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Overview 
 
 
We are pleased to have the opportunity to respond to Ofcom’s latest 
consultation on Public Sector Spectrum Release. 
 
As a key user of spectrum for Programme Making and Special Events 
(PMSE), it is section 8 of the document which is most relevant to the 
members of the Spectrum for Programme Makers Forum (SPMF).  SPMF 
members make extensive use of spectrum to deliver high quality television 
production of sporting events, cultural events and State occasions as well as 
providing up to the minute news coverage from locations throughout the 
country.  Access to sufficient suitable spectrum for these services is, in our 
view, overwhelmingly in the interests of consumers and ensuring there is 
sufficient should form a key part of Ofcom’s duty to see spectrum used 
effectively. 
 
For over 10 years the SPMF members have worked together to press the 
case for PMSE spectrum access to be protected when spectrum is auction 
to the market on a purely commercial basis.  In recent times, working 
constructively with Ofcom and with DCMS, we have begun to believe that a 
long term solution for PMSE access to spectrum is now possible.   
 
This latest consultation contains significant progress in two areas: 
 
Firstly, the identification of sufficient suitable spectrum for PMSE use. In 
particular, it is vital for newsgathering; for motorcycle based cameras and for 
air to ground links that spectrum remains available in the crucial 2 to 4 
GHz bands.  These bands have key performance characteristics (working 
with no line of sight) that are simply not available in higher bands and 
there is no new technology that will address this issue.   
 
Secondly, the short term uncertainty that has existed these many years has 
impeded investment in new technologies which can help significantly improve 



Spectrum For Programme Makers Forum 
 

spectrum efficiency in the PMSE sector.  Security of tenure on the spectrum 
provided is a key element that will underpin sound investment and 
technological development in the future.  
 
The consultation does not address the cost of access to spectrum for PMSE 
use.  The access itself would be undermined if the terms of access were 
to become unreasonable in terms of pricing.  The PMSE economic model 
cannot support substantial increases in cost above what is currently paid. 
 
 
We are grateful to the DCMS and Ofcom for meeting with us to hear and 
understand our concerns for the future and for the work that has been done 
to assess the spectrum needs. 
 
Some more detailed responses are added below in answer to the questions 
posed by Ofcom. 
 
 
Responses to questions 
 
Question 8.1: Do you agree that the available mitigations address the potential  
shortfall of spectrum for PMSE at major events and that no additional regulatory intervention 
is necessary to protect PMSE in frequencies adjacent to the award bands?  
  
Apart from the access to channels normally assigned for news use, the 
proposed mitigations are largely sufficient and further intervention should not 
be necessary. 
 
There does still seem to be an issue over channels normally assigned to 
news broadcasters and the assumption that these channels can be used 
simultaneously on major events.  It would be good to see this issue 
resolved for the future because it is impossible to rule out the need to 
cover a significant national or international news story which occurs in the 
same geographical location as a major event. 
 
We remain concerned about the impact of new mobile services in the 
adjacent bands to PMSE use especially at the band edges.  However, we 
recognise the potential significant value of these new services and the 
mitigations provided for in the consultation would allay our concerns so we 
would not seek further regulatory intervention. 
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Question 8.2: Do you agree that PMSE should have some continuing access to  
spectrum in the 3.4 GHz band until new services are rolled out in an area?  
 
We would support some continuing access to 3.4 GHz as this would assist 
the industry to migrate services into the proposed secure spectrum for PMSE 
at 7GHz.  We would welcome further dialogue with Ofcom as to the terms 
of access and the timetable. 
 
  
Question 8.3: Which option for the provision of information about the roll-out of new  
services is most the appropriate?  Should the requirement to supply information apply  
only in designated locations?  
 
We would support the continuing role of Arqiva PMSE in day to day 
licencing matters for PMSE spectrum and therefore, the information they have 
on demand is valuable.  Are not clear what is meant by ‘only in 
designated locations@ in the question. 
 
  
Question 8.4: Do you agree that any continuing access should be limited to five years  
from the award of new 2.3 and 3.4 GHz licences?  
 
We do not understand the purpose of a limit to PMSE access specifically at 
5 years. If there is no new service proposed for the 3.4GHz band within 5 
years then it would call into question the bands potential value to operators 
of direct to consumer services and we would be keen to engage again with 
Ofcom to discuss continuing access for PMSE services. 
 
Currently, SPMF members understand the access to this spectrum is only 
short term and therefore members will not be investing in new equipment.  
We are ready to discuss the detailed terms for PMSE access as mentioned 
above.  
 
  
Question 8.5: Do you agree with our assessment that there is little incremental  
benefit in on-going PMSE access to the 2.3 GHz award band?  
 
 
For PMSE uses, the 2.3GHz band is especially suitable and much of the 
current 2 to 2.2GHz equipment will tune into this band.  Because it is 
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valuable, we would like to see this spectrum used as efficiently as possible 
so would make use of opportunities to use it should they arise. 
 
Again, SPMF members recognise that any access would be temporary and 
so we would not defer longer term investments on the basis of this access. 
 


