
800 MHz Spectrum Clearance  
 
Question 1. Do you agree that clearing DTT from channels 61 and 62 and PMSE 
from channel 69 to align the upper band of cleared spectrum in the UK with the 
emerging digital dividend in other European countries is likely to further the interests 
of citizens and consumers to the greatest extent? 
 
Yes Ofcom makes a good case for the public at large, and this is liable to be the least 
worst option for PMSE users, – we are in favor of fully planned spectrum use. Also, it 
is important for manufacturers and users that Ofcom is providing clear leadership on 
this issue.  
  
Question 2. Do you agree that the proposed DTT migration criteria are proportionate 
and appropriate? If not, please explain why and clearly identify any other criteria you 
believe should be adopted and why. 
 
No Opinion 
 
Question 3. Do you have views on the options identified and our assessment of 
them? Do you believe there are other, superior options, and, if so, why? Do you 
agree that the hybrid option is most consistent with the DTT migration criteria? 
 
No Opinion 
 
Question 4. Do you have views on the implementation-timing options identified and 
our assessment of them? Do you agree that DSO-integrated implementation is most 
consistent with the DTT migration criteria? If not, why not? 
  
No Opinion 
 
Question 5. Do you agree that a programme-control and -governance arrangement 
such as that outlined above is appropriate? 
 
No Opinion 
 
  
Question 6. Do you agree that the four cost categories adequately capture the costs 
associated with clearing DTT from channels 61 and 62? Are there any costs that do 
not appear to have been accounted for in any of these categories? 
  
No Opinion 
 
 
Question 7. Do you agree that our cost profile is a reasonable basis for planning the 
capital expenditure for clearing DTT from channels 61 and 62 
  
No Opinion 
 
  
Question 8. Do you agree that these are the most appropriate criteria to assess 



which spectrum is the best alternative to channel 69 for PMSE? 
 
Yes, but Ofcom must accept that they have yet to practically demonstrate usability of 
ch.38 (radio astronomy still in use, and will still be in use in e.g. Denmark), and 
sufficiency of post-DSO whitespace. We encourage Ofcom to temporarily set aside 
some of the lower digital dividend spectrum CH36/37 as a contingency against lack of 
available usable white space spectrum 
  
Question 9. Do you agree with our technical and coverage analysis of the possible 
alternatives to channel 69 for PMSE? 
 
Yes – we would however stress the importance of the availability of contiguous 
“ch.69” and interleaved spectrum 
  
Question 10. Do you agree with our economic assessment of the realistic alternatives 
to channel 69 for PMSE? 
 
It is also important to stress that our market is price inflexible – we need to create a 
functioning system where use continues to be planned/licensed – this cannot be purely 
driven by “opportunity cost”.  We need to ensure flexible licensing system with costs 
that facilitates diverse spectrum of users – we need a functioning market, not an un-
licensed free-for-all 
  
Question 11. Do you agree that channel 38 is the best alternative to channel 69 for 
PMSE? 
 
Yes 
  
Question 12. Do you agree that we should award channel 38 to the band manager on 
the same terms as would have applied to channel 69? 
Yes – again, we need a functioning planned system with the licensing costs structured 
to facilitate a wide range of spectrum of use. 
 
Question 13. Do you agree with our proposal to maintain PMSE access to channel 
36 on 12 months’ notice to cease and to the rest of the cleared spectrum (channels 
31-35, 37 and 61-69) until DSO is completed in the UK in late 2012? 
 
Yes, provided that the proposals as a whole move forward on the proposed timescale 
– 3 years is a good timescale, This would also require an early Government 
commitment to set-aside funds and ensure that an effective distribution mechanism is 
established.  
 
  
Question 14. Do you agree with our approach to determining eligibility for, and our 
assessment of the level of, funding to move PMSE from channel 69? 
 
We currently purchase on behalf of our producers the license to operate our 
equipment. We have always held a license for CH69 and have actively ensured a 
strong licensing policy throughout the companies history. We will be able to provide 



if required detailed records for the purchase of licenses for our equipment on behalf of 
clients. 
 
The criteria have effectively put a 3-year moratorium on RF purchases  – the cut-off 
date needs to be when ch.38 becomes usable – and proven usable, with everything  
else confirmed – funds readily available, criteria for claims fully established 
 
In order fulfill existing and future contracts for 2009 alone we are required to 
purchase in the region of £120K of radio equipment in the CH69 band, this will not be 
covered under the current proposals for funding. We would request that Ofcom accept 
the principle that, in absence of confirmation and availability of replacement 
frequencies and equipment, users who need new equipment have no option but to 
invest in equipment that operates in currently-available frequencies; for example, the 
Government should indemnify those demonstrably necessary and reasonable 
investments that are later devalued due to regulatory developments, spectrum 
availability issues or uncertainty. 
 
 
Ofcom have agreed to meet the cost of clearing 61/2 as well – this needs to be part of 
the proposed funding 
 
We currently have over £2.2 million pounds invested in UHF Radio microphones and 
IEM which is all in CH 61 – 69 the majority being in CH69 
 
We have supporting information that details our exact stock holding and can make 
these available upon request. 
 
We have supporting information that details our exact frequency holding and can 
make these available upon request. 
 
We are currently compiling information and quotations from our manufacturers on the 
level of existing equipment that is able to be retuned from CH61 – 69 to CH38 – 41 
we anticipate this to be no more that 20% of our current stock. 
 
It should be noted that the majority of our stock is of the highest quality and is 
designed to be in use for well over 10 years, The initial capital investment in high end 
radio microphones only starts to be realized after 5 years of rental and we are heavily 
reliant upon the income that these microphones generate going forwards. 
 
The second hand value of our high-end radio microphone equipment in our 
experience is never any less than 50% of current list prices. This is the case if the 
equipment is 2 years old or 10 years old. 
 
It should be noted that we have equipment on long term hire to productions such as 
Chicago in the west end. In order for us to exchange the radio microphones on this as 
a current running production we would have to purchase new stock of microphones. 
To replace this system with the current cost of a pro end radio microphone being £3.5 
thousand pounds this would be about £87.5 thousand pounds in new investment. The 
logistics of changing the radio mic system over on a current production that is not 
undergoing a planed refurbishment cannot be understated in the complexity and cost, 



whilst it is not impossible and we have performed such “Changeovers” in the past, it 
usually requires and overnight changeover of equipment on a Saturday night we also 
have the have theatre opened on a Sunday, and would require the full cast crew and 
band to be called in to perform a one off rehearsal to realign and sound check the 
system. Changing the radio mic system on a musical production will have a dramatic 
effect on the sound of the production and it would need to be rebalanced. I would 
estimate that it would cost in the region of £20 - £30K to perform such a change over. 
This would brings in the cost for us to change over an existing production to over 
£100K we would not expect to be able to recoup any costs from the producers nor 
would we expect to be able to negotiate any increase in the rental budget to reflect the 
new equipment in use. 
 
At this current time we have 36 Productions running in fixed installations and on tour 
 
 
 
Question 15. Do you agree that three years is long enough for PMSE to move from 
channel 69? 
 
We are in agreement that, on the basis that funding is secured and released and we can 
start effecting the change over no later than January 2010, it should be long enough. 
This would also require an early Government commitment to set-aside funds and 
ensure that an effective distribution mechanism is established.  
 
  
Question 16. Do you agree that with our analysis of the key impacts of our policy 
options? Are there any other key impacts we should assess? 
  
No Opinion 
 


