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	Summary:

	The review of the Terms of Reference of ECC PT1 provides a timely opportunity for CEPT to review its high-level strategy for non-WRC activities on broadband spectrum matters. 

UK proposes that ECC takes a broader strategic view of its planned activities on non-WRC matters related to broadband spectrum. Due to the immature status of most of the proposed work items we believe that this is an ideal opportunity for ECC to consider what would be the most efficient means of carrying out this work going forward within the framework of its Working Groups and Project Teams.


	Proposal: 

	Four options on where the work for future non-WRC activities on broadband spectrum matters should be carried out going forward are presented for consideration of ECC:

· All work to be carried out in ECC PT1

· All work to be carried out in a new Joint group of WGSE and WGFM

· All work to be carried out in a new WGFM Project Team with SE project teams being created as needed to look at specific sharing and capability analysis.
· Move remaining ECC PT1 work items into SE7 and the new WGFM Project Team on 2.3 GHz and allocate any future broadband work item as appropriate to these groups. 
This contribution considers the implications of these approaches, as well as the current option of maintaining three to four Project Teams.

This proposal does not cover CEPT preparation for WRC-15 agenda items 1.1 and 1.2, which will take place in CPG PTD.



	Background:

	The non-WRC work on bands that could form part of a future broadband spectrum portfolio is currently taking place in four groups in CEPT:

· ECC PT1

· SE7

· FM50 – where broadband is one possible application being considered for 1452-1492 MHz
· FM Correspondence Group on future of the unpaired 2GHz bands. 
CEPT is just about to create another group:

· WGFM concluded that the following tasks on broadband wireless systems in 2300-2400 MHz should be carried out within a Project Team of WGFM that is expected to be established in September 2012:

· Harmonisation work for the implementation of broadband MFCN;

· Incumbent use of the 2.3-2.4 GHz band should be ensured through appropriate regulatory framework. In that respect, using the LSA concept should be considered

In the interests of efficiency there would be benefit in seeking opportunities to consolidate similar work streams within a smaller number of groups, or in a single group.

Based on the recent discussions that led to the work on 2.3 GHz taking place first in SE7 and now in a new WGFM Project Team, it is clear that the Terms of Reference of ECC PT1 are now creating a barrier to new work being assigned to the group for bands it is not already dealing with. With the agreement in the European Union on the Radio Spectrum Policy Program which includes specific policy objectives on broadband there is a need for CEPT to have in place a suitable structure that can work efficiently on new broadband spectrum and has the participation from the relevant experts in CEPT Members and industry.

The following options are presented for consideration of ECC:

· All work to be carried out in ECC PT1

· All work to be carried out in a new Joint group of WGSE and WGFM

· All work to be carried out in a new WGFM Project Team with SE project teams being created as needed to look at specific sharing and capability analysis.
· Move remaining ECC PT1 work items into SE7 and the new WGFM Project Team on 2.3 GHz and allocate any future broadband work item as appropriate to these groups.
In line with the MFCN approach, assignment of studies on a band to one of these groups should not prejudge how administrations use the spectrum. Administrations have flexibility to continue their use of these bands for other systems, based on national considerations. However, there is benefit in getting broad agreement on harmonised broadband spectrum, in terms of economies of scale and rapid roll-out of services to citizens in CEPT countries.
Option 1: All non-WRC broadband spectrum work to be carried out in ECC PT1

Benefits
This group currently has a broad membership from the technical experts on mobile and broadband applications and technology, and experienced leadership in broadband regulatory matters.
Consequences
Other Industry stakeholders could consider that Broadband/mobile issues have been prescribed as having a “special higher status” amongst all the services looking for harmonised access to spectrum through the ECC process.

This would need some changes to the ECC PT1 Terms of Reference:
· remove the responsibility “to facilitate the development of IMT”: 

· if this responsibility were retained it would force the group to focus on only one possible outcome but in fact the group needs to be able to look objectively at potential broadband spectrum and take account of the needs of services currently allocated the relevant bands 
· allow the development of harmonisation measures in deliverables such as Decision or Recommendations, 
· this would allow ECC PT1 to develop harmonisation measures for those bands where Decisions are not yet relevant or to provide guidance to national administrations, e.g. 2.3 GHz

Option 2: Joint WGFM/WGSE Project Team

Benefits
Avoids any problems that would arise if ECC PT1 (under its current ToR) developed harmonisation measures for bands that could not be made available in the majority of CEPT Members’ countries. The process for dealing with these requests would be in line with the normal ECC structure and working methods. Would put broadband work on an equal footing with other services that are looking to for CEPT to enable access to harmonised spectrum.  
Consequences
ECC PT1 would close; ECC PT1 work would need to move into the new Joint Project Team

Option 3: WGFM Project Team

Benefits
The process for dealing with these requests would be in line with the normal ECC structure and working methods. Would put broadband work on an equal footing with other services that are looking to for ECC to enable access to harmonised spectrum.  
Consequences
ECC PT1 would close; ECC PT1 work would need to move into the new Joint Project The expertise to carry out any technical compatibility analysis would normally reside in WGSE.

Option 4: Move remaining ECC PT1 work items into SE7 and the new WGFM Project Team on 2.3 GHz
Benefits
Technical expertise on non-WRC broadband spectrum matters is focussed on two CEPT groups, instead of three or four: a WGSE Project Team dealing with sharing and compatibility issues, and a WGFM Project Team dealing with frequency management matters.
Consequences
The Terms of Reference of the new WGFM Project Team will be broader than envisaged at the last WGFM meeting. However, an early indication of this preference would allow CEPT Members sufficient time to make proposals on the detail of the ToR.
ECC PT1 would close; the technical experts would participate in two CEPT groups instead of three or four.

No Change option: retain ECC PT1
 and three to four WGSE/WGFM Project Teams and create new teams as required

Benefits
CEPT Members are familiar with the current structure.
Consequences
CEPT Members resources will be stretched over the next few years as broadly similar issues are spread across a number of Project Teams.

Difficult for Project Teams to ensure participation by the relevant experts in mobile and broadband matters.

Conclusion
From a UK perspective we would like to see all or the vast majority of these issues dealt with in one or two ECC entities. We also consider that there is no reason why these items cannot be dealt with in the normal ECC Working Group structures. For these reasons we would have a preference for either option 2 or 4. 

We would not consider the current proposed way forward to be an acceptable or efficient way to handle the current Work Items due to the substantial burden of resource commitment that it will place on the Administrations and industry stakeholders alike.  
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� with amended ToR in ECC(12)007 Annex 06
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