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1.27
to review, in accordance with Resolutions 540 (WRC-2000) and 735 (WRC-2000), the ITU‑R studies requested in those resolutions, and modify, as appropriate, the relevant regulatory procedures and associated sharing criteria contained in Appendices 30 and 30A and in the associated provisions

1
Introduction

Resolution 540 of WRC-2000 invited ITU-R to undertake studies regarding sharing criteria in Appendices 30 and 30A and also additional studies on the implications of regulatory procedures that were introduced by WRC-2000, particularly the regulatory provisions 4.1.18 to 4.1.20 on the Plan assignments.

The BSS Plan was envisioned to provide equitable access to orbital resource, along with associated spectrum, to all the member administrations of ITU. The BSS Plan assignments represent the only means for most of the developing countries to access and utilize the satellite capacity for the provision of broadcasting services on a national basis. The BSS Plan for Regions 1 and 3 was developed to provide flexibility and to cater for the long-term needs of the member administrations as a whole and to avoid monopolization by a single country or by a group of countries.

However while finalizing the BSS Plan for Regions 1 and 3 during WRC-2000, the frequency assignments to member administrations were made subject to certain constraints. These constraints were mainly introduced due to the introduction of regulatory provisions 4.1.18 to 4.1.20 in Appendices 30 and 30A.

In addition to the above, the application of certain procedures including the Grouping Concept has also put additional constraints on this Plan. The Grouping Concept involves submission of several network filings on a single orbital position by an administration to the Bureau and then asking the Bureau to group them together on the same orbital position. The application of such a concept provides flexibility to the administrations that file such networks. However, this flexibility puts more constraints on networks of other administrations.

2
Proposals

2.1
Review of § 4.1.10 of Appendices 30 and 30A

MOD
ARB/27A24/1

4.1.10
An administration with which the coordination is sought, upon receipt of the request for coordination published in BR IFIC referred to in § 4.1.5, shall, within a period of four months following the date of the publication of that IFIC, notify to the Bureau, or to the administration seeking the coordination, its agreement or its disagreement with the reasons thereof and make necessary suggestions for the resolution of the difficulty. This time-limit may be extended:

–
for an administration that has requested additional information under § 4.1.8, by up to three months; or
–
for an administration that has requested the assistance of the Bureau under § 4.1.21, by up to three months following the date at which the Bureau communicated the result of its action.

Reasons:
Experience has shown that in most of the cases administrations identified as likely to be affected, in particular those of the developing countries, fail to respond within that four-month regulatory period. Consequently, according to the current procedure their non-reply is considered as agreement, which leads to the acceptance of the interference and thus the downgrading of their reference situation. In subsequent cases they may no longer be identified as affected due to the very low EPM as a result of the acceptance of several interferences due to the non-reply. This would result in their assignment being maintained in Appendices simply without protection.

Recent discussions under agenda item 1.34 revealed that many administrations were not in favour of the notion of tacit agreement (when lack of reply constitutes agreement). These discussions are developed towards the explicit agreement in order to safeguard the very rights of the administrations which are identified as affected. Similar argument is thus valid in the case of Appendices 30 and 30A.
2.2
Review of § 4.1.18 to 4.1.20 of Appendices 30 and 30A

The Arab Administrations request that the regulatory provisions 4.1.18 to 4.1.20 be suppressed, and in this regard the Arab Administrations support the conclusions reached in Option 1 of the CPM Report (3.2.3.1.1). The Arab Administrations believe that the application of provisions 4.1.18 to 4.1.20 to the Plan assignments in Appendices 30 and 30A has the effect of reducing or degrading the EPM of the Plan assignment(s), as it will be impossible to determine interfering assignments.

APPENDIX  30*  (WRC‑2000)
Provisions for all services and associated Plans and List for
the broadcasting-satellite service in the frequency bands
11.7-12.2 GHz (in Region 3), 11.7-12.5 GHz (in Region 1)
             and 12.2-12.7 GHz (in Region 2)     (WRC‑2000)
                 ARTICLE  4     (WRC‑2000)
Procedures for modifications to the Region 2 Plan or 
for additional uses in Regions 1 and 32
SUP
ARB/27A24/2

4.1.18


SUP
ARB/27A24/3

4.1.18bis


SUP
ARB/27A24/4

4.1.19

SUP
ARB/27A24/5

4.1.20

APPENDIX  30A  (WRC‑2000)

Provisions and associated Plans and Lists1 for feeder links for the broadcasting-satellite service (11.7-12.5 GHz in Region 1, 12.2-12.7 GHz
in Region 2 and 11.7-12.2 GHz in Region 3) in the frequency
bands 14.5-14.8 GHz2 and 17.3-18.1 GHz in Regions 1 and 3,
           and 17.3-17.8 GHz in Region 2     (WRC‑2000)
             ARTICLE  4     (WRC‑2000)
Procedures for modifications to the Region 2 feeder-link Plan 
or for additional uses in Regions 1 and 3

SUP
ARB/27A24/6

4.1.18

SUP
ARB/27A24/7

4.1.18bis

SUP
ARB/27A24/8

4.1.19

SUP
ARB/27A24/9

4.1.20

Reasons:
To protect the Plan assignment from the harmful interference that may be caused by the modified assignment.

2.3
Application of the Grouping Concept for one orbital location in Appendices 30 and 30A with respect to Regions 1 and 3

The Arab Administrations believe that the Rules of Procedures allowing for the Grouping Concept should be suppressed. Subsequently, the Arab Administrations support the views expressed in Option A of the CPM Report (3.2.3.2). The use of the Grouping Concept raises the issue of monopolization, which is against the spirit of the ITU Constitution and the Radio Regulations. 

Reasons:
The suppression of the regulatory provisions 4.1.18 to 4.1.20 as well as the Rules of Procedure that allow the Grouping Concept will provide the developing countries that have special national requirements an equitable access to orbit and frequency spectrum resources in accordance with Article 44 of the ITU Constitution. 

2.4
Interregional sharing criteria 

The Arab Administrations propose that the minimum antenna diameter to be used in the pfd mask is 60 cm, and it should be kept as is without change.

Reasons:

–
The BSS Plan of WRC-2000 was established on this antenna size.

–
WRC-2000 used this 60 cm antenna size in order not to block the use of adjacent orbital position.

2.5
Sharing criteria of AP30 used to protect earth stations of the BSS with respect to earth stations or terrestrial stations of the FSS functioning in the opposite direction of transmission (Resolution 735)

The Arab Administrations propose to preserve Annex 3 of AP30 by carrying out suitable revisions considering the up-to-date parameters of the BSS while updating the propagation model (option called Annex 3 (Rev.2)).

Reasons:
This option is simple and easy to use, and is well known to broadcasters. On the other hand, the parameters of AP7 are specific to the FSS and are not known and were not used by the broadcasters in the process of coordination.

Moreover, to replace Annex 3 of AP30 by AP7 would imply a dispersion of the sharing criteria between AP30 and AP7 and would lead to difficulties and complex use.

2.6
Use of BSS feeder-link assignments for GSO FSS (Earth-to-space) in the bands 14.5-14.8 GHz and 17.3-18.1 GHz


ARB/27A24/10

The Arab Administrations propose no modifications or additions to the provisions of the Radio Regulations in relation to the above bands.

_____________
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