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Minutes
FM PT50 1st meeting

Venue: ECO, Copenhagen, Denmark
27-29 July 2011
1. Opening of the meeting

(1) The Chairman, Mr Deschamps (France), opened the 1st meeting of the project team, welcomed the FM50 participants and thanked the ECO for hosting the meeting.
(2) Mr Le Devendec, Deputy Director of the ECO, welcomed the project team in the ECO premises and gave some details about the practical arrangements.
(3) Each participant introduced himself. The Chairman indicated that due to flight troubles, Mr Talbot was going to follow the meeting from the web for the first afternoon session.
(4) The list of participants is given in Annex 1 (password protected).
2. Adoption of the agenda

(5) The draft Agenda was available as document FM50(11)001rev1. The Project Team agreed to consider documents FM50(11)012, FM50(11)013, FM50(11)014 and FM50(11)INFO 003 despite there availability after the deadline of documents submission.
(6) Mr Rosowski (Germany) asked the possibility to submit a document from Deutsche Telekom and Airbus providing elements to fill the table of Annex 1 of document FM50(11)004. The Chairman indicated that the analysis of the applications with respect to the criteria will not be started at this meeting. Mr Ewers (Germany) indicated that according to him, some elements of this proposed contribution could be helpful under section 3 of the proposed outline of the ECC Report given in document FM50(11)005.
(7) It was then agreed on the one hand that the document will be made available (as FM50(11)015) so that the meeting can check its relevance for drafting section 3 as mentioned above, and on the other hand that if objections are raised on the content of this document, it will be reconsidered at the next FM50 meeting.

(8) The Chairman recalled that it was to the benefice of all participants that the deadline for submitting documents be respected.
(9) It was also agreed that, according to the available time during the meeting, a presentation of the new ECO website by Mr Le Devendec (ECO) could be done under the AOB agenda item.

(10) FM50 approved the Agenda (provided in Annex 2) with the addition of the four documents and of the information document mentioned above.
(11) The Chairman indicated that, basically, he planned to deal with item 5 on Wednesday and with item 6 on the Thursday.

(12) A list of contributions submitted to the meeting is given in Annex 3.
3. Consideration of relevant parts of the 71st and 72nd WG FM Reports
(13) The meeting considered the content of document FM50(11)002, the relevant extracts from the 72nd WGFM Report, and noted in particular that:
· WGFM recalled the rules for participation that apply to this Working Group and its Project Teams.

(14) On this specific issue, the Chairman indicated that FM50 participation should be fully in line with the applicable Rules of Procedures and Working Methods as recalled in the extract of the WGFM meeting Minutes mentioned above. In particular, representatives of organisations that have not signed any LoU or MoU with CEPT can only participate on a case by case basis either if they are invited or authorised by the Chairman. In accordance with the MoU between ETSI and the ECC, full ETSI members are entitled to participate to FM50 meetings.

(15) With regard to section 5.12 of document FM50(11)002, it was noted in particular that:

· WG FM established the new Project Team FM50 on the future use of the 1452-1492 MHz band with the Terms of Reference given in Annex 5 of document FM(11)131;

· WG FM decided to ask the ECC to give the authorisation to the Project Team to develop an impact analysis if FM PT50 sees the need for it, so as to avoid to loose any time taking into account the short time frame during which the work has to be carried out;

(16) The ToR of FM50 were also noted, in particular the task of the Project Team which is to 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.

(17) The Chairman briefly introduced for information document FM50(11)003, the part of the WGFM 71st meeting Minutes (FM(11)062 Annex 18) that was submitted to the ECC meeting in March as the answer of the later.
(18) It was noted by the meeting that part of the information of this document (in particular in sections 2 and 3) could be useful in the future work of FM50.

4. Consideration of relevant parts of the 29th ECC meeting

(19) Mr Ewers (Germany) introduced document FM50(11)006 and draw in particular the attention of the meeting on the fact that:

· The ECC agreed that an impact assessment in the L-band could be developed, to the extent necessary, without additional confirmation from ECC.

· The ECC decided to close WG RA at the end of 2011.
5. Study framework and content
(20) The Chairman introduced document FM50(11)004 proposing an outline and way forward to develop the impact assessment on the future use of the L band. In particular, on the basis of the two relevant ECC deliverables, the ECC Report 125 and the internal ECC Report on Management of Impact Assessment in the ECC structure, five study stages are proposed.
(21) The Chairman indicated that the criteria proposed in stage 2 are those of the ToR of FM50. Also, the list of the considered applications for the future use of the L band as given in stage 3 are those resulting from the FM45 survey.

(22) Finally, the Chairman mentioned that stages 5 and 7 as provided in ECC Report 125 may not be relevant for FM50 work.

(23) Some general comments were made. In particular, Mr Ewers (Germany) indicated that the task of FM50 is not to develop itself the new regulatory framework, if any is needed. This was the general understanding of the meeting. It was agreed that adequate wording may be necessary to clarify that FM50 has to “identify whether further regulatory measures may be required to accommodate candidate applications” and to “propose to the WG FM: which future use(s) of the 1452-1492 MHz band would be the most appropriate for CEPT and, if necessary, which associated regulatory framework may need to be developed” as mentioned in its ToR.
(24) Also Mr Van Dijken (The Netherlands) mentioned that in some countries (The Netherlands in the band 1452-1479.5 MHz till February 2024), administrations have granted authorisations to terrestrial sound broadcasters and that the associated obligations should be recognised. The Chairman answered that this should appear in the description of the situation in the draft ECC Report (section 1 of the outline given in document FM50(11)005).
(25) The meeting then considered the stages proposed one by one.
(26) As far as the criteria in stage two were concerned, Mr Ewers (Germany) indicated that it would be preferable to stick to the wording given in the ToR of FM50. It was recognised that the exact wording of the criteria may depend of the description of the later and in particular, this was the case for keeping or not:
· the reference to the “status of standardization” in the criteria “Timeframe for availability of equipment on a large scale”. It was yet recognised that the status of standardization is one element to be considered in any case;
· the word “maximisation” in the criteria “Extent (maximisation) of social and economic benefits”.
(27) Also, the exact wording of the criteria “Potential for economy of scale (need and potential for harmonisation within and outside CEPT)” may be reviewed after the description of the later, recognising also that the need for harmonisation within and outside CEPT is not the same for all applications.

(28) It was also recognised that the consideration of the existing systems and authorisations will be done under the first criteria (“Compatibility with the current regulatory framework”).
(29) Mr Ewers (Germany) suggested to add one criteria dealing with the justification of the spectrum demand for all the applications and that the potential resource available outside the L band for some applications be also taken into account.
(30) The Chairman recalled that the second element was discussed in WGFM in May 2011 and finally rejected by the later. In addition, he underlined that it may be very difficult to use the element of criteria as the assessment of the availability of an substitutable resource should take into account the impact of the various ranges of frequencies, for instance in terms of propagation.

(31) It was recognised that contributions can be submitted by FM50 participants that take these elements into consideration in the analysis but that these elements are not forming a criteria as such.
(32) With respect to stage 3, the criteria to retain a given combination of applications were slightly modified. With regard to the list of applications to be considered in the study, the following was agreed:

· the list will be reconsidered by the meeting after consideration of the documents related to agenda item 6 or at the second FM50 meeting, in particular with regard to the proposal from the EBU to add another application, “Hybrid broadcast”;

· the FM50 will seek WGFM endorsement if the list is changed with respect to the one listed in document FM50(11)004, based on document FM(11)062 Annex 18;

· the FM50 will seek WGFM endorsement any time the list of candidate applications is modified in the future.

(33) The outline of the impact assessment as given in Annex 04 was agreed by the Project Team, recognising that the names of criteria and the list of the candidate applications should be finalised at the 2nd FM50 meeting.
6. Draft ECC Report outline and content
(34) The Chairman proposed that the group first agrees on the draft ECC Report outline and then, that drafting groups be established the parts of this Report for which material is already available.

(35) The Chairman introduced document FM50(11)005 providing a draft outline for the ECC Report to be developed by the Project Team.
(36) The outline was generally supported by the group.
(37) Mr Talbot (United-Kingdom) introduced document FM50(11)011, inviting FM50 to ensure that its outputs recognise the importance of establishment of Least Restrictive Technical Conditions (LRTCs). The UK proposes then that the draft ECC Report should, at a minimum, identify the benefits of LRTC, in establishing a technology and service neutral environment.
(38) The Chairman stressed that the necessity to develop LRTC is already broadly recognised within Europe and to specify it for a given band only may weaken this concept. He recalled, for instance, the Opinion of the RSPG on RSPP.
(39) It was agreed that, on the basis of the item 8 of the ToR of FM50, this issue will be re-discussed when considering work on the regulatory framework, noting that it may not be possible to develop LRTC for each applications proposed.
(40) The agreed outline of the draft Report is given in Annex 05.
(41) The Chairman recalled that document FM50(11)003, already introduced (see section 3 above), may provide useful elements to elaborate the draft ECC Report and may be then reconsidered accordingly.
(42) Mr Lebrun (DigitalEurope) introduced document FM50(11)007. He mentioned that DigitalEurope supports the future use of the L-band 1452-1492 MHz in CEPT for Downlink Multimedia services. This band indeed offers the combination of significant capacity and adequate propagation properties in order to support value added services related to the delivery of downlink multimedia services. Mr Lebrun indicated that a harmonised technology neutral band plan could be developed for downlink multimedia which could accommodate both broadcasting and broadband downlink technologies and respond to consumers’ demand for convergent services.
(43) It was agreed that some elements of this document are useful for drafting the ECC Report.

(44) Mr Donohue (France) introduced document FM50(11)008 providing elements to be incorporated in the first section of the draft ECC Report.
(45) It was agreed to use this contribution as the basis for drafting the first section of the draft ECC Report.

(46) Mr Westring (Sweden) introduced document FM50(11)009, providing the view of Sweden with regard to the use of the L band. Sweden considers that MA02revCO07 shall be retained and that a supplementary document to MA02revCO07 focusing on broader application(s) in order to cover the entire 40 MHz shall be prepared. FM PT 50 shall carry out studies for application(s) that are compatible with MA02revCO07. Within the framework of that Arrangement, mobile multimedia downlink (MMD) shall be possible for future use in the band 1452-1492 MHz, but the use shall not necessarily be limited to that application.
(47) Sweden considers that the work within the project team shall aim towards least restrictive technical conditions, which will have a major impact when considering candidate applications. One of the candidate solutions for the band 1452-1492 MHz shall be terrestrial mobile multimedia services, which is covered in MA02revCO07. In order to clarify the situation for the continued work within the CEPT/ECC framework a common and clear definition and description of MMD application are useful and are proposed in the document FM50(11)009.
(48) Mr Ewers (Germany) questioned the interest of having two parallel band plans. In addition, he questioned why downlink applications would be more successful after the FM50 work while it has been already possible for mobile multimedia to use the band since 2007.
(49) Mr Westring recalled that in the current approach, the whole 40 MHz band was under consideration, and not only the first 27.5 MHz. This was supported by the UK, Italy and the Netherlands.

(50) It was agreed to use document FM50(11)009 when drafting the third section of the draft ECC Report.
(51) Mr Westring (Sweden) introduced document FM50(11)010, providing the view of Sweden with regard to the designation of 1479.5-1492 MHz for S-DAB through ECC/DEC/(03)/02. With the objective to harmonise the regulatory environment for the entire 1452-1492 MHz and considering the very limited development of digital sound broadcasting via satellite across Europe in the 1479.5-1492 MHz frequency band, Sweden considers that the ECC/DEC/(03)/02 shall be suppressed.
(52) Mr Donohue (France) indicated that the proposal prejudge the result of the study as it provides a regulatory proposal. This was supported by Mr Van Dijken (The Netherlands). Mr Westring still stressed that it was necessary to keep the information provided in the document in mind.
(53) It was finally agreed that this document should be reconsidered further when the regulatory options will be discussed.

(54) Mr Ardito (Italy) introduced document FM50(11)012, proposing that FM50 studies those applications that are compatible with the MA02revCO07 Arrangement  and in particular to focus only on terrestrial broadcasting and mobile multimedia downlink that are enlisted in FM50(11)004 Stage 3. The document also proposes to thoroughly analyse the effects and impact of applications not compatible with MA02revCO07 on the existing regulatory framework and active applications. The Italian Administration suggests furthermore that any regulatory framework proposed shall maximise the economic and social benefits for the CEPT area while simplifying and reducing complexity of additional planning and coordination activities.
(55) Mr Ardito mentioned that the Italian Administration supports the existing regulatory framework and considers it to be the most effective from an economic and a social perspective. However, in the case there should be the need of additional harmonisation, a revision of the existing framework could be the most cost-effective way to combine flexibility, choice (of applications) and implementation speed.
(56) Finally, document FM50(11)012 also proposes elements to be incorporated in section 3 of the draft Report on the basis of the outline provided in document FM50(11)005.
(57) It was agreed to use elements of the Italian contribution when drafting the third section of the draft ECC Report.

(58) Mr Brugger (EBU) introduced the document FM50(11)013 stating that the EBU supports the flexible use of the band 1452 - 1479.5 MHz. The document also recalls that the flexibility incorporated in the Ma02revCO07 Special Arrangement enables the national administrations to take the approach that best suits their national requirements. This includes the introduction of: T-DAB or enhanced radio services in accordance with the Ma02revCO07 Plan; other terrestrial multimedia systems that are compatible with the Plan by virtue of the envelope concept; terrestrial multimedia systems that require larger bandwidth than 1.7 MHz by aggregating T-DAB frequency blocks; or any combination of these previous possibilities.
(59) The EBU proposes then to retain the regulatory frameworks of the MA02revCO07 Special Arrangement even if other mobile multimedia systems than T-DAB are to be implemented in the frequency band 1452-1479.5 MHz.

(60) Mr Andersen (Denmark) indicated that he was sceptical about the possibility to have one 5 MHz channel Plan in the Maastricht Arrangement as the bandwidth is not wide enough. Mr Lebrun (DigitalEurope) thanked the EBU for the comprehensive contribution and informed the meeting that, due to lack of spectrum efficiency, there is no actual development of the 1.4 and 3 MHz channel width for LTE in 3GPP, despite of the development of the corresponding technical specifications.
(61) Mr Cantarano (France) also thanked the EBU for the contribution and indicated that the SDR (Satellite Digital Radio) standard was missing in the list provided in the document.

(62) To a question of Mr Ewers (Germany), Mr Brugger answered that the EBU was also interested in the satellite part of the band but that it was not clear for the EBU at the beginning if the upper 12.5 MHz band was also part of the study. This is the reason why the submitted contribution was mainly dealing with the lower part of the L band.

(63) In addition, Mr Cantarano indicated that the SDR standard is also of relevance for the lower 27.5 MHz sub band, and proposed to provide further information in this respect for inclusion in a future revision of the third section of the Draft ECC Report.
(64) It was agreed that this document will be used when drafting the first section of the draft ECC Report with the relevant parts of it dealing with the current regulation.
(65) Mr Van Dijken (The Netherlands) introduced document FM50(11)014 on behalf of the administration of Luxembourg that was not in a position to attend this meeting. This document provides information related to satellite filings submitted to ITU-R by CEPT administrations for S-DAB services that include the 1479.5-1492 MHz band. It also proposes that the interest for S-DAB within CEPT be taken into account when developing an ECC report on the most appropriate use of the L-band and when reviewing ECC/DEC/(03)/02.

(66) Mr Westring (Sweden) objected that the given satellite network notifications were not necessarily covering the European geographical area. The Netherlands and France informed that at least the satellite networks they notified are covering at least the major part of this area.
(67) Mr Lebrun (DigitalEurope) asked if it was possible to have information about the service that would be proposed by the notified satellite networks once operational in the L band. Administrations or satellite operators/manufacturers having filings in this band were invited to provide such information.

(68) Mr Westring (Sweden) indicated that the Swedish filings are not specific to the L band and assumed that it is also the case for other fillings.

(69) Mr Van Dijken (The Netherlands) stated that, although L band frequencies may be part of a package, in principle they are filings for the L band.

(70) Mr Dolizy (France) asked if it was possible to have information about the ending date of validity of the filings mentioned in the document from Luxembourg.

(71) It was agreed that this document will be partly used when drafting the first section of the draft ECC Report with the relevant parts of it dealing with the current situation within the considered band. It could be reconsidered further when the regulatory options will be assessed. It was also agreed that, in the first section of the ECC Report, this information should be balanced with other factual information, e.g. about the lack of authorisation for S-DAB transmission in Europe.
(72) Mr Rosowski (Germany) introduced document FM50(11)015 from Deutsche Telekom and Airbus. This document provides information about the BDA2GC system proposed to be taken into account for the impact analysis on the future use of the L-band.
(73) It was noted that the document was already providing elements of analysis of the BDA2GC with respect to the criteria while the application was not yet described. It was then agreed the document will be more relevant when the group will start the analysis of the applications with respect to the agreed criteria.
(74) Mr Le Devendec (ECO) introduced the Information document FM50(11)INFO 001, the 6th annex of the FM45 Report to the February 2011 meeting of WGFM. This document provides elements of information about the allocations and uses of the L band in CEPT and elsewhere in the world.
(75) Mr Westring (Sweden) indicated that the information coming from the ECA may be misleading as T-DAB and S-DAB are still appearing as the major use within CEPT. The Chairman recalled that this is related to the fact that CEPT as approved deliverables (Maastricht Arrangement and ECC/DEC/(03)02) but that Sweden may use the current public consultation on the ECA to suggest modifications to that situation.
(76) It was agreed to use elements of this Information document when drafting the first section of the draft ECC Report.

(77) Mr Le Devendec (ECO) introduced the Information document FM50(11)INFO 002, the 7th annex of the FM45 Report to the February 2011 meeting of WGFM. This document provides elements of information about the flexibility of the MA02 Arrangement.

(78) Mr Ewers (Germany) noted that some additional information may be needed and useful, such as a map of two or three adjacent 1.7 MHz channels with the current Plan of MA02revCO07 together with the requests for coordination. The ECO was tasked to provide the information relating to the Plan as available in the Office.
(79) It was agreed to use elements of this Information document when drafting the first section of the draft ECC Report.

(80) The Chairman then proposed to establish three drafting groups, related to different sections of the draft ECC Report. The first one would be in charge of starting the drafting the 1st section dealing with the description of the context of the study. The second one would be in charge of drafting the 2nd section describing the criteria retained for the study. The third one would start to draft the 3rd section of the draft ECC Report, in particular with regard to the description of the candidate applications for the L band as retained in the framework defined above (see Annex 04, the outline of the study).

(81) This was agreed by the meeting, and Mr Le Devendec (ECO), Mr Donohue (France) and Mr van Dijken volunteered to chair, respectively, the first, second and third drafting groups. Documents FM50(11)003, 005, 008, 013, 014 and INFO 001 and 002 were allocated to DG1, document FM50(11)004 was allocated to DG2 and documents FM50(11)003, 005, 007, 009 and 012 were allocated to DG3.

(82) The Project Team considered then the working documents resulting from the work carried out by the three drafting groups, respectively given in Annexes 6, 7 and 8.
(83) With regard to section 2 of the draft ECC Report, Mr Talbot (UK) proposed to add another criteria that would be to consider the possibility for CEPT to limit its action to the establishment of LRTC, without further action. It was noted that such proposal was more a regulatory option than a criteria.

(84) With regard to the proposal from DG3 to change “hybrid terrestrial/satellite” into “mixed terrestrial/satellite”, the Project Team preferred to maintain the first wording as it is the one used in other ECC deliverables and in EFIS. It was agreed that a definition of such “hybrid terrestrial/satellite” should be given in section 3.

(85) With regard to the elements about the spectrum needs of the applications, it was agreed that they should be given in section 3 of the draft ECC Report, as a part of the description of these applications.
(86) It was agreed to further work on the elaboration of the first three sections of the draft ECC Report with the aim to finalise, if possible, the section 2 (“description of the criteria”) at the 2nd meeting of FM50.
7. Work programme
(87) The Chairman provided an updated information upon the new WP of FM50.
8. Any other business
(88) Mr Le Devendec (ECO) gave a presentation of the new CEPT web site and in particular gave details about the procedures to follow to register to a group, to a meeting and to download documents.

(89) This presentation was highly appreciated by the meeting.

(90) The Chairman invited the meeting to note the information document FM50(11)INFO 003 announcing the creation of the “RNP Forum”.
9. Future meeting(s)
(91) The following dates and venues were decided for the subsequent FM50 meetings:
· 20th September 2011 starting at 9:30 a.m. – 22nd September 2011, Roma (participants are requested to register as soon as possible and in any case no later than 6th September 2011).
· 30th November – 2nd December, venue TBD.
· 7th – 9th March 2012, venue TBD.
10. Approval of the minutes of the meeting

(92) The meeting approved the minutes of the 1st FM50 meeting provided in document FM50(11)016.
11. Closure of the meeting

(93) The Chairman expressed thanks to delegates for their participation in the meeting and to the ECO for the excellent facilities and hospitality provided during the meeting. He wished all the participants a safe trip back home and a nice summer.
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