- 23 –
RGQ9/2/009-E

	INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
	

	TELECOMMUNICATION
DEVELOPMENT BUREAU

ITU-D STUDY GROUPS
	RGQ9/2/009-E

23 May 2001

Original: English only

	
Meeting of Rapporteur’s Group on Question 9/2, Geneva, 16-17 May 2001



[image: image10.png](\/@_ IR 3 (Q N Oy




Question 9/2: 
Identify study group Questions in the ITU-T and ITU-R Sectors which are of particular interest to developing countries and systematically, by way of annual progress reports, inform them of the progress of work on the Questions to facilitate their contributions to the work on those Questions as well as, ultimately, to benefit from their outputs in a timely manner

STUDY GROUP 2
SOURCE:
TELECOMMUNICATION DEVELOPMENT BUREAU

TITLE:
REPORT OF THE RAPPORTEUR’S GROUP MEETING ON QUESTION 9/2, GENEVA, 16 AND 17 MAY 2001

_____

1.
Introduction 

As called for by the Rapporteur’s Group on Question 9/2 in December 2000, the Group met on 16 and 17 May 2001 (see Annex 1: List of participants). 

2.
Agenda 

The Agenda (Document RGQ9/OJ/2/001 dated 2 May 2001) as proposed by the Rapporteur was accepted with the addition of Document 008 (see Annex 2: Revised Agenda).

3.
Results of the meeting 

3.1 Approval of the report of the meeting held in Geneva from 11-13 December 2000 (Document RGQ9/2/005(Rev.1))
The meeting adopted this report with some minor modification (see Annex 3 attached).

3.2 Adoption of the draft final report on HAPS (Document 2/202(Rev.1)
The meeting adopted this report.  It will be presented to the Study Group 2 meeting in September 2001 for its consideration.

3.3 Analysis of the replies to the questionnaire on additional technical topics (Document 007)
The Rapporteur’s Group discussed the three proposals of the Rapporteur as shown in Document 007 attached here as Annex 4, and agreed to the following:

3.3.1 E-commerce

Annex 5 attached here represent the Group’s proposal for the text of a draft new Question which will be presented to Study Group 2 for its consideration.

3.3.2 IMT-2000 
Annex 6 attached here represents the proposal from the Rapporteur’s Group on the text of the draft new Question which will be presented to Study Group 2 for its consideration.

3.3.3
IP telephony 
No need at this stage to draft any Question, taking into consideration that the next WTDC – in considering the report of the ITU-D expert group implementing part 3/C of Opinion D adopted by the Forum on IP telephony (7-9 March 2001) – will advise on future actions regarding this issue.  Study Group 2 is encouraged to liaise with this Group if so decided by the September meeting.

3.4
Updating Annex 5 of the report on Question 1/2 (study period 1995-1998)

The meeting endorsed the proposal made by the Co-Rapporteur (USA) in Document 008 (attached here as Annex 7), and agreed to disregard Annex 5 which is proposed to be replaced by the recently published GMPCS Reference Book by BDT.
 
3.5
Draft questionnaire on GMPCS

The attached questionnaire in Document 006 (attached here as Annex 8) was prepared by the Co-Rapporteur (USA).  The original document (2/201 of 11 September 2000) which led to the proposed questionnaire was not discussed at the last Study Group 2 meeting.  As the proposed questionnaire is of a regulatory and policy nature, including some economic questions, and therefore outside the mandate of Study Group 2, the Member State(s) and/or Sector Member(s) concerned may address this issue directly to: 


- either ITU-D Study Group 1 (which is the competent study group on policy and regulatory issues as well as economic ones), 

- or the planned Global Symposium for Regulators which will be organized by BDT in Geneva from 3-5 December 2001, 

- or WDTC-2002.

3.6
Any other business

The meeting agreed that a compilation in one single document of all technical topics under consideration by Study Group 2 as well as those proposed as a result of the recent questionnaire on additional technical items (see point 3.3 above), should be presented to the Study Group 2 meeting in September for its consideration.  The meeting took note also of the excellent cooperation which existed between this Question and the Radio-communication Sector as is reflected in the summary of conclusions of the Ninth Radiocommunication Advisory Group (RAG) meeting of March 2001 (see item 2.4.3 of the RAG minutes).

4. Closure

The Rapporteur thanked the participants, in particular the representatives from BR and TSB, while deploring the continuous absence of the BDT focal point.  He declared the meeting closed.

Annex 1
List of participants – page 1

[ not available electronically ]

List of participants – page 2

[ not available electronically ]
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Question 9/2: 
Identify study group Questions in the ITU-T and ITU-R Sectors which are of particular interest to developing countries and systematically, by way of annual progress reports, inform them of the progress of work on the Questions to facilitate their contributions to the work on those Questions as well as, ultimately, to benefit from their outputs in a timely manner

Agenda of the third meeting of the Rapporteur’s Group on Question 9/2,
Geneva, 16-17 May 2001

	
	
	Documents

	1.
	Opening and approval of Agenda
	

	2.
	Approval of the report of the meeting held in Geneva from 11 to 13 December 2000
	005

	3.
	Adoption of the draft final report on HAPS for publication
	2/202(Rev.1)

	4.
	Analysis of the replies to the questionnaire on additional technical topics
	007

	5.
	Updating Annex 5 of the report on Question 1/2
	008

	6.
	Study of the proposed questionnaire on GMPCS
	006

	7.
	Any other business
	


________
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Question 9/2: 
Identify study group Questions in the ITU-T and ITU-R Sectors which are of particular interest to developing countries and systematically, by way of annual progress reports, inform them of the progress of work on the Questions to facilitate their contributions to the work on those Questions as well as, ultimately, to benefit from their outputs in a timely manner

STUDY GROUP 2
SOURCE:
TELECOMMUNICATION DEVELOPMENT BUREAU

TITLE:
REPORT OF THE RAPPORTEUR’S GROUP MEETING ON QUESTION 9/2, GENEVA, 11-13 December 2000

_____

1
Introduction

In additional to the ITU focal points and staff, the meeting was attended by four representatives from four different countries (See Annex 1: List of participants).

2
Agenda

The Agenda (Document RGQ9/OJ/2/001) dated 5 October 2000 as proposed by the Rapporteur was accepted (See Annex 2).

3
Results of the meeting

3.1
Adoption of the final report of Question 9/2 for publication.
The Rapporteur presented Document 2/183 which was endorsed by the meeting of Study Group 2 in September 2000 as the base document for the final report on Question 9/2.  Revisions were proposed taking into consideration input from both BR and TSB as well as the results of WTSA-2000 on part 2 of Annex 1, and the input from the Administration of France.  After some discussion on the necessary adjustments, the final draft was approved and forwarded to the BDT Secretariat for publication in English, French and Spanish.  It is to be updated annually prior to publication.

3.2
Finalization of the text of the questionnaire on additional technical arrays.
The meeting agreed on the text of a questionnaire attached as Annex 3, and also agreed to
a.
change the term “technical array” into “technical topic”;

b.
give Member States and Sector Members two months to reply to the questionnaire;

c.
meet again as a Rapporteur’s Group on 16 and 17 May 2001 to analyze the results of the questionnaire and prepare a document for the Study Group 2 meeting in September 2001 for its consideration.

3.3
Proposal of a draft for the revision of Question 9/2.
The meeting agreed on the proposed draft (see Annex 4) to be presented to the meeting of Study Group 2 in September 2001 for its consideration.

3.4
Study the progress as regards the technical arrays (proposed to be called “topics”) retained:
a.
Frequency Agile Systems.  The meeting agreed to the text proposed by Mr. T. Jeacock on behalf of Prof. L. Barclay as a revision to the old report (Document 2/080(Rev.1)), which will be presented to the meeting of Study Group 2 in September 2001 for its adoption.

b.
HAPS.  The meeting agreed that the Associate Rapporteur on HAPS, Mr. H. Kimball, will prepare a draft to the Rapporteur’s Group by the end of January 2001 taking into consideration the development on this issue by the relevant Study Groups as well as by WRC-2000.  The final text of this draft report will be cleared at the next Rapporteur’s Group meeting in May 2001 in order to be presented later to the meeting of the Study Group in September 2001 for its consideration.

c.
GMPCS.  Taking into consideration that the Associate Rapporteur for this issue, Mrs V. Harris, was unable to attend the meeting as a force majeure, the meeting agreed that the tasks which were entrusted to her should continue, i.e. to update Annex 5 on GMPCS of the Final Report on Question 2/1 of the previous study period, taking into account:
- any relevant material of the two input documents to the meeting of Study Group 2 in September 2000
 (Documents 2/200 and 2/201 submitted by Hughes Electronic Corp. (USA) and Panamsat Corp. (USA) respectively);
- the BDT Director’s report on the Opinion 5 Group of Experts on GMPCS, which was adopted by WTDC-98 Document 162.  Particular emphasis needs to be given to the checklist of factors agreed in this report, their usefulness, any need to update them (this to cover proposed modifications, additions, cancellations, etc.); 
- the recently published GMPCS reference book by BDT.
The draft report will be adopted by the Rapporteur’s Group meeting in May 2001 in order to be finalized and circulated to all Member States and Sector Members for comments prior to the Study Group meeting in September 2001.

4
Closure

The Rapporteur declared the meeting closed and thanked the participants, in particular Mrs N. Gospic and Mr. S. Tanaka for the update of part 2, and Mr. T. Jeacock and Dr. K. Hughes for the update of part 1.
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Question 9/2: 
Identify study group Questions in the ITU-T and ITU-R Sectors which are of particular interest to developing countries and systematically, by way of annual progress reports, inform them of the progress of work on the Questions to facilitate their contributions to the work on those Questions as well as, ultimately, to benefit from their outputs in a timely manner

STUDY GROUP 2
SOURCE:
RAPPORTEUR FOR QUESTION 9/2

TITLE:
ANALYSIS OF THE REPLIES TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE ON ADDITIONAL TECHNICAL TOPICS (ADMINISTRATIVE CIRCULAR CA/17)

_____

A.
Analysis of the results

Forty-one (41) members responded with valid answers to the questionnaire.  The results are as follows:

A.1
E-commerce
Thirty-five (35) replies were in support of Study Group 2 to be involved in technical issues for e-commerce; five (5) were against, and one (1) gave no answer.

A.2
IMT-2000
Thirty (30) replies were in support of Study Group 2 to be involved in technical issues for IMT-2000; four (4) were against, and seven (7) no decision.

A.3
Other topics

A.3.1
IP Telephony:  seven (7) in favour

A.3.2
Regulatory issues on e-commerce and IMT-2000:  two (2) in favour

A.3.3
Universal access:  one (1) in favour

A.3.4
Number portability:  one (1) in favour

A.3.5
Updating handbook on rural communications:  one (1) in favour

A.3.6
Broadband network:  one (1) in favour

A.3.7
Internet using national language:  one (1) in favour

A.3.8
Fixed Wireless Access (FWA):  one (1) in favour

A.3.9
Spectrum management:  one (1) in favour

A.3.10
Liberalized telecommunication environment:  one (1) in favour

A.3.11
Convergence between networks and technologies:  one (1) in favour

B.
Conclusions on the analysis

B.1
It is clear from the analysis that approx. 85% of the responses are in favour of 
e-commerce and 73% are in favour of IMT-2000.

B.2
There is some request for IP telephony (seven).

B.3
All other topics proposed fall under the activities in either ITU-D Study Group 1 or ITU-D Study Group 2.

C.
Proposals

C.1
E-commerce
The Rapporteur proposes to design one single Question that should be answered by a yearly report prepared by a focus group and/or an expert group (representing the entire membership), assisted by the e-commerce initiative of the BDT.  This report should clarify all technically related issues, including work progress by ITU-R and ITU-T, and also cover all regulatory issues.  It will, therefore, not be attached to any study group.

C.2
IMT-2000
The Rapporteur proposes to design a Question that should concentrate on technical issues for migration from the second to the third generation, to be treated as a regular study group Question.  This Question should be answered by a report with relevant recommendations.

C.3
IP telephony
The Rapporteur proposes to defer the decision on the issue until the publication of the report that will be prepared by the ITU-D expert group who is implementing Part C, Opinion D, of the recent Forum on IP Telephony (7-9 March 2001).  He proposes to ask this group to propose future actions on this important issue.  Study Group 2 is encouraged to liaise with this group on any future action.  The expert group will have their report available by the end of 2001, and will present it to WTDC-02 in March 2002 for its consideration.

__________
	Country
	E-Commerce
	IMT-2000
	Other topics

	1. Suriname
	Yes
	Yes (Planning)
	Migration to IP

	2. Pakistan
	Yes
	Yes
	

	3. Peru
	Yes
	Yes
	Universal access

	4. Belarus
	Yes
	Yes
	

	5. Qatar
	Yes
	Yes
	

	6. Hungry
	Yes
	-
	

	7. Poland
	Yes
	Yes
	

	8. Costa Rica
	Yes
	Yes
	

	9. Bulgaria
	Yes
(technological basis)
	Yes (choice of frequency)
	

	10. Albania
	Yes
	Yes
	

	11. Turkey
	Yes
	Yes
(all technical issues)
	

	12. China
	No
	No
	Regulatory issues

	13. Myanmar
	No (legislation only)
	Yes
	Updating handbooks on rural communication

	14. Venezuela
	Yes
	Yes
	Digital broadcasting

	15. El Salvador
	Yes
	Yes
	IP telephony

	16. Ecuador
	Yes
	Yes
	IP telephony

	17. Thailand
	Yes
	Yes
	

	18. Czech Rep.
	Yes (medium)
	-
	

	19. Kuwait
	Yes
	Yes
	Broadband network

	20. Zambia
	Yes
	Yes
	

	21. Denmark
	No
	No
	No

	22. Iran
	Yes
	Yes
(guidelines transfer to third generation)
	

	23. Colombia
	Yes
	Yes
	IP telephony

	24. Namibia
	Yes
	-
	

	25. Ethiopia
	Yes
	Yes
	Use national language on Internet

	26. Jordan
	Yes
	Yes (Convergence)
	IP telephony

	27. Saudi Arabia
	Yes
	-
	

	28. South Africa
	Yes
	-
	

	29. Bulgaria (Operator)
	Yes
	Yes
	

	30. Comoros
	Yes
	Yes
	Tariffs for interconnections and regulatory issues


	Country
	E-Commerce
	IMT-2000
	Other topics

	31. Germany
	No
	No
	Which technical issues?

	32. Estonia
	-
	Yes
	FWA

	33. Israel
	Yes
	-
	Spectrum management

	34. Caribbean Association of Telecom Org.
	Yes
	Yes
	Liberalized telecoms
(Study Group 1)

	35. Guatemala
	Yes
(second priority)
	Yes
(first priority)
	

	36. Erithrea
	Yes
	Yes
	IP telephony

	37. Seychelles
	Yes
	-
	

	38. Belgium
	No
	No
	

	39. Peru (Operator)
	Yes
	Yes
	Convergence

	40. Syria
	Yes
	Yes
	

	41. Aceta
(Andine Group)
	Yes
	Yes
	IP telephony


__________
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Question 9/2: 
Identify study group Questions in the ITU-T and ITU-R Sectors which are of particular interest to developing countries and systematically, by way of annual progress reports, inform them of the progress of work on the Questions to facilitate their contributions to the work on those Questions as well as, ultimately, to benefit from their outputs in a timely manner

STUDY GROUP 2
SOURCE:
TELECOMMUNICATION DEVELOPMENT BUREAU

TITLE:
DRAFT NEW QUESTION ON “PROGRESS ON ITU ACTIVITIES FOR E-COMMERCE”

_____

1
Statement of the situationITU-T as well as ITU-D VAP Programme 2 are undertaking studies regarding 
e-commerce, in collaboration and partnership with the private sector and the World Trade Centres.  The developing countries are not so well endowed with resources to follow these activities and/or contribute to their success.
2
Question for study
Progress on ITU activities for e-commerce.

3
Expected output
Annual progress reports containing guidelines and experiences of accelerating e-commerce applications in developing countries. 

4
Timing
First progress report in the first quarter of 2003.

5
Proposers/sponsors
This Question has been requested by ITU-D Study Group 2.
6
Sources of input 
1. Progress on the ITU-T study group Questions with relevance to this issue (authentication, secrecy, etc.) from Study Group 17).

2. Progress of the BDT initiatives with the private sector and the trade centres on 
e-commerce with the emphasis on participation of developing countries.

3. Progress on any other relevant activity carried out by the ITU General Secretariat or the Telecommunication Development Bureau.

7
Target audience 
a)
Who specifically will use the output
	
	Developed countries
	Developing countries
	LDCs

	Telecom policy-makers
	X
	X
	X

	Telecom regulators
	X
	X
	X

	Service providers/operators)
	X
	X
	X

	Manufacturers
	-
	-
	-


b)
Proposed methods for the implementation of the results
Policy makers and regulators will take the yearly output in order to adapt their national policies/regulations to foster the application of e-commerce.

8
Proposed methods of handling the Question

a)
How?

By a focus group or the equivalent (one year duration, to be renewed, if necessary).  This focus group should cover all domains (technical, economic, policy and regulatory issues).

b)
Why? 


The Question could not be attached to any study group, and the results should be a progress report.
9
Coordination 


- BDT initiative on e- commerce
- Work in progress in ITU-T

10
Other relevant information

None

__________
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Question 9/2: 
Identify study group Questions in the ITU-T and ITU-R Sectors which are of particular interest to developing countries and systematically, by way of annual progress reports, inform them of the progress of work on the Questions to facilitate their contributions to the work on those Questions as well as, ultimately, to benefit from their outputs in a timely manner

STUDY GROUP 2
SOURCE:
TELECOMMUNICATION DEVELOPMENT BUREAU

TITLE:
DRAFT NEW QUESTION ON “STRATEGY FOR MIGRATION FROM SECOND-GENERATION MOBILE NETWORKS INTO IMT-2000 AND BEYOND”

_____

1
Statement of the situationWhile it seems clear that the migration to third-generation networks will be universal over time, it will not progress evenly in all countries, in particular developing countries.  ITU-D can play an important role in assisting Member States and Sector Members in developing countries with a smooth migration of their existing second-generation networks into third generation and beyond, both technically and economically.
2
Question for study
Identify the economic impact and development aspects for such migration, with particular attention to cost affordability for the end-users, as well as identification of migration techniques taking into consideration the experience of developed countries.

3
Expected output
A guideline for smooth migration, including system interoperability among third-generation technologies, with proper collection, analysis and periodic dissemination of relevant data from relevant groups within ITU and those outside (operator groups, e.g. ETNO in Europe, Arab operator for mobile services, etc.).

4
Timing
The course of the next ITU-D study period with a mid-term guide by mid-2004.

5
Proposers/sponsors
All developing countries, in particular their individual or grouped operators.
6
Sources of input 
4. Collection of related technical progress in both ITU-R and ITU-T.

5. The ITU handbook on IMT-2000 and beyond.

6. Visions of national and/or regional organizations in developed countries (e.g. ETSI, TIA, ARIB, etc.).

7. Experiences of smooth migration by administrations of developed and developing countries.

8. Relevant input from manufacturers.

7
Target audience 
	
	Developed countries
	Developing countries
	LDCs

	Telecom policy-makers
	X
	X
	X

	Telecom regulators
	X
	X
	X

	Service providers/operators)
	-
	X
	X

	Manufacturers
	X
	-
	-


a)
Target audience - Who specifically will use the output
Mainly mobile network providers in developing countries.

b)
Proposed methods for the implementation of the results
Operators will directly implement the results of this work.

8
Proposed methods of handling the Question or issue

a)
How?

Within a study group:
A core group of voluntary and/or part-time paid experts should
be established to be tasked with the timely proposed outputs
for consideration by the study group in its yearly meeting.  The
core group should be composed of experts, all active in the
domain of mobile service (preferably from mobile operators), with geographical balance between
developed and developing countries.

b)
Why? 

The Question output needs a multi-year period to achieve its objectives, being mainly based on future work progress achieved by ITU-R and ITU-T and those national and/or regional organizations concerned in developed countries.
9
Coordination 

The proposed expert core group should take into consideration (and without duplication of activities):
a.
output from the study groups in ITU-T and Working Party 8/F of ITU-R;
b.
any regional study for such migration, especially by regional operator groups (e.g. ETNO, Arab mobile operator groups, etc.);
c.
output from those involved in dual-mode operations for the mobile services (terrestrial and satellite modes).

10
Other relevant information

None.

__________
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Question 9/2: 
Identify study group Questions in the ITU-T and ITU-R Sectors which are of particular interest to developing countries and systematically, by way of annual progress reports, inform them of the progress of work on the Questions to facilitate their contributions to the work on those Questions as well as, ultimately, to benefit from their outputs in a timely manner

STUDY GROUP 2
SOURCE:
CO-RAPPORTEUR (USA) FOR QUESTION 9/2

TITLE:
UPDATING ANNEX 5 OF THE REPORT ON QUESTION 1/2

_____

As associate rapporteur for Question 9/2, I was tasked during the September 2000 Study Group meeting to update Annex 5 of the report of Question 1/2 of the previous study period. 

After careful review of Annex 5, I have come to the conclusion that this document no longer needs to be updated because other resources have been made available since the publication of the Annex in 1998 to address GMPCS.  These include the GMPCS Reference Book and the BDT Director’s report on the Opinion 5 Group of Experts on GMPCS, which was adopted by WTDC-98.   

However there are two questions that I recommend the ITU-D consider studying. These questions were made apparent through the input documents to Question 9/2 (see attached).  The first is the privatization of Intergovernmental Satellite Organizations (ISOs) and its impact on the competitive and regulatory environment for fixed satellite service. The second is end-user licensing for FSS satellite services. In many developing countries, these ISOs provide lifeline connectivity to the outside world.  It is important to determine if there are any "special classes" of license granted for these satellite services; and to determine how Administrations have handled requests for transferring licenses for these systems into other forms of authorization. I would suggest that the most appropriate means for this type of study is one that enables Administrations to provide insight into the issues that they face and how they have handled them, perhaps through the use of a questionnaire.  

As you know, the privatization of the Intergovernmental Satellite Organizations is the most significant event to face users of satellite services in many years. It is important to study the effects of this privatization on the provision of essential services, on competition in the telecommunications marketplace, and on licensing of the providers of this important infrastructure for developing countries.   If ITU Study Group 2 chooses not to study this matter, then ITU Study Group 2 should provide and explanation of that decision and forward these questions to the another Study Group for immediate study. 

Thank you for your prompt consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

[image: image1.wmf]Vernita D. Harris

Attachment:

Document 2/201: Contribution to ITU Study Group 2 (Question 9/2) September 2000, “Competition of satellite services to benefit remote and rural areas”
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Question 9/2: 
Identify study group Questions in the ITU-T and ITU-R Sectors which are of particular interest to developing countries and systematically, by way of annual progress reports, inform them of the progress of work on the Questions to facilitate their contributions to the work on those Questions as well as, ultimately, to benefit from their outputs in a timely manner

STUDY GROUP 2
SOURCE:
RAPPORTEUR FOR QUESTION 9/2
CO-RAPPORTEUR FOR QUESTION 9/2 (USA)

TITLE:
DRAFT QUESTIONNAIRE ON GLOBAL MOBILE PERSONAL COMMUNICATIONS BY SATELLITE (GMPCS)

_____

During the Rapporteur’s Group meeting which was held from 11 to 13 December 2000 it was reiterated to update Annex 5 on GMPCS of the Final Report on Question 2/1 of the previous study period, taking into account

- any relevant material of the two input documents to the meeting of Study Group 2 in September 2000 (Documents 2/200 and 2/201 submitted by Hughes Electronic Corp. (USA) and Panamsat Corp. (USA) respectively;

- the BDT Director’s report on the Opinion 5 Group of Experts on GMPCS, which was adopted by WTDC-98 Document 162.  Particular emphasis needs to be given to the checklist of factors agreed in this report, their usefulness, any need to update them (this to cover proposed modifications, additions, cancellations, etc.);

- the recently published GMPCS reference book by BDT.

A proposal for a draft questionnaire is attached for consideration.

__________
QUESTIONNAIRE ON 
GLOBAL MOBILE PERSONAL COMMUNICATIONS BY SATELLITE (GMPCS)

For the purposes of this questionnaire, the definition of GMPCS reads: Global Mobile Personal Communications by Satellite is any satellite system (i.e. fixed and mobile, broadband and narrowband, global and regional, existing and planned) providing telecommunication services directly to end users from a constellation of satellites.
	Administration:


	Address:


	Country:

	Fax:
	e-mail:

	Filled in by:

	Title:
	Date:


	1.
How many GMPCS service providers are licensed by your Administration?
	


	2.1
How many GMPCS operators provide service in your country?
	

	2.2
What types of services are provided over GMPCS networks in your country?






	3.1
Do all GMPCS service providers receive the same type of license?
	Yes
	No

	3.2
If not, what categories of licenses are there?






	4.
Are there any “special classes” of license granted for GMPCS services, such as those provided to an intergovernmental satellite organization?
	Yes
	No


	5.
Has your Administration had to deal with a request to transfer a satellite license (including transfer of “landing rights”) into other forms of authorization?
	Yes
	No


	6.
Are there any areas in your Administration’s territory that are not permitted to be served by GMPCS at the moment?
	Yes
	No


	7.
How does your Administration address matters among satellite system operators to ensure fair competition?






	8.1
How is the cost of interconnection to the PSTN determined?





	8.2
Is there an independent regulatory authority available to review the reasonableness of the cost of interconnection?
	Yes
	No


	9.1
Although this questionnaire is based on the ITU definition of GMPCS, does your Administration use a definition of GMPCS other than the one used by the ITU (noted above)?
	Yes
	No

	9.1
If so, what is it?






You are requested to send your reply  – by e-mail (devsg2@itu.int) or fax (+41 22 7305484) - by …………….. 2001.

_________




� EMBED PBrush  ���








� Publication number 16857 (English), 16858 (French), 16859. (Spanish)


� Not discussed due to the late submission of the documents
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