
Question 1:This executive summary sets out Ofcom?s proposals for the 
release of the digital dividend. Do you agree with these proposals?.: 

No. 

Question 2:Do you have any comments on our analysis of the essential 
constraints that will apply to the available UHF spectrum?.: 

It doesn't take into consideration present-day usage. 

Question 3:Do you agree with the more detailed analysis and proposals 
regarding these technical constraints as set out in Annex 10?.: 

Seems to be in order. 

Question 4:Do you have any comments on Ofcom?s assessment of the 
potential uses of this spectrum? Are there any potential uses which 
should be considered that are not mentioned in this document?.: 

Your speculation seems to be fairly reasonable 

Question 5:Do you have any comments on our analysis of the choice 
between a market-led and an interventionist approach to the release of 
this spectrum? Do you agree with the analysis of different mechanisms 
for intervening to remedy potential market failures?.: 

Some users i.e. users of channel 69 are valid and socially positive users and yet are 
unable to buy their continued use of channel 69. 

Question 6:Do you agree with our proposals to continue making 
available channel 69 for use by low power PMSE devices? Do you agree 
with our proposal to make some or all of the spectrum available for use 
on a licence-exempt basis?.: 

Your proposal starts off in the right direction but, like Radio Amateur and Radio 
Astronoy use it should continue indefinitely because the users do not have money to 
spend to buy their channel use. 

Question 7:Do you agree that there should be transitional protection for 
professional PMSE users to ensure that they can continue to access 
interleaved capacity until at least the end of 2012? Do you have any 
views on the mechanism for providing future access to this spectrum?.: 

There should be FULL PROTECTION indefinitely. No commercial interests should 
be considered for this essential channel. 



Question 8:Do you consider that additional spectrum from the digital 
dividend should be reserved for low power applications? If so, please 
provide as much evidence as possible about the nature of the 
application and its potential value to society.: 

No comment. 

Question 9:Do you consider that it would be desirable to hold back 
some spectrum from award with a view to its potential use for future 
innovation? If so, please provide comments on how much spectrum 
should be held back, and for how long.: 

I think this would be difficult to speculate upon but some areas should be held back so 
that innovation can take place. What do other EU countries propose? 

Question 10:Do you agree with our proposal that we should package the 
interleaved spectrum in a way that would be suitable for use by local 
television services, but not reserve spectrum solely for this use?.: 

No comment. 

Question 11:Do you agree with our proposal to package the spectrum in 
a way which does not preclude mobile broadband use, but to take no 
further action in relation to this use?.: 

I think mobile broadband is definitely coming and I would hope that you could take 
account of this and not let Britain be a technical follower but leader. 

Question 12:Do you agree with our proposal that we should not 
intervene in the award of this spectrum to reserve spectrum for DTT? 
Do you agree that we should package the spectrum in a way which is 
suitable for DTT use?.: 

No comment. 

Question 13:Do you consider that we have included in our analysis the 
most material risks in relation to market failure?.: 

Not with relation to Channel 69. 

Question 14:Do you agree with our proposal to auction licences for the 
use of the available UHF spectrum?.: 

It seems rather crass - isn't there a better way? Something more intelligent? Who will 
the money go to? Is money the answer to everything nowadays? 



Question 15:Do you agree with Ofcom?s proposals as to the timing of 
any auction? If not, what alternative proposal would you make and 
why, and what evidence and analysis can you provide in support of your 
alternative proposal?.: 

No comment. 

Question 16:Do you have any views on which of the packaging options 
identified for the cleared spectrum would be most suitable?.: 

No comment. 

Question 17:Do you have any views on which of the packaging options 
identified for the interleaved spectrum would be most suitable?.: 

No comment. 

Question 18:Do you have any views on which of the auction design 
options would be most suitable?.: 

No comment. 

Question 19:Do you agree with Ofcom?s proposals for the non-technical 
terms of the licences to be awarded for use of the UHF spectrum?.: 

PMSE must have its own dedicated channel - Channel 69! We must not rely on others' 
generosity. 

Question 20:Do you agree with the analysis of the options as set out in 
this Impact Assessment?.: 

The impact of removing Channel 69 would be tremendous! A large proportion of the 
entertainment industry, one of Britain's success stories, would be affected. Do you 
realise that?!?! 

Additional comments: 

The impact of removing Channel 69 would be tremendous! A large proportion of the 
entertainment industry, one of Britain's success stories, would be affected. Do you 
realise that?!?! Please reconsider this foolish proposal. 
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