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	Summary: 

	A brief summary of the activity in ECO forum on how to apply the prioritisation of criteria. The output from the FM PT50 meeting in Mainz and a number of issues to be discussed were presented. However, the activity in the forum was very limited and no actual progress is to be reported. 

	Proposal: 

	That when assessing the criteria for social and economic benefits FM PT50 has to take into account the special situation of PMSE applications as proposed by Sennheiser. PMSE has lost 61 MHz, excluding the duplex gap, the in the 800 MHz range and this differentiates PMSE from all the other applications which want to have additional or new spectrum. 

	Background:

At its fifth meeting FM PT50 agreed that the forum activity should continue in order to address a number of issues that were raised in Mainz:
· Avoiding consideration of the same information under more than criterion.
· If available, references to similar concepts used within or outside CEPT. 
· How does a candidate application meet a non-applicable criterion, e.g.:
· Compliance with the ECC/DEC/(03)/02 if the required spectrum is outside the 1479,5-1492 MHz band?
· Compliance with the MA02revCO07 special arrangement if the required spectrum is outside the 1452-1479,5 MHz band?
· Compliance with MA02revCO07 as a tool for cross-border coordination if the required service area is the entire CEPT region?

The output from the FM PT50 meeting in Mainz concerning prioritisation of criteria is presented in the annex.
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Annex – Output from the FM PT50 meeting in Mainz
The prioritisation of criteria as shown in the table (three categories) was agreed at the FM PT 50 meeting in Mainz, except the second column (factor).
	Priority
	[Factor]
	No
	Criterion

	High
	[9]
	3
	Extent (maximisation) of social and economic benefits

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

	
	
	5
	Potential for economy of scale (need and potential for harmonisation within and outside CEPT)

	Medium
	[6]
	2
	Possibility to share with other applications/uses (frequency, spatial, time and/or signal separation)

	
	
	1a
	Compatibility with the Radio Regulations (Article 5)

	
	
	1b
	Compatibility with MA02revCO07

	Low
	[3]
	1c
	Compatibility with ECC/DEC/(03)/02



The text below, describing the concept on how to apply the prioritisation, was not agreed at the FM PT50 meeting in Mainz, but was used as a starting point for discussions in this ECO forum.

· A candidate application will be given a mark between 0 and 1 for a single criterion.
· That mark will then be multiplied by the factor in the table associated with that specific criterion resulting in a number of points. 
· The points for all the criteria will then be added in order to get the total number of points for a candidate application.
Note that criterion 1 is separated in three parts (1a, 1b and 1c), where one is given low priority and two are given medium priority, which will have an additional impact on the calculations. 

High priority
· Extent (maximisation) of social and economic benefits will result in a maximum of 9 points.
· Timeframe for availability of equipment on a large scale and for application deployment -status of standardization will result in a maximum of 9 points.
· Potential for economy of scale (need and potential for harmonisation within and outside CEPT) will result in a maximum of 9 points.

Medium priority (In Mainz, Luxembourg expressed some concerns with respect to the subdivision of the first criterion)
· Possibility to share with other applications/uses (frequency, spatial, time and/or signal separation) will result in a maximum of 6 points.
· Compatibility with the Radio Regulations (Article 5) will result in a maximum of 2 points (i.e. 6/3).
· Compatibility with MA02revCO07 will result in a maximum of 2 points (i.e. 6/3).

Low priority (In Mainz, Luxembourg expressed some concerns with respect to the subdivision of the first criterion)
· Compatibility with ECC/DEC/(03)/02 will result in a maximum of 1 point (i.e. 3/3).

Note: The timing aspect should not be taken into account when considering the criterion related to compatibility with the regulatory framework since it is covered in criterion 4.
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