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Commission’s initial criteria for revising the list of 
standards 
 
 

Executive Summary:  
 
ETNO agrees that the list of standards needs revision to be short and focussed. 
ETNO finds that the general approach taken by the Commission and a number of 
the proposed criteria are reasonable. 
The criteria need however clarification and amendments to create a flexible 
framework for standardisation and to avoid interference with commercially 
driven standards.   
 
 
ETNO welcomes voluntary technical harmonisation insofar competition and 
innovation are not disturbed. ETNO therefore shares the principal goal of the 
proposed criteria to reduce the list of standards1 and to include only standards 
that are needed to promote interoperability and freedom of choice for consumers. 
ETNO also welcomes that standards for technologies at an early stage of 
development should not be included in the list as an inclusion at such stage 
would seriously distort the innovation process. 
 
Regarding reducing existing standards list, circuit switching technologies, both 
for fixed and mobile networks and services (PSTN, GSM, etc.), should be kept in 
the revised list, since such technologies are liked to be used for a long time in the 
future, in some cases have some evolution; as a consequence a guarantee for the 
operators investments is needed. In that sense the criteria (2.1) and (3.1) should 
be considered and applied jointly in the revision of the list. 
We suggest a more explicit reference in the EC document to the necessity to leave 
the base standards for circuit switching technologies (i.e. PSTN and GSM), in 
particular relating to interconnection protocols. 
 

                                                 
1 List of standards and/or specifications for electronic communications networks, services and associated facilities and 
services pursuant to Article 17 of Directive 2002/21/EC on a common regulatory framework for networks and services 
(Framework Directive) 
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While some of the proposed criteria for including standards support the goal of 
reducing and focussing the list, this is not supported by others, namely when it is 
proposed that standards that are detached from the market nevertheless should 
be included:  
 

(3.2) standards that are needed to provide specific obligations, according to 
national or Community law, that operators might not have a commercial 
incentive to implement; 

 
The criterion:  

standards whose implementation does not represent an undue expense as 
compared with the expected benefits (i.e. proportionality). 

 
is moreover difficult to understand as it implies that an inclusion of 
disproportionate standards according to other criteria is possible. Clearly, the 
criterion can only be included if it is cumulative, not alternative to other criteria 
for inclusion in the list (i.e., standards that should be included in the list have to 
be proportionate and fulfil one of the other criteria).  
 
We will furthermore suggest that the proposed criteria are amended by the 
following to avoid interference with commercially driven development of 
standards:  
 

The revised list should not include [..] standards where achieving 
interoperability can be left to the market (because it will be secured through 
consumer demand or industry interest) 

 
Finally, we find the concluding sentence:   
 

If doubt exists, the standard should be included in the revised List. 
 
creates unnecessary uncertainty on how the criteria actually will be implemented 
when the list is revised and does not reflect the principle of the New Regulatory 
Framework to limit regulatory action to what is strictly required.  
 
 
  
 
  

 


