Hello all,

during last couple of weeks, after the beautifWMEECONFERENCE in Florence, | have received
lot of questions, about the result of my preseotaiino technical presentation, but material of
discussion) and so | have found the time to spoeddfor those guys that have had not the pleasure
to be present in Florence, what i have propose \ahdt the people has suggest or discuss. As you
could read, there isn't anything pro or contra arethe other way to do EME. For me every emer
has the just right to decide what he prefer or wisahore fun for him.

Here the entire paper of my presentation:
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Topic A - Separation of digital vs analog modeshvaeparate Contests and Awards-Diplomas by
mode.

Proposal A

Since the introduction of digital EME, it is cleddmat there is an imbalance between achievements
making analogue or digital QSO's. As things havadd out, there is no way of comparing
historical award achievements when reading regstst Due to the imbalance it is also impossible
for moonbouncers to rate their station in comparigoothers, unless mode of operation is clearly
indicated.

We propose that the 2008 EME Conference in Floremcdoehalf of the moonbounce community,
send a proposal to issuers of awards and diplomasake clear distinctions between analogue and
digital in their programs.

Topic B - online QSO exchange information to bersgh
Proposal B

Over the years, the forum at each international EddBference has been focusing on operation

practices for EME traffic. The decisions of thesgcdssions have been well documented, and are
always available via the GM3SEK website. The QS@grity has always been seen as top priority

during these discussions, hence specific guidelmfeSO exchanges and procedures in the

GM3SEK document. In recent years, violations oséhguidelines and procedures are often up for
discussion in different forums.

This is due to the fact that new tools are avadldbtiay, namely internet chat boards that allow rea
time communication, parallel to the ongoing EME QSO

We propose that the 2008 EME Conference in Floremedehalf of the EME community, clearly
state that online and real time QSO informationhexged during the QSO renders the contact
incomplete. We also propose that the EME procedis@iments on the GM3SEK website are
updated accordingly with this statement.



Topic C - How to revert to Random QSOs insteadarjder QSOs.

Proposal C
In the interest of making the radio link of an EN@EBSO worth more, focus should more be on
random operation rather than chat board arranggd QS

This is mainly a behaviour of the digital communigyd this results in the fact that stations trying

to make random contacts are seldom acknowledged.i§tespecially true when expeditions are

active, sked lists are all administered via thd teae communication on internet Chat boards.

Therefore, stations unable or unwilling to use diwdrds are to be considered lucky if they manage
to break a string of skeds with their random call.

We propose that the 2008 EME Conference in Florenoebehalf of the EME community,
establish and present guidelines intended to ingmandom operation. This can be through
suggestions of frequency windows for random opemnatior example 144.120 - 144.125 for digital,
and 144.045 - 144.050 for analogue CW, or via ssijges of channelized operations in some
form.

We also propose that the 2008 EME Conference irektee, on behalf of the EME community,
strongly encourage DX-expeditions to do more randgeration. This is easily done if the DX-
expedition is not logging on to chat boards whipemting.

Last but not least, we propose that the 2008 EMEf&ence in Florence, on behalf of the EME
community, suggests that contest organizers penalked QSO's in a way that leads to more
random operation. As a contest is about making 8@’ the airwaves, contacts without parallel
liason should be of considerable higher value.
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