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Director, Radiocommunication Bureau


revision of resolution itu-r 1-1


areas for discussion


1	Studies to be carried out by the Study Groups


Currently Task Groups and Working Parties are entitled to directly send draft new or revised Questions to the approval by correspondence process without passing through the parent Study Group. This provision was developed to speed up the production of urgent Questions when the Study Group meetings were planned on a two-yearly basis. However, this procedure may lead to a production of new Questions that overrides the control function of the Study Group, particularly as it concerns the programme of work.


Today, more frequent Study Group meetings will take place, since they will often be scheduled just after the Working Party and Task Group meetings. Therefore, it will be easier to approve urgent Questions as proposed by Working Parties and Task Groups while still keeping a higher level of control.


Furthermore, a more formal commitment of the Member States and Sector Members appears suitable when proposing a new Question. Some text along these lines has already been recently adopted by ITU-T that might also be used in the ITU-R case.


It should be noted that Conference related activities would not be affected by this change since:


•	studies not covered by a specific Question can always be activated by a Study Group according to Resolution ITU-R 5. If needed, a suitable Question can be approved at the Study Group meeting immediately following the WRC;


•	should the need arise to establish a specific Task Group to carry out studies requested by a WRC which are not covered by any existing Question, then the Conference itself could generate a suitable Question in accordance with No. 129 of the Convention (Geneva, 1992). 


If the above approach were to be retained, the relevant section of Resolution ITU-R 1-1 might be modified as follows:


�
“3.	Questions to be studied by the Radiocommunication Study Groups


3.1	In accordance with No. 129 of the Convention (Geneva, 1992) new or revised Questions referred to the Radiocommunication Assembly by the Plenipotentiary Conference, any other conference, the Council or the Radio Regulations Board will be assigned for study in accordance with § 3.4.


3.2	Other new or revised Questions may be approved by:


–	Radiocommunication Assemblies; 


•	by correspondence in the interval between Radiocommunication Assemblies, when submitted to the Director by an administration or after adoption by a Study Group, Working Party or Task Group (see § 3.3), if consensus among the Member States and Sector Members present at the meeting is achieved. In addition, some Member States and Sector Members (normally at least four) have to commit themselves to support the work, e.g. by contributions, provisions of Rapporteurs and/or hosting the meetings. The names of the supporting Sector Members should be recorded in the meeting report"


Regarding the deletion of Questions, it might be unnecessary to introduce a formal procedure, as envisaged in the past. With RAs every two years, little harm is done in leaving a Question "on the books" until the following RA. It should be noted that any additional procedure would impose further administrative costs on BR. 


2	Recommendations


An analysis performed by the use of the attached flow diagram shows that the minimum approval time for Recommendations (theoretically five months) is achieved when the Study Group consultation and approval by correspondence procedures are activated. This result appears to be equivalent to that offered by the ITU-T procedure recently approved by WTSC. Therefore, at least for the time being, no major change appears to be needed pending more extensive tests to be performed. 


As concerns the present Resolution ITU-R 1-1, current § 10 might be re-arranged to address all aspects and describe all procedures concerning the approval of Recommendations. It would be helpful to describe by inserting few flow diagrams (for instance such as those attached) the full process.


Clarification should be made throughout the Resolution regarding the terms "delegation, Member States, administration". This is particularly important in connection with the decision process, e.g. "decisions being unopposed". This clarification might also involve decisions related to the possible extension of the right to adopt Recommendations to Sector Members at the Study Group level.


From the attached flow diagram, it can be seen that the minimum approval time for Recommendations is achieved when the Study Group consultation and approval by correspondence procedures are activated. Any shorter time is likely to be achieved only by proposing a Study Group adoption process based on documents available in one language.


It is finally to be noted that the selection of the approval procedure among the various options could be based on the "shortest path" or any other agreed criterion.


�
3	ITU-R patent policy


The statement on patent policy, originally developed by ITU-T and currently followed also by ITU�R should be reproduced in an Annex to Resolution ITU-R 1-1. 


4	Publications


Currently, ITU-R Recommendations are published in the following form:


•	every four years in Volumes, which contain all texts in force;


•	in electronic form, as soon as they have been approved;


•	in Fascicles after approval of draft new or revised texts by correspondence or by the Plenary Assembly of the relevant BLUE or PINK Documents.


Since the procedure for the approval of Recommendations in the interval between Radiocommunication Assemblies is expected to be implemented more and more frequently in the future, consequential requirements for their publication in Fascicles are:


•	timely availability of the paper copy;


•	economical publication of the approved text.


It is likely that the potential users of the ITU Recommendations might be ready to accept a slightly lower quality (with respect to that provided by the Volumes) if the above requirements were met. This is recognized in Section 6.4.1 of Resolution ITU-R 1-1, and already implemented in the current production of handbooks with fully acceptable results. In addition, since the sale of paper copies of Recommendations is constantly decreasing, the requirement for an economical publication becomes even more pressing.


A solution to meet the above requirements would consist in reducing the amount of post-processing of the approved BLUE documents to get a clear and technically correct document, without aiming at its formally attractive presentation, recognizing that a suitable Volume would, in any event, be produced every four years with such an attribute.


The edited master copies of the BLUE Documents in the three languages and the relevant electronic drawing files at the end of approval process would be consolidated into suitable documents without any format conversion. The output of this process is to get three originals in the three languages ready to print in the requested economical form. It is expected that the resulting reduced production time might allow for a yearly publication of the Fascicle containing the draft new or revised Recommendations approved by each Study Group in the year. This approach would also be useful for a more efficient resource planning. The convenience for staggering workloads whenever possible, including the SG/WP/TG meetings for a better resource management and planning should not be overlooked. It should be finally noted that the yearly availability of Fascicles containing fully edited texts and drawings is expected to considerably speed up the publication of the Volumes every four years since it will break down the related work to a yearly basis. 


A flow diagram showing how this approach might be integrated with the publication of the Volumes is shown in Figure 2.
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