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1
Introduction

The RA-2000, Istanbul agreed after extensive discussions to the provisional application of an alternative approval procedure (AAP) for the approval of recommendations. Specifically, in accordance with Resolution ITU-R 45, if a recommendation is considered suitable unanimously by a study group (SG) for the application of AAP, such a recommendation can follow the procedure of section 10.2.2 of Resolution ITU-R 1-3 for adoption by a study group by correspondence. 

At the last round of study group meetings, there was significant effort spent in the identification of questions, which could lead to approval of the resulting recommendations by the AAP. However, in spite of a lot of efforts spent in identifying and debating this subject, most study group's did not identify many questions where AAP could be applied. Since the need to accelerate the approval of recommendations is well recognized, the purpose of this contribution is to find other options to meet this objective.

Under the current procedure, the approval of recommendations by consultation does not start until the study group either adopts a recommendation at its meeting or, it is agreed by the study group to start the adoption process by the correspondence procedure of section 10.2.2 of Resolution ITU‑R 1‑3. In this situation, unless there is a study group meeting following meetings of each working party (WP), adoption of a recommendation is not done until such a meeting takes place. Moreover, adoption at the study group meeting requires availability of recommendations in the three working languages. 

2
Proposals

Two options are proposed to accelerate the process for approving recommendations: 

2.1
One option would be for those draft recommendations (DNRs) which were approved by a working party or TG (Task Group) with full consensus, to be sent for adoption by correspondence right after the meeting of the working party, i.e. following the procedure of section 10.2.2, but with the working party acting on behalf of the study group. This means that study group members do not have to wait sometimes six (6) months or more, for the study group meeting to start the "adoption and/or approval by correspondence process". For example, under the current procedure, for adoption of the recommendations from working party meetings in March 2001, study group members need to wait until the October 2001 meetings of the study group. Whereas, by starting the 

adoption by correspondence process right after the working group meetings, which takes two (2) months, this could be done by May-June 2001 time-frame. If this procedure is adopted, then for those recommendations, which did not receive any modifications of substance, the approval procedure of section 10.3 could start even before a study group meeting takes place.

The above procedure is suggested on the basis of recent experience of adoption of recommendations at study group meetings. At such meetings, the majority of recommendations have been adopted with minor changes or clarifications. In those limited number of cases, where any matter of substance was raised, the recommendations were generally sent back to the originating working party. If the procedure of adoption by correspondence, as suggested above, is started right after the working party meeting, any issues of substance can be resolved by correspondence and the recommendation can be adopted by the correspondence procedure or, brought to the study group meeting, if scheduled. This would again save time for approval of a recommendation.

The above procedure would apply for situations where the study group meeting does not follow right after the working party meetings. In those cases where the study group meeting takes place right after the working party meetings, although the DNRs approved by the WPs are not available in three working languages, adoption should take place at the study group meeting. This would be followed by the approval process as detailed in section 10.3 of Resolution ITU-R 1-3.

2.2
The second option would be to eliminate the adoption process altogether, and for those recommendations approved by a working party with full consensus, the approval procedure by correspondence of section 10.3 could start right after the working party meeting.

If the above concepts were acceptable, proposals to modify appropriate sections of ITU-R 1-3 could be developed.
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