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	Summary

During the first meeting of FM50, there was a request for information relating to a number of points:

· Coordination procedure
· Information on the coordination requests received by the Office in the recent past years. 


	Proposal

For consideration by FM50.


	Background
Request for clarification relating to the coordination requests and procedure.



Coordination process
The procedure for coordination of a new allotment is given in Article 4 of The Maastricht 2002 Special Arrangement as revised in Constanta 2007 (see Annex 1). In the coordination process, administrations need to consider the guidance given in Annex 4 covering the technical procedure (see Annex 2). 
In particular, it indicates that co-ordination is necessary if the allotment would, using one of the reference networks defined in Annex 2:

· cause field strengths greater than or equal to 38 dB(µV/m) at the boundary of any other administration; or,

· with regard to any other services, cause field strengths greater than or equal to the maximum allowable interfering field strengths at the boundary of any other administration.
This implies that the Office is informed of a coordination request only if one of the two conditions above (or both) is not met.
The coordination process with regard to the other services is covered by Article 5 (see Annex 3). 
Overview of the contiguous channels

The CEPT Report 18 provides overviews on the Allotment in the Plans layer by layer (see Annex 2) and consideration on a possible re-planning of band 1452 – 1479.5 MHz (see Annex 3).When developing the Annex 2, some maps where developed showing the coverage of the different blocks. Those maps are available on the ECO document areas (FM45/x_1.5 GHz channel maps). In addition to those maps, some maps were developed in order to reflect the number of areas where two contiguous blocks were available and where three contiguous blocks were available.
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Coverage areas with two contiguous T-DAB blocks
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Coverage areas with three contiguous T-DAB blocks

It has to be noted that there is currently no tool in the Office available to generate those maps. If there is a need to generate those maps, the Office would have to look for the appropriate tools.
Request for Coordination
The follow up of the request of coordination is available at http://cept.org/ecc/topics/broadcasting/t-dab/ma02revco07-special-arrangement/ma02revco07-t-dab-plan-circular-letters, where the Circular Letters published by the Office are available.

In total, seven Circular Letters have been published by the Office since May 2007. Among them, only two contained request for new allotments.  

In Circular Letter 013, the Slovak Republic requested the coordination of several new allotments. Among them, it can be seen that 8 of them were for 3 contiguous channels operated over the same area. Not all those requests were successful (5 set of 3 contiguous channels operated over the same area are contained in Part2sup).

In Circular Letter 018, the Czech Republic requested the coordination of a new allotment. However, a brief analysis shows that this will not result in a set of 3 contiguous channels operated over the same area.

Assignments per country

The following table provides an overview of the number of Allotments per country.

	Country
	Allotment in Part 1
	Allotment in Part 2
	Allotment in Part 2sup
	Total

	Top of Form

Albania Bottom of Form
	0
	2
	0
	2

	Top of Form

Austria Bottom of Form
	11
	43
	0
	54

	Top of Form

Belgium Bottom of Form
	6
	11
	0
	17

	Top of Form

Bosnia & Herzegovina Bottom of Form
	0
	2
	0
	2

	Top of Form

Bulgaria Bottom of Form
	8
	14
	0
	22

	Top of Form

Croatia Bottom of Form
	11
	22
	0
	33

	Top of Form

Czech Republic Bottom of Form
	1
	26
	1
	28

	Top of Form

Denmark Bottom of Form
	0
	41
	0
	41

	Top of Form

Estonia Bottom of Form
	4
	4
	0
	8

	Top of Form

Finland Bottom of Form
	0
	21
	0
	21

	Top of Form

France Bottom of Form
	134
	67
	0
	201

	Top of Form

Germany Bottom of Form
	108
	112
	0
	220

	Top of Form

Greece Bottom of Form
	4
	60
	0
	64

	Top of Form

Hungary Bottom of Form
	8
	22
	0
	30

	Top of Form

Ireland Bottom of Form
	0
	31
	0
	31

	Top of Form

Italy Bottom of Form
	21
	193
	0
	214

	Top of Form

Latvia Bottom of Form
	4
	7
	0
	11

	Top of Form

Liechtenstein 

Bottom of Form
	2
	1
	0
	3

	Top of Form

Lithuania Bottom of Form
	5
	40
	0
	45

	Top of Form

Luxemburg Bottom of Form
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Top of Form

FYR of Macedonia Bottom of Form
	0
	2
	0
	2

	Top of Form

Malta Bottom of Form
	0
	1
	0
	1

	Top of Form

Moldova Bottom of Form
	0
	26
	0
	26

	Top of Form

Monaco Bottom of Form
	2
	0
	0
	2

	Top of Form

The Netherlands Bottom of Form
	1
	141
	0
	142

	Top of Form

Norway Bottom of Form
	1
	83
	0
	84

	Top of Form

Poland Bottom of Form
	49
	16
	0
	65

	Top of Form

Portugal Bottom of Form
	14
	60
	0
	74

	Top of Form

Romania Bottom of Form
	11
	48
	0
	59

	Top of Form

San Marino Bottom of Form
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Top of Form

Slovak Republic 
Bottom of Form
	1
	16
	12
	29

	Top of Form

Slovenia Bottom of Form
	8
	9
	0
	17

	Top of Form

Spain Bottom of Form
	19
	342
	0
	361

	Top of Form

Sweden Bottom of Form
	0
	93
	0
	93

	Top of Form

Switzerland Bottom of Form
	33
	17
	0
	50

	Top of Form

Turkey Bottom of Form
	6
	5
	0
	11

	Top of Form

Ukraine Bottom of Form
	25
	58
	0
	83

	Top of Form

United Kingdom Bottom of Form
	1
	276
	0
	277


Annex 1: Procedure concerning the modifications of the Plan
Extract of the Maastricht 2002 revised Constanta 2007 Arrangement:

“

ARTICLE 4
Procedure concerning modifications to the Plan
4.1 The Allotment Plan for T-DAB established either

· by the CEPT T-DAB Planning Meeting, Wiesbaden, 1995, or

· by the application of provisions contained in the Wiesbaden, 1995, Special Arrangement, or

· by the CEPT T-DAB Planning Meeting (4)
shall be open to modification in accordance with the procedure of this Article. For that purpose the Plan Management Body, on behalf of the ECC, shall maintain the master copy of the Plan containing all modifications made to the Plan.

4.2
If an administration wishes to modify the Plan, it shall apply the procedure below. 

4.3
A proposed modification to the Plan may consist of:

4.3.1
a change in the characteristics of an allotment in the Plan;

4.3.2
the inclusion of a new allotment in the Plan;

4.3.3
the suppression of an allotment in the Plan.

4.4
For the purpose of effecting a modification to the Plan, the administration concerned shall:

4.4.1
identify the affected administrations, having regard to the relevant provisions associated with the Plan;

4.4.2
send a request for agreement to the administrations concerned giving the information listed in Annex 3;

4.4.3
copy this request to the Plan Management Body, taking into account the provisions in 4.6.

4.4.4
The actions according to 4.4.1, 4.4.2 and 4.4.3 above shall be taken not earlier than four years, but not later than 20 weeks before the date at which the proposed modification is intended to be converted into an assignment.

4.5
The agreement mentioned in 4.4 is not necessary if the proposed modification is:

4.5.1 
the suppression of an allotment in the Plan;

4.5.2
any modification which results in a reduction of the Allotment Area.

4.6
The administration proposing a modification to the Plan shall send the information listed in Annex 3 to the Plan Management Body and shall indicate, as the case may be:

4.6.1
the names of administrations which have been consulted according to 4.4;

4.6.2
that it is not necessary to obtain the agreement of any administration according to 4.5.

4.7
The Plan Management Body, upon receiving a copy of the request under 4.4, shall publish the complete information.

4.8
Following receipt of the publication, an administration, believing that it should have been included in the request for agreement, shall inform the requesting administration within six weeks of the date of publication, giving its reasons for doing so, and shall also inform the Plan Management Body, requesting that its name be included.

4.9
The administration seeking agreement and those administrations with which agreement is sought, may request any additional information they consider necessary.

4.10
Replies to a co-ordination request (4.4) shall be given within a period of twelve weeks of the date of publication or direct request.

4.10.1
If no reply has been received within this period, an urgent reminder shall be sent.

4.10.2
If, two weeks after dispatch of the reminder, no reply has been received, the administration with which co-ordination has been sought shall be considered to have agreed to the proposed change. Justification shall be given for rejecting a request.

4.11
When the Plan Management Body has been notified by the administration seeking co-ordination about the results of a co-ordination and finds that this procedure has been successfully concluded, either by obtaining the agreement of the administrations concerned or by the application of 4.10, it shall update the master copy of the Plan. The new or modified allotment in the Plan shall then have the same status as others appearing in the Plan and shall be considered as being in accordance with the Plan.

4.12
If required, the Plan Management Body shall send a copy of the revised Plan together with an updated Assignment List at six-monthly intervals to all Contracting Administrations and the Chairman of the ECC who shall send a copy to the Secretary-General of the ITU.

4.13 If a modification of an allotment, although made in accordance with the provisions of this Article, results in harmful interference to services of other administrations when it is converted into an assignment, the administration which brought the assignment into use shall, in cooperation with the affected administration, take the necessary action to eliminate such interference in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Radio Regulations.

4.14
Administrations shall communicate information to the Plan Management Body in electronic form. For submission of basic characteristics of T-DAB allotments the record-structure specified in Appendix 1 to Annex 3 shall be used.

“
Annex 2: Procedure for the addition or modification of an Allotment
Extract of the Maastricht 2002 revised Constanta 2007 Arrangement:

“

3.
PROCEDURES FOR THE ADDITION OR MODIFICATION OF AN ALLOTMENT

In the application of the procedures given in Article 4, the methods and criteria given in Annex 2 have to be used to determine whether any other administration is affected by a proposal for a new or modified allotment.

Co-ordination is necessary if the allotment would, using one of the reference networks defined in  Annex 2:

· cause field strengths greater than or equal to 38 dB(µV/m) at the boundary of any other administration; or,

· with regard to any other services, cause field strengths greater than or equal to the maximum allowable interfering field strengths at the boundary of any other administration.

Co-ordination requests will be dealt with by the Plan Management Body in the order in which they are received, the date of reception of each request being recorded and published with the request.

Where a co-ordination request is submitted before the Plan Management Body publishes a co-ordination request from another administration, and where these two requests are mutually incompatible, they shall have an equivalent status in bilateral negotiations between the administrations concerned.

It is admissible for a requesting administration to include, as given in Annex 3B, the full technical characteristics of the assignments which are intended to be used to serve the allotment area. In such a case, the requesting administration should declare in the co-ordination pro-forma based on Annex 3A, that these assignments are to be used in interference calculations for the co-ordination process, instead of one of the reference networks defined in Annex 2. 

The construction of calculation test points is the same procedure as given in Appendix 1 of this Annex. However, in the case described in the previous paragraph, the calculation test points are situated where the transmitting stations of these assignments create a cumulative field strength of 38 dB(µV/m). If a subsequent conversion of the allotment involves assignments which differ in any respect from those included in the co-ordination of the allotment, then the procedure of Section 2.1 of this Annex shall be applied. 

An administration receiving a request for co-ordination of an allotment which is co-block with one of its existing allotments may make agreement to this request conditional on the maintenance of its existing rights of implementation for this existing allotment. The effect of such a condition is that the new allotment would then not have a right of protection from the existing allotment within the contour described by the latter’s calculation test points.

The introduction of frequency offsets for T-DAB blocks contained in the Plan is considered as a modification which must be co-ordinated. The relevant co-ordination criteria for T-DAB against T-DAB would have to be agreed upon among the administrations concerned. 

The use of frequency offsets for T-DAB blocks relative to the frequencies adopted in the Plan may be considered, for example, for the purpose of reducing adjacent block interference;

Such changes involve design implications for T-DAB receivers and the effect of the offsets needs to be co-ordinated between the administrations concerned within the procedures for addition or modification of an allotment. In any event, the number of offset values should be kept to a minimum.

“

Annex 3: Compatibility and sharing with other radiocommunication services
Extract of the Maastricht 2002 revised Constanta 2007 Arrangement:

“

ARTICLE 5
Compatibility and sharing with other radiocommunication services
Section 1:
T-DAB interfering with other radiocommunication services

5.1
Any administration intending to convert an allotment into one or more assignments in accordance with Article 6 of this Special Arrangement, in the band 1452 – 1479.5 MHz, shall obtain the agreement of Contracting Administrations whose other radiocommunication services are likely to be affected. However, such agreement is unnecessary if the T-DAB assignment is within the corresponding allotment and the limits referred to in the following sub-sections are not exceeded.

5.1.1
Reception of stations in the mobile service, except the aeronautical mobile service, operating in the band 1452 - 1492 MHz in conformity with the Radio Regulations on a primary basis is likely to be affected by a proposed T-DAB frequency block assignment if the appropriate limits indicated in Annex 2 are exceeded.

5.1.2
Reception of stations in the fixed service operating in the band 1452 – 1492 MHz in conformity with the Radio Regulations on a primary basis is likely to be affected by a proposed T-DAB frequency block assignment if the appropriate limits indicated in Annex 2 are exceeded.

5.1.3
Reception of stations in the aeronautical mobile service, exclusively for the purposes of telemetry, operating in the band 1452 – 1492 MHz in conformity with No. 5.342 of the Radio Regulations is likely to be affected by a proposed T-DAB frequency block assignment if the appropriate limits indicated in Annex 2 are exceeded.

5.1.4
Reception of stations in the broadcasting satellite service operating in the band 1452 – 1492 MHz in accordance with Resolution 528 ( Rev. WRC-03) is likely to be affected by a proposed T-DAB frequency block assignment if the appropriate limits indicated in Annex 2 are exceeded.

Section 2:
Other radiocommunication services interfering with T‑DAB

5.2
Any administration intending to bring into service a station of another radiocommunication service in accordance with this Special Arrangement shall obtain the agreement of other Contracting Administrations whose T-DAB allotments are likely to be affected.

5.2.1
T-DAB allotments in the band 1452 – 1479.5 MHz which are in conformity with this Special Arrangement are likely to be affected by a proposed assignment to a station in the mobile service if the appropriate limits indicated in Annex 2 are exceeded.

5.2.2
T-DAB allotments in the band 1452 – 1479.5 MHz which are in conformity with this Special Arrangement are likely to be affected by a proposed assignment to a station in the fixed service if the appropriate limits indicated in Annex 2 are exceeded.

5.2.3
T-DAB allotments in the band 1452 – 1479.5 MHz which are in conformity with this Special Arrangement are likely to be affected by a proposed assignment to a station in the aeronautical mobile service operating in accordance with No. 5.342 of the Radio Regulations if the appropriate limits indicated in Annex 2 are exceeded.

“
Annex 4: Overview of the Circular Letters since May 2007

This annex provides an overview of the Circular Letters published by the Office since May 2007.

Circular Letter 013 (15 May 2007): New allotments for the Slovak Republic. 

Among them, at least five blocks of contiguous 3 x 1.712 MHz over the same coverage areas can be identified (see part2sup of the Plan). Information relating to the coordination status of those allotments was received after the publication of the Arrangement.

Circular Letter 014 (02 July 2007): Modification of existing allotments for Germany.
Circular Letter 015 (17 August 2007): Assignment for Germany.
Circular Letter 016 (2 March 2009): Assignment for Germany.
Circular Letter 017 (29 January 2010): Assignment for Germany.
Circular Letter 018 (20 October 2010): One new allotment for the Czech Republic.
CZE00031 – frequency block LA
There is one allotment which is listed for LB CZE00017 (ZLIN) and one allotment listed for LC CZE00001 (CZE PRIORITY 2). However CZE00017 and CZE00031 are not overlapping considering their T-DAB allotment boundary test points.
Circular Letter 019 (17 June 2011): Assignments (coordination was not confirmed yet)

� Some of those allotments are disputed by Hungary. The Slovak Republic also has 13 allotments still in the coordination process.





