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Main results of the Conference

Thanks to the intensive CEPT preparatory work for the first session of the Conference the outcome can be considered as a success for Europe. The preparatory work that took over two years was done in the framework of the ECC, most of it in the working group FM. As a result 17 ECPs (European Common Proposals) were submitted to the ITU. 

CEPT had the honour to provide the co-chair of the Conference (C. van Diepenbeek, NL), one of the vice-chairs (Jim Connolly, IRL) and also the chair of Committee 4 - Technical Aspects (S. Perpar, SVN). CEPT also provided the chairmen for WG 4A (Dr Grosskopf, D), WG 4B (J.J. Guitot, F), WG 5A (N. Laflin, UK) and WG 5B (D. Sau​vet-Goichon, F).

Jim Connolly (IRL) successfully lead the coordination at the CEPT level during this first session. 

On the technical aspect, the majority of the content of the ECPs was adopted by the Conference; similarly also for those elements of ECPs dealing with regulatory and procedural aspects of the RRC. Especially the request to allow the maximum of flexi​bility for new innovative applications was accepted. 

Although the date for the second session has to be decided by the ITU Council, this first session of the Conference agreed that the second session should be held during spring 2006, as CEPT proposed.

The decision on the Transition Period has been postponed to the second session of the Conference. 

It was only possible to get an agreement on two very different options as follows: 

· Option 1 (proposed by CEPT)
As early as possible and preferably not later than 2015; however, longer and shorter transition periods may be agreed multilaterally provided they do not af​fect other administrations concerned.
· Option 2 (Arabic and African countries)
No earlier than 2028 and not later than 2038, however, shorter transition periods may be agreed multilaterally.

Only after lengthy and complicated discussions it was possible to agree on the defini​tions of existing and planned assignments and allotments of the broadcasting service and existing and planned assignments of other primary services.

On the equitable access, it was possible to reach an acceptable compromise for CEPT as a result of intensive negotiations with other regional organisations. Russia and some other RCC countries have located “other primary Services” in the concerned broadcasting bands and there was concern that these services could block develop​ment of digital broadcasting services in neighbouring countries. The main principle of the compromise is, that other primary services, not properly coordinated, will be taken into account during the planning, but these shall not block the implementation of the new plan.

The first session also decided on the organisation of the work during the intersessional period and approved the time schedule for key milestones including submission of requirements by administrations and the planning exercises.

Two groups were established:

· The IPG (intersessional planning group) chairman  K. Arasteh (IRN).  Anders Frederich (SWE) was appointed as a vice-chair of the IPG;

· The RPG (regulatory/procedural group) chairman  F. Rancy (F).

Officials from the ITU BR assisted by two experts from each of the regional groups, including CEPT, and the EBU will perform the planning exercises.
RRC-04 agreed, due to budget constraints, that only two, instead of three, planning exercises will be carried out in preparation for the second session. In this context, it must be noted that the software to be used for the planning exercises is not yet avail​able. EBU and the ERO are developing this software, which will become available in August 2004.

Consequences for CEPT - tasks to fulfil until RRC-06

In its forthcoming meeting, the ECC will decide whether or not to establish a new working group to fulfil the intersessional work and also to prepare the second session of the Conference. If a new group is not established the work will be undertaken by WGFM. In any case a project plan and work schedule for the intersessional work to be undertaken by CEPT will be prepared by an Extraordinary WGFM meeting in Berlin at the end of June. Some unresolved issues from the first session will need to be clarified before the second session e.g. equitable access. 

Moreover it will be very important to take an active role in the work of the Groups of the ITU (RPG and IPG). For the work of these groups it will be important to agree on common European positions. It will also be important to safeguard that the new digi​tal plan will allow enough flexibility for the introduction of new innovative services in Europe.

Bi- and multilateral agreements between neighbour countries will increase the prob​ability that national requirements following these agreements can be satisfied during the planning process. CEPT will play an active role in encouraging this kind of nego​tiations.

When ever possible CEPT shall give support to the BR and EBU in developing the software planning tool and in the planning exercises.

Consequences for EU - tasks to fulfil until RRC-06

One of the difficult questions to be addressed by the second session of the conference will be how to move through the transition period. In Europe the plans for the switch off of the analogue transmitters are very different from one country to another. In this context it has to be noted that the importance of terrestrial television varies from country to country. It is noted that the subgroup of the RSPG on digital switchover asks guidance from the RSPG on this question.

Only a common approach in Europe will result in a digital dividend in the medium term. CEPT believes that this question of the digital dividend is the responsibility of each member state, since it will be a result of the amount of national requirements for digital broadcasting. However, the EU may play an active role in this topic.

If the EU has the opinion that parts of the digital dividend should be used in a harmo​nised way to introduce new innovative applications or services in Europe, CEPT is ready to study these questions.
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