Question

Question 1: Do you agree with our proposed
changes to the ACl/blocking procedures?

Question 2: Do you have any comments on the
adoption of the new ETSI mask characteristic and
on the potential use of the non-critical spectrum
mask?

Question 3: Do you agree with our proposed
changes on DAB+ audio encoding?

Question 4: Do you agree with our other proposed
revisions to the Digital Radio Technical Code
outlined in Section 6 of this document? Do you
have any views on alternative models for dealing
with the administration of Sid and Tll codes?

Queston 5: Do you agree with our other proposed
revisions to the Technical Policy Guidance for DAB
Multiplex Licensees document outlined in Section
7 of this document?

Your response

| like practical approach of the testing.

I'm sure the non-critical mask will give
adequate ACI protection for powers less than
100watts ERP. The dynamic range of measuring
equipment would probably be unable to
confirm unwanted products with the relaxed
mask filtering.

Yes DAB+ should be the primary coding for
SSDAB but to cater for older DAB radios, a
parallel MP2 service should be allowed for a
restricted period.

If it eases expansion of the local service,
relaxation of the Tl codes rules would be an
advantage.

Please excuse SSDAB until further examination
is done.




