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	Summary: 

	ECC PT 1 is now responsible for preparing a revised Draft ERC Decision (98)22. There has been an intensive debate on this revision particularly with regard to technical issues on one side (e.g. on the way that antenna gain/EIRP should be reflected) and on the other hand, in relation to a more regulatory issue (e.g. reference to an Harmonised standard in the decision, limitation of the scope to certain type of DECT implementations).

Portugal believes that the matter of revising/clarifying ERC Decision (98)22 has brought up some possible inconsistencies which, in any case, were already existing since many years. The issues in connection with this revision have been debated in several fora (e.g. TCAM, WGFM, WGRA, WGSE) and now is in the hands of ECC PT1. Portugal has the view that, although there is a lot of material on this issue, the matter is not clearly and thoroughly understood.
 
It is clear that the previous technical studies on DECT applications as covered in the scope of Decision (98)22 have used an EIRP of 24 dBm. However, as discussed in the previous ECC PT1 meetings, there might be an ambiguity on the current ERC Decision (98)22 as the reference to the DECT harmonized standard EN 301 406 in contained therein. It has to be stated that the current legal framework for placing the DECT equipment – covered by the scope of ERC Decision (98)22 – on the market and putting into service without restriction (Class 1) is clear (it is stated in sub class 18 that 250 mW peak e.r.p. is to be complied with).

Notwithstanding, on a possible revision of ERC Decision (98)22 with the aim to explicitly include the use of EIRP higher than 24 dBm, Portugal believes that technical studies on sharing and compatibility should be revisited, namely to take on board the adjacent use of the band (e.g possible use of 2 GHz TDD bands – CEPT Report 39 – and the 1800 MHz down link sub band for broadband systems – CEPT Report 41). Given the above, Portugal has the view that the revision of ERC Decision (98)22 can be kept on hold until these analyses are performed.

It has to be highlighted that Portugal does not have any fundamental difficulty on the aim to explicitly include the use of EIRP higher than 24 dBm in ERC Decision (98)22, however we understand that this should be better substantiated. It is our belief that detailed technical studies could improve the clarity on this matter (i.e. through an ECC Report).

	Proposal:
At the current stage, Portugal proposes the revision of ERC Decision (98)22 to be kept on hold. 
In order to explicitly cater for the use of EIRP higher than 24 dBm in the scope of ERC Decision (98)22, it is proposed that ECC PT1 revisit the previous CEPT studies and to develop an ECC Report on this matter allowing a more transparency/clarity on its deliberation.


	Background: 
The last ECC PT1 meeting in Kristiansand, 17-21 September 2012, have highlighted that divergent views exists on the issue of Revision of ECC Decision (98)22.The main issue is related to the way the antenna gain is reflected together with the power value of 250mW. Input contributions were invited for the Marseille ECC PT1 meeting. 
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