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

No. Since the proposals do not reserve spectrum for HD DTT broadcasting, it tips the
balance of future broadcasting towards satelite and cable broadcasters. Since, in the
UK, the only current 'universal service' that can support a useful number of channels
is the subscription based services exclusivly provided by Sky, thiswould provide
unfair commercial advantage to a‘'monopoly' HD broadcaster. Thisis not in the public
Or consumers interests.

| therefore object to OFFCOM's proposal not to reserve spectrum for future HD DTT
public broadcasting applications.

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

No comment

Question 3:Do you agree with the more detailed analysis and proposals
regar ding these technical constraints as set out in Annex 107?.:

No Comment

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

No Comment

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?.:

No comment

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

No comment

Question 7:Do you agreethat there should betransitional protection for
professional PM SE usersto ensurethat they can continue to access



interleaved capacity until at least the end of 20127 Do you have any
views on the mechanism for providing future accessto this spectrum?.:

No comment

Question 8:Do you consider that additional spectrum from the digital
dividend should bereserved 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 usefor future
innovation? I f so, please provide comments on how much spectrum
should be held back, and for how long.:

No comment

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

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 thisuse?.:

No comment

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

No. See comments above, psecifically:

"No. Since the proposals do not reserve spectrum for HD DTT broadcasting, it tips
the balance of future broadcasting towards satelite and cable broadcasters. Since, in
the UK, the only current 'universal service' that can support a useful number of
channels is the subscription based services exclusivly provided by Sky, thiswould
provide unfair commercial advantage to a‘'monopoly' HD broadcaster. Thisisnot in
the public or consumers interests.



| therefore object to OFFCOM's proposal not to reserve spectrum for future HD DTT
public broadcasting applications.”

Question 13:Do you consider that we haveincluded in our analysisthe
most material risksin relation to market failure?.:

No comment

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

No comment

Question 15:Do you agree with Ofcom?s proposals asto the timing of
any auction? If not, what alter native 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 theinterleaved 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 thelicencesto be awarded for use of the UHF spectrum?.:

No comment

Question 20:Do you agree with the analysis of the optionsas set out in
thisImpact Assessment?.:

No comment

Additional comments:



No comment
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