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5.5 FM PT 50 (1452 – 1492 MHz)

5.5.1
Progress Report

(1) The Chairman of FM PT50, Dr. Benoist Deschamps (F), introduced the progress report of FM PT 50 (Document FM(12)050rev1). The FM PT 50 met four times between WGFM#73 and WGFM#74.
(2) The work mainly concentrated on the following issues related to the draft ECC Report: finalisation of the description of the study context; finalisation of the description of the candidate applications; draft analysis of the candidate applications, finalisation of the description of the regulatory options.

(3) The FM PT 50 Chairman indicated that the Project Team is looking for guidance on which option should be followed with respect to the consideration of new candidate applications received, either to consider them similarly to the applications contained in the initial list or to disregard them taking into account that the proposed regulatory framework, potentially based on LRTC, should be developed in a way that enables the accommodation of additional applications. The FM50 Chairman stressed that, according to the Project Team, considering additional applications may result in delaying significantly the finalisation of the work of FM50 and that the majority of administrations in FM50 that expressed their views supported the second of the two options above.

(4) Mr Westring (Sweden) introduced the relevant part of document FM(12)063 proposing that no additional applications should be considered by FM PT 50 in its work. Sweden stressed that as other Project Teams are waiting for the results of FM PT 50 work, this Project Team work should not be delayed in providing the final draft ECC Report.

(5) Ireland indicated that other candidate applications,  e.g. from the utilities sector, should be considered by FM PT 50 at this stage while CEPT is still developing a structure for the L-band.

(6) The United Kingdom stressed that whilst it had requested FM PT50 to take due notice of the additional two applications, as presented to the Mainz (meeting #5), it accepted that to ask FM PT 50 to consider them in the work of FM50 could raise difficulties within the Project Team. If these new candidate applications were included it would be difficult for the group not to accept further candidate applications, all of which would have to be treated equally, recognising  that the final draft ECC Report is to be submitted the next meeting of WGFM in September. Accepting further candidate application may increase, significantly, the workload of FM PT 50. In addition, UK felt that the regulatory approach based on LRTC should provide enough flexibility to administrations.

(7) Italy, Switzerland, the Russian Federation, Denmark, Norway, Germany and Finland supported the view expressed by Sweden with regard to the proposed inclusion of additional applications.

(8) WGFM concluded that, taking into account that the proposed regulatory framework, potentially based on LRTC, should be developed in a way that enables the accommodation of additional applications, FM PT 50 shall not consider in its work other applications than those of the initial list.

(9) The FM PT 50 Chairman then reported that the Project Team proposes that the band plans to be considered in the development of the regulatory options be based on 1.7 MHz or 5 MHz channel width only. This was endorsed by WGFM.

(10) The FM PT 50 Chairman then indicated that the Project Team is inviting WG FM to note and give guidance as necessary on the fact that no additional regulatory options has been proposed in FM PT 50 in addition to the four listed in the draft section 5 of the Preliminary ECC Report.
(11) Mr Westring (Sweden) introduced the remaining part of document FM(12)063 proposing that regulatory option 1 be used as a reference only and that regulatory option 4 be deleted.

(12) Mr Geurtz (Luxembourg) introduced document FM(12)065 inviting WG FM to encourage FM PT 50 to take into account in its work that the S-DAB application shall not require a dedicated sub-band and corresponding harmonisation and band designation so that any CEPT country may decide whether to protect the reception of the satellite signals in their territory. In addition, WG FM is invited to request preliminary guidance from FM PT 50 on the level of satellite signal that would allow a reasonable quality of service (signal strength, capacity) for the S-DAB application while at the same time not resulting in excessive harmful interference to terrestrial services.

(13) Mr Ardito (Italy) introduced document FM(12)068 proposing to delete regulatory option 4.

(14) Norway highlighted that document FM(12)065 contains considerable uncertainties about the potentiality and real plans for the development of S-DAB in the L band and expressed its support to Sweden and Italy to delete regulatory option 4.

(15) With regard to the issue raised by Sweden on the consideration of the first option, the FM PT 50 Chairman indicated that, as it is described in the ECC Report 125 on “guidelines for the implementation of impact assessment in relation to spectrum matters”, the ‘no change’ option is included in the regulatory options as the benchmark. Sweden stated that it will not be able to support regulatory option 1 as the basis for future uses within CEPT.
(16) On the basis of the above, WGFM concluded that a footnote will be added to regulatory option 1 to clarify its inclusion in regulatory options with the following text extracted from the ECC Report 125 (section 7.3, p.9): “When identifying the possible options, ECC should generally start by considering the option of not changing the regulatory framework, either by not introducing regulation or by retaining existing regulation. This option – ‘Do Nothing’ will be the benchmark or base case against which other options will be judged even though it may not be always practical."

(17) Luxembourg and The Netherlands indicated that satellite operators need regulatory certainty to proceed with the appropriate investments. In addition, Luxembourg explained that no band designation is requested and that it can support the deletion of regulatory option 4.

(18) Norway stressed that the satellite regulation in the L-band has been stable for the past 20 years in the ITU and for the past 9 years in CEPT since the adoption of the ECC/DEC/(03)02.

(19) Ireland supported that the option 4 be maintained to allow flexibility for S-DAB deployment while Czech Republic, Lithuania, Switzerland and Belgium supported the deletion of this option.

(20) WGFM concluded that regulatory option 4 should be deleted and that FM PT 50 shall consider only the three remaining regulatory options as described in the Preliminary Draft ECC Report.

5.5.2 Impact assessment

(21) The FM PT 50 Chairman indicated that the Project Team slightly modified the outline of the impact assessment given in Annex 2 of document FM(12)050rev1. WG FM noted this outline without comment.
5.5.3 ECC Report on regulatory framework

(22) Mr Chourbaji (DigitalEurope) introduced document FM(12)046. Ireland supported the proposals of this document while Germany proposed to forward this position paper to FM50 and did not support this document as it favours one particular application and would therefore prejudge the outcome of the impact assessment. 
(23) WGFM noted this document.

(24) Mr Gepko (Ukraine) introduced document FM(12)055. Germany indicated that the position expressed in this document has already been taken into account in the draft section 4 of the ECC Report.

(25) The FM PT 50 Chairman supported the view expressed by Germany.

(26) The FM PT 50 Chairman indicated that any comment from WGFM on the preliminary ECC Report given in Annex 1 of document FM(12)050rev1 was welcomed.

(27) Germany indicated that a note should be included to indicate that the conditions given by the regulatory framework for the protection of the adjacent bands (below 1452 MHz and above 1492 MHz) has to be taken into account by the future use(s) of the band 1452-1492 MHz and hence might limit the factual usability of the spectrum under consideration by the application(s) proposed within the above mentioned regulatory options. Germany clarified that it is not the intention to study this aspect in detail within FM PT 50, because it would be out of the scope of the ToR.
(28) The WG FM concluded that this should be discussed within FM PT 50 and that Germany is invited to contribute to FM PT 50 directly on this issue.

(29) The Vice-Chair of WGFM, Ms Reis, noted that only audio PMSE were considered in the description of the PMSE application and wondered if this was appropriate, taking into account that the spectrum for video links is insufficient and there is equipment on the market.

(30) The FM PT 50 Chairman indicated that only audio PMSE were proposed and supported in the project team work.

(31) WGFM concluded that video links could be discussed under the PMSE application and invited all involved parties to participate to the FM PT 50 work. WGFM then noted without additional comment the preliminary ECC Report given in Annex 1 of document FM(12)050rev1.

