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	Summary: 

	A brief summary of the activity in ECO forum on priority of criteria is presented also taking into account the contributions from Sweden (Helsinki), France and Germany (Mainz) to some extent. Contributions from Germany, Italy, UK, Luxembourg and EBU were posted on the forum and they address the subject in rather different ways. However, the conclusions that could be drawn from the work with priority of criteria are as the following: 
· Divergent views with respect to the priorities concerning many of the criteria.
· No real progress on how to use/apply an agreed prioritization.
· Where mentioned in the forum the criterion possibility to combine/share with other applications/uses is considered as one criterion. However, two administrations express in their contributions outside the forum that combine and share should be considered separately or at least weighted in different ways.

	Proposal: 

	It is proposed to consider the various proposals and the summary in Table 1 in this document at an early stage of the fifth meeting of FM PT50. 

	Background:

At its third meeting FM PT50 agreed that a correspondence activity should be established to study more carefully the following two issues:
· Combination and sharing: should these criteria be separated in the prioritisation? 
· How to use/apply any prioritisation, on the basis of the one proposed by Sweden.

It was also agreed that such activity was not the initiation of drafting section 5 of the ECC Report.




The focus of the ECO forum activity was mainly on the prioritization itself and the conclusions that could be drawn from the work are the following: 
· Divergent views with respect to the priorities concerning many of the criteria.
· No real progress on how to use/apply any prioritization.
· Where mentioned in proposals in the forum the criterion possibility to combine/share with other applications/uses is considered as one criterion. However, two administrations express in their contributions outside the forum that combine and share should be considered in separately or at least weighted in different ways.
It has been apparent from the ECO forum that there are divergent views with respect to the various priorities of the five groups of criteria. Also taking into account the discussions during the meeting in Helsinki and the contributions to this meeting, a simple summary of the proposed prioritizations is presented in Table 1 (see also Annex 1).
Table 1
	No
	Criterion
	Remarks

	1a
	Compatibility with the Radio Regulations
	Divergent views

	1b
	Compatibility with MA02revCO07
	Low priority (except Italy)

	1c
	Compatibility with ECC/DEC/(03)/02
	Low priority

	2a
	Possibility to share with other applications/uses (spatial, time and/or signal separation?)
	Divergent views

	2b
	Possibility to combine with other applications/uses (frequency separation?)
	Low priority (except Germany)

	3a
	Extent (maximisation) of social benefits
	Medium or high priority (except Italy?)

	3b
	Extent (maximisation) of economic benefits
	Medium or high priority (except Italy?)

	4
	Timeframe for availability of equipment on a large scale and for application deployment - status of standardisation
	Medium priority

	5
	Potential for economy of scale (need and potential for harmonisation within and outside CEPT)
	Medium or high priority (except Italy?)


In addition to this EBU raised a point that was not about the priority of criteria but rather about the manner in which the criterion possibility to combine/share with other applications/uses should be applied. Since they believe that there are services in operation which comply with the Radio Regulations but are not necessarily proposed as candidate applications, attention was drawn to Article 5 of the Ma02revCo07. That deals with compatibility and sharing between T- DAB and other radiocommunication services, i.e.:
· the mobile service, except the aeronautical mobile service,
· the fixed service,
· the aeronautical mobile service, exclusively for the purpose of telemetry, operating in conformity with No. 5.342 of the Radio Regulation, and
· the broadcasting satellite service operating in accordance with Resolution 528 (Rev. WRC-03). 
EBU believes that within the scope of the above mention criterion the candidate applications should also be assessed with respect to these other services even if they are not being considered as candidate applications by FM PT50.






Annex 1 – Proposed prioritizations 
Sweden (contribution that was the basis for creating the forum)
1. Possibility to share with other applications/uses and the extent (maximization) of social and economic benefits
1. Compatibility with the Radio Regulations (RR) and the timeframe for availability of equipment on a large scale and for application deployment – status of standardization
1. Potential for economy of scale (need and potential for harmonisation within and outside CEPT for the candidate application to work)
1. Compatibility with MA02revCO07 and the possibility to combine with other applications/uses 
1. Compatibility with ECC/DEC/(03)/02 

Germany
1. Possibility to combine/share with other applications/uses 
2. Potential for economy of scale (need and potential for harmonisation within and outside CEPT) 
3. Extent (maximisation) of social and economic benefits 
4. Timeframe for availability of equipment on a large scale and for application deployment - status of standardization
5. Compatibility with the current regulatory framework

Italy
1. Prioritize compatibility with current regulatory framework and in particular with Radio Regulations and MA02revCO07 agreement 
2. Timeline for application deployment

UK
1. Extent (maximisation) of social and economic benefits 
2. Potential for economy of scale (need and potential for harmonisation within and outside CEPT) 
3. Timeframe for availability of equipment on a large scale and for application deployment - status of standardisation 
4. Compatibility with the current regulatory framework
5. Possibility to combine/share with other applications/uses

France (contribution outside the forum)
1. Extent (maximisation) of social and economic benefits & Potential for economy of scale (need and potential for harmonization within and outside CEPT)
2. Timeframe for availability of equipment on a large scale and for application deployment – status of standardisation & Compatibility with Radio Regulations and Maastricht Agreement
3. Possibility to share/combine with other applications/uses & Compatibility with ECC DEC(03)02
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