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EPT MC & WG4 thank TSG GERAN for its liaison statement. We recognise the need for a closer co-operation and would propose that representation from EPT be present at your next meeting (February 4th – 8th in Rome). If you agree please forward invitation and joining details. 

At the meeting we propose that your WG1 study the implications of TAPS upon the GSM specification. In particular the requirements needed for co-existence and how to implement these in such a way as to create confidence. One principle question that needs to be resolved is the status of the TETRA/TAPS frequency band in relation to the GSM bands. Two solutions are possible. The easy solution is to maintain TETRA/TAPS as a separate frequency band in relation to GSM. This will not have any impact on the Adjacent Band Compatibility to GSM just below 915 MHz but GSM–R and DCS 1800 will only enjoy the protection provided by CEPT Rec. 74-01. The other solution is to make the TETRA/TAPS an extension band to GSM and GSM-R. This will provide the usual GSM protection to GSM–R and DCS 1800 as outlined in GSM Specification 05.05. The choice of solution will have a significant impact on the integration work. In any case the Channel Numbers/Frequency Ranges and the Class-marks need to be aligned. There are also changes to the blocking specification in the 400 MHz range and wide band noise at the band edges to be implemented. This should sufficiently answer your Action 2.

We would further propose that your WG1 report back to TSG GERAN at your next meeting with the aim of reaching a decision on how to proceed in relation to the above, and to agree a work programme. 

In reply to the question (also Action 1) ‘is there more than one version of TAPS’ we can confirm that, apart from the different TETRA frequency bands, this is not the case. We expect that the confusion has arisen from a separate development in EPT where EPTWG4 is working on a second data solution called TEDS. TEDS is not based on GPRS but is an integrated TETRA solution. It is expected that TEDS will provide a data rate between that of the existing TETRA V+D standard and TAPS probably by using concatenated 25 kHz channels. It is not possible to give more information on TEDS specifications because the work in EPTWG4 is still at an early stage. 

We will forward the draft reports of CEPT SE07 on the Adjacent Band Compatibility between TETRA/TAPS and GSM at 915 MHz and also the draft ECC Decision on wide band systems in the PAMR bands for your information.

