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	Summary

During the 6th session of the FM50, there was substantial progress on the methodology to combine several criteria for  applications, into one impact assessment (IA).
The discussion highlighted, in particular, that two criteria (Criterion 1: Compatibility with regulatory framework and Criterion 2: Possibility to share with other applications/uses) may have to be assessed in the context of all the regulatory options (i.e. in section 6), rather than for each individual application. 

The UK shares this view and wants to underline that the role of the IA, as defined in ECC methodology, is to provide an assessment of the three regulatory options available for CEPT administrations (as defined in Section 5 of the Report and approved by WG FM).As such, the UK fully supports the conclusion stated in document FM50(12)044_Annex 7 that;

‘The FM PT50 shall assess, with the support of an impact analysis, which future use(s) of the 1452-1492 MHz band would be the most appropriate for CEPT. Hence, the goal is to suggest one preferable regulatory option presented in Chapter 5 of the draft ECC Report.’
As a result and taking into account the discussions on the ECO Forum, section 6 should include elements of the methodology that now, would seem to be stable. Full discussion of the methodology should be provided in an Annex of the IA. 



	Proposal

Adopt the modification proposed to Section 6, in the attached document.


	Background

The goal of the impact analysis is to guide CEPT administrations in their decision process to develop a new regulatory framework for the future use of the 1452-1492 MHz band. As such, it is clear that the role of the impact assessment is to provide an assessment of the different regulatory options available to CEPT administrations, and not to conduct an assessment of the merits, or otherwise, of each individual application.
However, some of the criteria applied in the impact analysis do apply to a specific application. In such a case:

· it is important to clarify in section 6, which criteria apply either to a regulatory option or to an application,
· For regulatory option 3: the application assumed, in the context of the impact assessment for the upper 20 MHz (1472-1492MHz), must be underlined in the report. The application can be one of the following: PMSE or PPDR (Terrestrial broadcasting and Mobile broadband/Mobile SDL have indicated in Section 3 that they are not compatible with regulatory option 3, Satellite broadcasting would appear to require the harmonisation of sub-band).    

The discussions during the 6th FM50 meeting, and the follow up discussions on the ECO Forum, have also clarified the scope of some criteria (namely 2). With the current understanding of their perimeter, it is appropriate to consider the national flexibility offered by a regulatory option under the criteria 2.

(1) In addition, WG FM concluded at its 74th meeting that 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."

It is important to include, in the IA, a detailed presentation of the methodology adopted. This can be done via an Annex to the IA.




