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	Summary
ITU (WP1C) proposes to introduce, in parallel of the regular ITU HF measurement campaigns, additional automated monitoring campaigns. 
FM22 was asked to review the request from ITU. This document contains the findings of a drafting group on that issue held during the spring meeting 2012.


	Proposal
Sharing the raw monitoring data with the ITU can be agreed under two conditions: one upload portal (ECO ftp server and gateway) and one monitoring schedule (FM22 schedule).
For the upload portal and gateway function to the ITU this means that the co-operation of the ECO is necessary. This needs to be investigated.


	Background
The origin of the FM22 HF background monitoring campaign is that participating administrations are able to provide data via an automatic HF monitoring system. The data is post-processed, and the information is presented on the ECO servers it’s available for everybody. It gives an overview of the actual frequency spectrum usage in the HF bands, if required. Secondly it gives monitoring station operators the possibility to keep their HF skills in good shape, and it gives administrations an additional reason to keep the HF monitoring equipment up and running.



1 Introduction
ITU proposed to introduce, in parallel of the regular ITU HF measurement campaigns, additional automated monitoring campaigns which should provide more information about the HF spectrum usage by means of an automatic frequency band registration programme. This is more or less identical to the current FM22 HF background campaigns, which has its origin from 2007, and the presentation of the available information on the ECO server (http://apps.ero.dk/shortband/). ITU requests FM22 to make the raw monitoring data available for ITU purposes.  

FM22 is asked to review the request from ITU.

2 Questions and answers 
The original request from ITU can be divided into a number of questions, which have been discussed in a FM22 drafting group during its meeting in Copenhagen with delegates from the administrations of Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Germany, Portugal and The Netherlands.

The following questions were raised in the drafting group:

Q1. Are ECO administrations willing to share the collected data with the ITU?;

Q2. Is FM22 willing to share the current post processing and presentation software with the ITU, and what are the effects?;

Q3. Is ECO willing to act as a gateway for transporting this data to the ITU?;

Q4. Is there a need for the CEPT to have a second HF information portal?

FM22 considered the above mentioned questions and concluded as follows:

A1. Most of the administrations participating in the HF background monitoring activities are not willing to upload data to two different servers, and are not willing to monitor two different schedules. The regular minimum workload can/may not increase. 

A2. The current process fits the needs of the FM22 administrations. FM22 advises not to hand over the current post processing software. The current software is “home-made” in the Netherlands and not supported by an independent host or provider.  A new initiative requires a new approach, should make it dynamic/interactive instead of passive/static. So a new presentation environment needs a new method.

A3. There are two options: 

1) If ECO is prepared to act as a raw data gateway to the ITU, the FM22 background monitoring campaign can continue “as is”. 

2) We decide to stop the FM22 background monitoring campaign and ask contributing administrations to send the raw data directly to the ITU. From that moment there is no further involvement for FM22.

A4. There is no need for two web portals with the same information. If the ITU starts a new HF web portal, the HF background monitoring part of the ECO portal will not be updated with new information but will stay online because of the historical information and for future monitoring campaigns.

3 Conclusion

The participating administrations in the background monitoring campaign agree to continue the current FM22 campaign independent of ITU.
Sharing the raw monitoring data with the ITU can be agreed under two conditions: 
1 one upload portal (ECO ftp server and gateway);

2 one monitoring schedule (FM22 schedule).
For the upload portal and gateway function to the ITU this means that the co-operation of the ECO is necessary. This needs to be investigated.
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