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Your response

Question Your response

Question 1: Do you agree with our No comment
proposals to extend the licence ex-
emption relating to mobile terminals
connecting to an MCA to include 5G
devices? Please give reasons and pro-
vide evidence that supports your com-
ments on the proposals.

Question 2: Do you agree with our No comment
proposals to extend the licence ex-
emption relating to mobile terminals
connecting to an MCV to include 5G
terminals? Please give reasons and
provide evidence that supports your
comments on the proposals.

Question 3: Do you agree with our No comment
proposals to introduce new licence ex-
emptions for (i) Indoor Security Scan-
ners and (ii) Audio PMSE devices?
Please give reasons and provide evi-
dence that supports your comments
on the proposals.

Question 4: Do you agree with our No comment
proposals to amend the technical con-
ditions for various SRDs as set out in
this document? Please give reasons
and provide evidence that supports
your comments on the proposals.

Question 5: Do you have any addi- No comment
tional comments on our proposed
changes to the licence exemption for
SRD equipment?

Question 6: Do you agree with our No comment
proposal to introduce new licence ex-
emptions for Radiodetermination, Lo-
cation Tracking, Tracing and Data Ac-
quisition, Vehicle applications and
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High Power Indoor-only applications
in the 6-8.5 GHz band? Please give
reasons and provide evidence that
supports your comments on the pro-
posals.

Question 7: Do you agree with our No comment
proposal to amend the existing licence
exemption for generic UWB devices to
make clear that the use of UWB in an
aircraft, road vehicle or a train are not
in scope of the exemption? Please give
reasons and provide evidence that
supports your comments on the pro-
posals.

Question 8: Do you have any addi- No comment
tional comments on our proposed
changes to the licence exemption for
UWB equipment?

Question 9: Do you agree with our No comment
proposals to introduce a new licence-
exemption for Group B AMRDs in
Channel 20067 Please give reasons
and provide evidence that supports
your comments on the proposals.

Question 10: Do you agree with our No comment
proposals to introduce a new licence
exemption for very low power mari-
time radios operating in an on-land
training setting to be made licence-ex-
empt? Please give reasons and pro-
vide evidence that supports your com-
ments on the proposals.

Question 11: Do you agree with our We support the proposal to extend the licence exemp-
proposals to extend the existing li- tion for testing and development up to 275GHz. Uses of
cence exemption for testing and de- higher frequency RF are increasingly required, and from
velopment under suppressed radia- a risk/interference perspective there should be little con-
tion conditions? Please give reasons cern providing that conditions are sufficiently sup-

pressed as will be required under this proposal.
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and provide evidence that supports
your comments on the proposals.

Question 12: Do you agree with our
proposals to extend the application
of Regulation 7 of the 1989 Regula-
tions i.e. that equipment users must
conduct measurements to ensure
that their equipment does not ex-
ceed the limits on spurious emis-
sions, to anyone relying on the pro-
posed exemption in the additional
bands. Please give reasons and pro-
vide evidence that supports your
comments on the proposals.

We support the proposal to use measurements to verify
that equipment does not exceed the limits with spurious
emissions. It may be beneficial to include reference to
guidance or standards on how to approach such meas-
urements to ensure consistent, appropriate approaches
are used.

However, we propose that it would also make sense to
permit users to base their exemption on an approach
based on calculations or modelling, on the basis that
purely relying on measurement may not be always be
feasible for certain applications or facilities

Question 13: Do you have any other
comments on our proposals to make
amendments to the licence exemp-
tions for this testing equipment?

The requirement to not transmit in the quiet bands
could defeat many of the benefits of this proposal for
common applications which involve broadband transmis-
sions across a large frequency range, for example EMC
testing. We would like to propose that the ‘quiet bands’
are still available for licence exempt use, albeit perhaps
with lower measurable emissions (e.g. 5-10 dBuV/m be-
low the permitted power in the neighbouring [i.e. non-
quiet] bands).

Ofcom has previously released a calculator to support in-
dustry with assessing EMF safety compliance. A similar
calculator, which calculates escaping RF emissions based
on transmission frequency/power/distance/RF shielding
could also help industry to demonstrate compliance
(alongside measurement).

Question 14: Do you agree with our
proposals to extend the existing ex-
emption for radio equipment oper-
ated by visiting amateur radio users,
to cover use by those on short visits
from countries with which we have bi-
lateral reciprocal licensing agree-
ments?

No comment
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Question 15: Do you agree with our No comment
proposals to define a temporary visit
as a maximum period of three
months? Please give reasons and pro-
vide evidence that supports your com-
ments on the proposals.

Question 16: Do you agree with our No comment
proposal to introduce a new licence
exemption for Fixed Wireless Access
equipment operating in the 5725-
5850 MHz band? Please give reasons
and provide evidence that supports
your comments on the proposals.

Please complete this form in full and return to regulations@ofcom.org.uk
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