airbus of high-speed broadband for in-flight services to passengers using a DA2GC system based on LTE technology. Mr Niepold asked about the compatibility with Earth Stations of Fixed-satellite service (FSS ES). Mr Weilacher answered that most FSS ES in that spectrum range are receiving above 3.6 GHz, so any considerations should concern only the lower part of the BWA band. Mr Pastukh noted that the amplifiers in FSS ES are usually covering the whole band, so there will be a need to be cautious in any case.
Mr O'Donohue concluded that the Commission will provide some answers on the applicability with regard to the EC Decision on BWA in this case. However, he further noted, a specific description of the proposed BB DA2GC system would need to be made available to the Commission and studied before that would be possible.

3.3
Update of EC Decision on SRDs
Mr Ewers noted that the time of delivery of the CEPT Report is approaching and asked if there would be any particular issues of concern in this respect. Mr Kitscha referred to the recent guidance document provided by the Commission, noting that the process of addressing these kind (type of use, restrictions) of issues should be gradual. He emphasised that this is important as long as the relevant ECC Recommendation (REC 70-03) exists with its various Annexes, and that the CEPT Report will be very pertinent when it comes to the SRD strategy. Mr Ewers indicated that many of the application-specific allocations are there due to historical reasons, so one has to be careful not to change the existing technical conditions and not to have too restrictive conditions, either. Mr Kitscha stated that appropriate justifications would be needed, especially when it comes to problems related to technology neutrality and possible overloading of certain bands.
Mr O'Donohue suggested that this specific issue could be discussed at the next EC-ECC meeting in the autumn (possibly in October). Mr Ewers indicated that ECC WG FM could send the draft CEPT Report to public consultation already after its meeting in September (24-28/9/12), not having to wait until the ECC plenary in October. He elaborated the issue by explaining that changes from a specific SRD allocation to a non-specific SRD allocation cannot be done at one go. Furthermore, he provided an example concerning railway radar applications; there would be a big impact on the usage conditions, depending on whether this application would be located in REC 70-03 Annex 4 (railway applications) or in Annex 6 (low-power applications). Mr Kitscha concluded that the Commission has only asked for a review and not to change everything in one go, so there is no problem there.
Mr Pastukh continued by stating that one of the objectives of REC 70-03 is to make all SRD regulation as generic as possible; however, not all applications can be included under generic SRD allocation, so that is why they need to be put in the relevant Annexes. Mr Weilacher agreed that any changes should be carefully considered, especially when possible extension bands for SRDs are being considered, in order not to create additional sub-categories.

3.4 
EC standardisation Mandate on Reconfigurable Radio Systems (RRS)
Mr Popescu (EC DG ENTR) provided the meeting further information about the background of the EC Mandate on RRS. He indicated that it addresses strictly product specific aspects, and is thus not related to radio frequencies used by the equipment. The Mandate concerns for example white space devices, assessing the current situation w.r.t. cognitive radio (CR) concepts that have been examined in the light of their sensitivity. The CR devices are working best when used together with geo-location databases, utilising shared spectrum access. Mr Popescu further noted that some major industry players, e.g. Qualcomm and Nokia, are interested in this concept. The military domain, who are mainly interested in SDR technologies, and commercial PPDR players are also being considered in the total picture, as some synergies may be found within these domains. Stakeholder consultation has been done; Mandate has been distributed to the main ESOs.
Mr Thomas indicated that ECC had suggested to include this issue in the agenda of the EC-ECC meeting, as many references to several instances had been made in the Mandate, but there was only one reference to a specific ECC working group / project team. Mr Popescu emphasised that the Commission / DG ENTR is not doing anything linked to frequency management issues in this context, and that DG ENTR has been in contact with ECO / Thomas Weber. Furthermore, ESOs have been asked to actively be in touch with ECO as well.

Mr Ewers referred to a workshop organised earlier, and asked whether the amended R&TTED should be in force before these (RRS) standards are in place. Mr Popescu assured that these issues are not dependent on each other, so there would not be such a need. Mr O'Donohue stated that a generic reference to ECC should be sufficient in this kind of a case, and that the ECC would then be responsible on what group within CEPT should be in charge.

Mr Thomas informed about a workshop organised by CEPT on 2-3 May in Mainz linked to Cognitive radios. Mr Geiss indicated that he will be attending this WS.
Mr Pastukh wanted to clarify what is the objective of the standardisation work in this case, to harmonised specific interfaces or parameters. Mr Popescu explained that inputs from various reports had been taken into account when preparing the Mandate, which is not providing any specific directions on how the work should be done at technical level.

3.5
PPDR Broadband Mandate

It was concluded that there was no need to handle this topic at this point in time, as the relevant ECC project team (PT49) was meeting at the same time than the EC-ECC meeting took place.
3.6
Ultra-wide band (UWB) (airborne)

Mr Ewers wanted to clarify the exact scope and elements of the EC Mandate on UWB, which had been adopted in the RSC the previous day. He informed that for both the UWB Mandate and the 3.5 GHz Mandate it is clear which ECC group will be working on the issues: the UWB Mandate will be looked after by SRD MG and the 3.5 GHz Mandate by ECC PT1. Mr Ewers further asked the Commission to submit the final version of the adopted Mandate to ECC as soon as possible. Mr O'Donohue warned about certain lobbyist group that may now approach the relevant ECC group with regard to the UWB Mandate. Mr Ewers acknowledged this and indicated that, as is the case with the work on SRDs, more specific proposals are coming in also in this area.

3.7
3.5 GHz Mandate

Mr Ewers indicated that it had been a surprise to hear about requests to study out-of-the-band (OOB) compatibilities in this context in the RSC. He noted that it is to be seen whether the relevant user groups will raise the OOB compatibility issue during the ECC work.
3.7 
WRC-12 outcome
An informal exchange of views took place on the results, mainly on the issue of the 700 MHz in the context of preparations for WRC-15. It was agreed that further discussions between the EC and ECC will be necessary on this specific topic.
4. Any other business
4.1
The RSC meeting dates in 2013

Mr Pastukh informed that the planned RSC meeting dates on 3-4 October 2013 would be overlapping with the WG FM meeting, which is planned for 30 September – 4 October. The Commission agreed to look at the issue.
4.2
ECC personnel changes

Mr Ewers informed that a new ECC Chairman will be appointed soon to replace himself, due to a duty where he has recently been appointed. Also a new Chairman for ECC WG SE will need to be appointed, as its current Chairman Bruno Espinosa will be moving to ECO.
* 
* 
*

Annex 1: Agenda of the meeting on 21 March 2012
	Item
	Timing

	1. Introductions / adoption of the agenda
	14.30 – 14.35

	2. Adoption of the minutes of the 6/10/2011 meeting 
	14.35 – 14.40

	3. Review of on-going issues:

- Unpaired 2 GHz bands in view of harmonisation for alternative applications
- Broadband Direct Air to Ground Communications (DA2GC)
- Update of EC Decision on SRDs
- EC standardisation Mandate on Reconfigurable Radio Systems (RRS)

- PPDR Broadband Mandate
- Ultra-wide band (airborne)

- 3.5 GHz Mandate
- WRC-12 outcome
	14.40 – 16.15



	4. Any other business
	16.15 – 16.30
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