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1
Oral reports by the chairpersons of committees and working groups of the Plenary

1.1
The Chairperson of Committee 2 said that Committee 2 had held one meeting at which it had taken note of its terms of reference and examined the credentials deposited with the secretariat thus far. It had found 66 sets of credentials to be in order and had noted that two Member States had given the delegation of another Member State powers to vote and sign on their behalf. The deadline for the submission of credentials would be established to enable the committee to make its final report on 29 May 2000, and he urged all delegations that had not yet submitted their credentials to do so as soon as possible.

1.2
The delegate of Greece said that he wished to express his Government’s reservations concerning the credentials of one State, and would reserve the right to raise the issue at a subsequent meeting of Committee 2.

1.3
The Chairperson of Committee 3 reported that Committee 3 had held one meeting at which it had noted its terms of reference and considered issues including the financial responsibilities of conferences, the budget for WRC‑2000 and the contribution of organizations of an international character and Sector Members to defraying the expenses of the conference. The committee would be cooperating closely with Working Group 2 of the Plenary, and a Joint Working Group COM3/PLEN‑2 would be established to expedite the transmission of information concerning the financial implications of decisions taken at the conference. Potential agenda items that could proceed within existing budgetary credits and those for which additional credits were required would also be identified.

1.4
The delegate of Syria said that he would require more time to establish criteria in order to distinguish between agenda items which were firm and those which were not, and he would reserve the right to return to that issue at a later stage.

1.5
The Chairperson of Committee 4 said that Committee 4 had already held two meetings and had established two working groups in order to expedite its work. Working Group 4A had set up three sub-working groups and was carrying out work on agenda item 1.3, and on Resolutions 84, 85, 86, 87 and 88 (Minneapolis, 1998). Resolution 80 (Minneapolis, 1998) on the WRC process, which the committee had originally been allocated, did not pertain to regulatory issues and he had requested that it be referred to Committee 3 and Working Group 2 of the Plenary (Document 175). Working Group 4B had set up four sub‑working groups, and was considering agenda items 1.1, 1.2, 1.8, 2 and 4. Some requests concerning country footnotes received from administrations under item 1.1 of the agenda lay outside the scope of further resolves 1a), b) and c) of Resolution 26 (Rev.WRC‑97) and others had not been submitted as stipulated in No. 316 of the Convention (Geneva, 1992), in accordance with further resolves 3 of Resolution 26. For those reasons, the committee had decided to seek guidance from the Plenary as to how Resolution 26 was to be applied (Document 180). Lastly, Committee 4 had approved Document 116 on changes in the allocation of call signs between WRC‑97 and WRC‑2000, which would be submitted to Committee 6. Document 46, on coordination and notification procedures for satellite networks, which had originally been allocated to Committee 4, had been referred to Committee 5 for consideration. 

1.6
The Chairperson of Committee 5 reported that, at its first meeting, Committee 5 had organized its work by establishing four working groups. Working Group 5A was responsible for agenda items 1.6, 1.10 and 1.11, and had set up two sub‑working groups. It had already completed its work on sub-item 1.6.2 relating to the identification of a global radio control channel to facilitate roaming for IMT‑2000. Working Group 5B was dealing with agenda items 1.7, 1.9, 1.15 and 1.18, and good progress had been made on item 1.7 concerning the review of the use of the HF bands by 

the aeronautical mobile and maritime mobile services. However, no progress had yet been made on agenda item 1.9 relating to the feasibility of an allocation in the space‑to‑Earth direction to the mobile‑satellite service in a portion of the 1 559‑1 567 MHz frequency range; different interpretations existed as to whether Resolution 213 (Rev.WRC‑95) permitted alternative allocations in that range. Working Group 5C on the high‑density fixed service was dealing with agenda items 1.4, 1.5, 1.16 and 1.17, and had established three sub‑working groups. Working Group 5D, responsible for agenda items 1.12, 1.13 and 1.14, had held three meetings, and work had almost been completed on item 1.12, concerning sharing between feeder links of non‑GSO MSS networks and GSO FSS networks, and item 1.14, relating to the feasibility of implementing non‑GSO MSS feeder links in the band 15.43-15.63 GHz.

1.7
The Chairperson of Committee 6 said that Committee 6 had held one meeting and had noted its terms of reference. Its work would begin in earnest the following week, and the committee would do its best to ensure that the documents it received were submitted to the Plenary for first reading as soon as possible.

1.8
The Chairperson of Working Group 1 of the Plenary said that the working group had attached priority to the work necessary to begin the planning process. An ad hoc group had been established to consider the basic elements required for planning, and its conclusions had formed the basis of Document 183 which would be taken up later by the Plenary. Another ad hoc group had been established to examine interservice and interregional compatibility criteria; the results of its work would also be useful in the planning process.

1.9
The Chairperson of Working Group 2 of the Plenary said that the working group had held two meetings. It had already considered the report of the Director of BR on the activities of the Radiocommunication Sector (Document 41+Corr.1) and would propose that report's approval. A number of regulatory issues that did not relate directly to the working group had been identified and drawn to the attention of Committee 4. The working group had not yet considered the report from the Radiocommunication Assembly, but had begun a detailed discussion of items for inclusion in the draft agenda of the next WRC.

2
Schedule for WRC‑2000 (Document 177)

2.1
The Chairperson, introducing Document 177, said that if the Steering Committee considered it necessary, more plenary meetings would be scheduled during the forthcoming two weeks.

2.2
On that understanding, Document 177 was noted.

3
Participation requests submitted by international organizations (continued) (Document 114)

3.1
The Secretary‑General, clarifying his earlier remarks on the item, sought the Plenary’s endorsement of the request by the Agency for the Safety of Air Navigation in Africa and Madagascar (ASECNA) to take part in the work of the conference as an observer, as contained in Document 114.

3.2
The request by ASECNA was approved.

4
Request by Spain to maintain HISPASAT‑2 frequency assignments in the Appendices S30 and S30A Plans (Document 178)

4.1
The Chairperson of Working Group 1 of the Plenary, introducing Document 178, said that a decision needed to be made on the request by Spain to maintain HISPASAT‑2 frequency assignments in the Appendices S30 and S30A Plans. Describing the background to the request by Spain, as outlined in section A of the document, he said that there had been differences in the interpretation of Resolution 533 (WRC‑97) by the BR and RRB on the one hand and the Administration of Spain on the other, owing to ambiguity between the text of resolves 2 of Resolution 533 and that contained in sections 11.1 and 9A.1 of Articles 11 and 9A of Appendices S30 and S30A, respectively. Working Group 1 of the Plenary therefore recommended that two actions be taken: first, that Spain’s request be approved by the present meeting, and second that, in order to remove the ambiguity and avoid further difficulty in the future, Resolution 533 be amended. The working group was not yet ready to suggest an amendment but would do so at a later stage. 

4.2
The delegate of Morocco proposed that the request by Spain should be approved, and that the revised version of Resolution 533 should be made available prior to approval.

4.3
It was so agreed.

4.4
The delegate of Spain expressed his gratitude to all those who had supported his request. 

5
Basic elements for BSS replanning (Document 183 and Corrigendum 1 and Addendum 1)

5.1
The Chairperson of Working Group 1 of the Plenary, introducing Document 183, together with its Corrigendum 1 and Addendum 1, stressed its importance for the work of the conference. Approval of the document at the present meeting was necessary to start replanning and to allow for the process to be completed by the end of WRC‑2000. Corrigendum 1 contained a recommendation that the Plenary decide that WRC-2000 should undertake BSS replanning. Section 1 of Document 183 described the methodology, technical assumptions and criteria for replanning, in line with the report of the Inter-conference Representative Group (IRG), as contained in Document 34. Section 2 contained a list of additional BSS-to-BSS studies requested by some administrations at the last IRG meeting and since that meeting. Working Group 1 of the Plenary recommended setting the deadline for the receipt of such requests at 1700 hours Istanbul time on 12 May 2000, although Greece had proposed that the deadline be set two hours after the close of the Plenary Meeting. Section 3 of the document described issues for which further WRC decisions were required for replanning and outlined compatibility analyses being carried out by the Bureau that were not included in the IRG report. Addendum 1 to Document 183, comprising an addition to section 3, was the result of discussion on interregional sharing issues and reflected the general desire to reach agreement.

5.2
The Chairperson said that there was broad consensus on the  principle of including BSS replanning in the work of WRC-2000 and stressed the importance of approving the document under consideration in order for the replanning to proceed. If the replanning process were to go ahead,  the Bureau would obviously endeavour to accommodate everyone’s needs.

5.3
The delegate of Greece questioned the legality of proceeding with replanning at WRC‑2000. In his view, the present conference was not authorized to do so, since replanning did not appear as such on the conference agenda (Document 1). Agenda item 1.19 expressly stated that WRC-2000 was to determine the basis for replanning by the next conference. While CS 89 allowed a WRC to deal with any question of a worldwide character within its competence and related to its agenda, to proceed with replanning would be tantamount to modifying the agenda, and there was, to his knowledge, no legal basis upon which the agenda could be modified in that way. In his view, Corrigendum 1 to Document 183 contradicted ITU’s basic legal framework. ITU did not have the right to impose decisions on sovereign States and this had not hitherto been ITU practice. He therefore questioned whether the provisions of the Convention and Constitution were being duly respected. He could not approve the replanning process at WRC-2000, since, according to the Final Acts of WARC-77, Greece had a right to maintain its current orbital positions. It would be an intolerable negation of sovereign rights to change those orbital positions without Greece's consent

5.4
In reply to the delegate of Norway, the representative of the Radiocommunication Bureau confirmed that Norway’s national preferences, along with all others received prior to the deadline, would be listed in a document and taken into consideration during the replanning process.

5.5
The delegate of the Republic of Korea said that he was not aware of any systems submitted to BR under section 3 of Document 183 but the list in Document 184 included a system that might jeopardize one of his country's systems. He requested that his country's concern should be taken into account during the replanning process.

5.6
The Chairperson urged participants to coordinate with the Bureau directly on such matters.

5.7
The delegate of Morocco, speaking on behalf of the members of the League of Arab States, said that he supported Document 183 in principle, but it should be amended as follows: the sentence appearing at the end of the third paragraph of section 2 (“The following requests will be taken into account if they do not constrain the planning and the Bureau will report on the matter”) should also apply to the third and fourth paragraphs of section 1 and to the whole of section 3. Furthermore, Corrigendum 1 was lacking some of the basic elements required for replanning and he proposed that it should be replaced by the following text, which reflected the positions of the countries of Africa, Europe and the Arab Group: “The Conference decides to proceed with the planning of the BSS and FSS bands of Appendices S30 and S30A for Regions 1 and 3 in order to adopt the plans for these two Regions, ensuring 10 channels per coverage area for Region 1, representing a continuous band of 400 MHz, and 12 channels per coverage area for Region 3, representing a continuous band of 500 MHz. The Plans shall be limited to national coverage with the exceptions listed in Document 183. The other systems taken into account in the planning process in accordance with the conference decisions shall be included in a list annexed to the Master International Frequency Register.”

5.8
The Chairperson suggested that those with objections to that text should meet informally with a view to preparing a revised version.

5.9
The delegate of Syria asked which countries supported the text. 

5.10
The delegate of Greece proposed that consideration of the amendment be deferred pending its circulation in writing.

5.11
The Chairperson said that it was his understanding that Working Group 1 of the Plenary had brought the matter to the present Plenary meeting with a view to enabling replanning to proceed at WRC-2000. A decision was needed as to whether the replanning process could proceed. He recognized that the documents needed to be revised, but that work could take place after the basic agreement to proceed with replanning had been reached.

5.12
The delegate of Syria recalled that, during the discussion in the Plenary of the agenda and terms of reference of Working Group 1 of the Plenary, his Administration had proposed the deletion of “by the next conference” from agenda item 1.19 and at that time there had been no objection. The Convention stipulated that the conference was to adopt its own agenda. It was therefore his understanding that the decision to undertake the replanning process at WRC‑2000 had already been made.

5.13
The Chairperson said that the legal aspects of the conference agenda were not the point at issue, although the comments made in that regard by Greece would be noted. 

5.14
The delegate of Syria endorsed the entire Document 183 with the inclusion of all national preferences submitted prior to the deadline.

5.15
The delegate of Bulgaria, referring to Resolution 532 (WRC‑97), said that the studies carried out by the Bureau since WRC-97 had merely identified problems and questions which required further studies or decisions before replanning could take place. She drew particular attention to the fact that, given the respective requirements of the APT countries on one hand and the Region 1 countries on the other, only 24º remained available for replanning.

5.16
The delegate of Turkey, referring to the footnote to § 3.1 b) of Document 183, suggested that, rather than removing networks, they should be brought into conformity with the Plan. He therefore proposed that the second sentence of the footnote should be amended to read: “If the results cannot be favourable in any way in spite of all necessary efforts, the corresponding network will be removed …”. 

5.17
The delegate of Egypt endorsed that view, adding that there was sufficient expertise within the Bureau to achieve the necessary conformity.

5.18
The delegate of the Netherlands said that he would be prepared to support replanning on the understanding that his Administration’s objection, as reflected in Document 159, would be taken into account, together with the first amendment proposed by the delegate of Morocco. 

5.19
The delegate of France supported Document 183 as amended by the delegate of Morocco, and subject to an editorial correction of the French text.

5.20
The delegate of Germany supported the document, on the understanding that there would be further consideration of the points raised.

5.21
The delegate of Russia, expressing support in principle for replanning at WRC‑2000, said that he was prepared to approve Document 183. He could also support the first amendment proposed by Morocco; the planning principles proposed by Morocco would, however, require further discussion. The delegate of Kyrgyzstan endorsed those comments.

5.22
The delegate of Norway said that he could support Document 183 on the understanding that his country's national preferences would be taken into account in the replanning exercise. 

5.23
The Chairperson suggested that exceptionally, in order to expedite BR’s work, Document 183 might be approved at the present meeting on the understanding that it could be amended at a subsequent Plenary meeting.

5.24
The Chairperson of Working Group 1 of the Plenary said that BR’s work would not be facilitated if Document 183 was left open to amendment; the basic elements contained in the document had to be approved before the planning process could begin.

5.25
The representative the Radiocommunication Bureau emphasized that it would not be possible for the Bureau to complete the BSS‑to‑BSS compatibility analysis in time, and for the replanning process to begin, unless national preferences and choices between the basic technical assumptions were provided by administrations before the prescribed deadline.

5.26
The delegate of the United States said that the additional text proposed by the delegate of Morocco had not been considered in Working Group 1 of the Plenary, and it would be inappropriate to approve such an extensive amendment in Plenary. She therefore supported the document under consideration without amendment.

5.27
The delegate of Algeria expressed support for the additional text suggested by the delegate of Morocco, which would provide important additional introductory information. 

5.28
The delegates of Sweden, Japan, India, Israel and China said that they could agree to replanning at WRC-2000 and would support Document 183 without amendment.

5.29
The delegate of Mali, having expressed support for replanning at WRC-2000 and the document under consideration, said that in principle he could agree to the amendment proposed by Morocco, subject to  further clarification.

5.30
The delegate of Greece requested clarification as to which deadline was to be applied for the submission of new national preferences: 1700 hours or 2 hours after the close of the Plenary meeting. It was his understanding that if an administration did not submit a national preference, its current orbital position would remain valid.

5.31
The Chairperson replied that the consensus of the meeting appeared to be that the deadline for submission of new national preferences should be 1700 hours Istanbul time on 12 May 2000.

5.32
It was so agreed.

5.33
The delegate of Morocco said that the aim of his proposed amendment to Corrigendum 1 to Document 183 had been to provide the secretariat with all the elements it needed to proceed with replanning at WRC-2000. However, he had noted the objections from administrations and, in order not to delay a decision, was prepared to withdraw his proposal provided that the resulting treaty document related only to national coverage and that none of the new national preferences constrained the replanning process. The delegate of Saudi Arabia supported that view.

5.34
The delegate of South Africa supported the approval of Document 183 but requested clarification as to whether there were to be any amendments. She had no objection to the inclusion of new national preferences received by the Radiocommunication Bureau, provided that they did not constrain the replanning process.

5.35
The delegate of Senegal strongly supported approval of the document, with or without amendment. 

5.36
The delegate of the Republic of Korea expressed his support for Document 183 with the exception of § 3.1 b), implementation of which might lead to conflict with national interests and constrain the replanning exercise. He suggested that whenever such conflicts arose, new networks should receive a lower priority than existing national systems. 

5.37
The Chairperson pointed out that the second paragraph of section 2 clearly indicated that all national preferences submitted prior to the deadline would be considered by the Radiocommunication Bureau. That would seem to meet the concerns of most administrations and he therefore urged delegates to approve Document 183, together with its Corrigendum 1 and Addendum 1.

5.38
The delegate of Sweden said that he could not accept any amendment to section 3. The priorities to be given to the various systems during replanning were clearly set out in Document 34, which had been prepared following extensive studies by the IRG. It was not appropriate to re-open debate on those matters at the present meeting.

5.39
The representative of the Republic of Korea commented that although the IRG had held extensive discussions, some of the networks submitted to ITU just prior to the start of WRC‑2000 had the potential to conflict with national interests and thus to constrain the replanning process. It was essential for the conference to provide the Bureau with the necessary guidance to deal with any problems that might arise.

5.40
The delegate of Morocco said that he was willing to accept section 3 without amendment. However, the provision that national preferences should not constrain the planning process should apply to section 1 as well as section 2.

5.41
The delegate of Uzbekistan expressed concern at the consequences of the limitation on the number of orbital positions to be used by BSS in Region 1 in the arc east of 34° E in the band 12.2-12.5 GHz, as set out in Addendum 1 to Document 183. The principle of limitation had given rise to a number of objections in Working Group 1 of the Plenary which were not adequately reflected in the document. Moreover, the easterly limit of the restriction was not clearly stated. The limitation on use of the arc was fundamental to the replanning process and must be explicit. He suggested that it should be given further consideration by the working group prior to its incorporation in the replanning process.

5.42
The Chairperson of Working Group 1 of the Plenary  explained that the planning considerations set out in Addendum 1 to Document 183 had become necessary to meet the concerns of a number of administrations in Regions 1 and 3. The working group had discussed the matter extensively, and the proposed text represented a careful balance that had received general agreement.

5.43
The Chairperson assured delegates that all their comments would be taken into account during the replanning exercise.

5.44
Document 183, together with its Corrigendum 1 and Addendum 1, was approved, on the understanding that the provisions set out in the last sentence of the third paragraph of section 2 of Document 183 would also apply to section 1 of that Document, and that there would be an opportunity to consider further the points raised in the discussion.

5.45
The Chairperson paid tribute to those delegates who had modified their positions in the process of reaching a consensus that would enable the replanning exercise to go ahead. 

6
Existing and Part B systems for BSS replanning (Documents 154, 181, 184 and Addendum 1, 185)

6.1
The representative of the Radiocommunication Bureau introduced Document 184 together with its Addendum 1, which provided a list of existing and Part B systems that had been received by the Bureau and which had been prepared at the request of Working Group 1 of the Plenary. The annex to the document contained two tables: Table 1 provided a list of satellite networks that satisfied the conditions of Principle 3 of Annex 1 to Resolution 532 (WRC‑97); Table 2 contained a list of satellite networks submitted under § 4.3.14 and § 4.2.15 of Appendices S30 and/or S30A, respectively, to be published under § 4.3.17 and/or § 4.2.18 of those appendices. The documents required a number of minor editorial amendments and a revised version would be circulated in due course. The conference was requested to approve the regrouping proposals outlined in the third paragraph of the annex to Document 184. Current procedures did not specifically provide for such arrangements, although they did not exclude them. Should the conference approve the proposals, the arrangements would be carried forward into the replanning process.

6.2
In reply to the delegates of Egypt and Spain, the representative of the Radiocommunication Bureau said that the revised document would contain all submissions received prior to the agreed deadline.

6.3
The delegate of Croatia said that he reserved the right to comment at a later meeting, once the revised document had been made available and there had been time to study the data provided. He would be interested to learn the details of the due diligence information provided to the Radiocommunication Bureau.

6.4
The delegate of Russia supported the document in principle but requested clarification of the inclusion of network No. 6 in Table 2 of the annex to Document 184, since it had been brought into use in 1994.

6.5
In reply to concerns expressed by the delegates of China and Japan regarding the lack of coordination data for certain specific applications listed in Table 2 of the annex to Document 184, the representative of the Radiocommunication Bureau explained that the lists provided did not reflect all the information submitted to the Bureau. All submissions would be carefully examined by the Bureau teams undertaking the replanning exercise and compatibility analyses. Any submission that did not fulfill all the appropriate technical requirements would not be retained in the list. In reply to a comment by the delegate of Sweden regarding the proposed grouping arrangements, he explained that should it prove possible to find different orbital positions and/or channels for the national assignments concerned, grouping would not be required. The technical details of the submissions listed in the document under consideration were extremely complex and he would be happy to provide further clarifications outside the meeting.

6.6
The delegate of France, supported by the delegate of Viet Nam, proposed that Document 184 together with its Addendum 1 should be noted, on the understanding that a revised version would be submitted for approval at a later meeting. The delegate of Syria suggested that the revised document should contain the results of the Bureau’s examination of the eligibility of submissions.

6.7
The Chairperson took it that, subject to the conditions just outlined, the meeting was prepared to note Document 184 along with its Addendum 1, and that there was no objection to the proposed grouping arrangements.

6.8
It was so agreed.

6.9
The delegate of Australia introduced Document 185 which set out a list, drawn up by the APT countries, of the elements that they considered should be taken into account in reaching agreement on BSS replanning at WRC‑2000. He noted that the delegate of Japan wished to have the opportunity to expand further on the views set out in the document when it was considered by Working Group 1 of the Plenary. He drew attention to § 10, indicating that the APT countries could not accept a package that tied together particular solutions for BSS planning with issues related to other conference agenda items, including IMT‑2000 and radionavigation satellite services. It was for WRC‑2000 to find a compromise in due course. Nevertheless, he expressed appreciation to the CEPT countries and the Arab States for setting out their views in Document 154. The APT countries would prefer the merits of the various proposals to be considered separately by the appropriate committees. He noted that the exercise of drawing up the list of elements to be considered in order to reach an agreement on BSS replanning at WRC‑2000 had shown the value of regional cooperation and should facilitate the work of the conference. APT and Region 3 countries would be submitting joint proposals on other issues before the conference in due course.

6.10
The delegate of Brazil said that CITEL had expressed its views on BSS replanning in its proposals for the work of the conference, as set out in Document  14. In that document, CITEL expressed its support for replanning for Regions 1 and 3 provided that principles 7 and 8 in Annex 1 to Resolution 532 (WRC-97) were met and Region 2 services were protected. However, early discussions at the conference had included ideas that were not consistent with those conditions. Document 181 presented some CITEL administrations’ further views on the subject in the expectation that they would be considered by Working Group 1 of the Plenary. A list of other CITEL administrations that also endorsed Document 181 would be issued in a corrigendum to the document.

6.11
The delegate of Uruguay supported Document 181.

6.12
The delegate of Morocco, supported by the delegate of Syria, said that since the elements proposed by the CEPT countries and the Arab States in Document 154 for consideration on reaching agreement to BSS replanning at WRC‑2000 had not been taken into account during the consideration of Document 183, he would prefer to introduce Document 154 when those elements were considered in detail by the Plenary. Speaking on behalf of the CEPT countries and the Arab States, he stated that it had not been their intention to submit Document 154 as a package of proposals and he would be prepared to amend the document to avoid such a misinterpretation.

6.13
The delegate of France, supported by the delegate of the Netherlands, added that, as indicated in the introductory paragraph, Document 154 drew together the proposals on which the CEPT countries and the Arab States had reached agreement. Those countries fully understood the need to protect FSS systems in Regions 2 and 3 from interference from BSS systems in Regions 1 and 3 and stood ready to hold discussions to resolve related problems, while at the same time allowing replanning to go ahead. Indeed, informal consultations for that purpose had already been scheduled.

6.14
The delegate of Australia acknowledged the assurances given in response to his earlier comments. 

7
Organization of work (Document 180)

7.1
The Chairperson of Committee 4 suggested that consideration of Document 180, on the application of Resolution 26 (WRC-97), should be deferred pending further consideration of the way forward by the Steering Committee.

7.2
It was so agreed.

8
Request for BSS allocation for East Timor

8.1
The representative of the Radiocommunication Bureau said that, in response to a request from the United Nations Transitional Administration in East Timor (UNTAET), Working Group 1 of the Plenary proposed that provision of a beam of the smallest size for East Timor should be included in the BSS replanning exercise.

8.2
It was so agreed.

The meeting rose at 1920 hours.
The Secretary:


The Chairperson:
Y. UTSUMI


F.M. YURDAL
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