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Action required: 

The participants are invited to consider the outputs of the meeting and to make recommendations for future actions.

Abstract: 

The document contains the main results of the meeting of the Joint Group on WTDC-98 Resolution 9 held in Geneva from 6 to 7 March 2000.

1. Introduction

The second meeting of the Joint Group on WTDC-98 Resolution 9 was held on 6 and 7 March 2000 in Geneva, Switzerland.

The meeting was attended by 13 participants from Member States and Sector Members.

Mr. Terry Jeacock, Chairperson of the Group opened the meeting and invited Mr. Kisrawi, Chairperson of ITU-D Study Group 2, to give an introduction to the the background history of the creation of the Joint Group. 

Mr Kisrawi emphasized the important role of this key group created during the ITU-D Study Group 2 meeting in September 1999. He noted that, although the representatives of the regions were not present, he hoped that they would get more involved as the work progressed. He was happy that many countries had replied (more than 70) to the Questionnaire on National Radio Frequency Spectrum Management, sent by Administrative Circular BDT-CA/08 – BR-CA/71 and co-signed by the two Directors of BR and BDT. He hoped that the Joint Group would receive more replies.

Mr. Nalbandian, representing ITU-R, said that the scope of ITU-R Study Group 1 included development of principles and techniques for effective spectrum management, he therefore welcomed the opportunity to work together with ITU-D Study Groups in order to fulfill the requirements of Resolution 9.

After these statements, the agenda was adopted.

2. Main results

2.1
General discussion

· Some participants questioned why the frequency range 29.7 – 960 MHz had been chosen for the questionnaire . In particular some African countries said that the frequency range should have included up to 3 GHz which has considerable use and has more frequency management problems.


It was explained that this range was chosen by agreement at the previous Joint Group Resolution 9 meeting and endorsed by ITU-D SG2. Resolution 9 requires the Report to be developed in phases, therefore the study can continue on other ranges of frequences if the results of the first phase are considered to be useful.

· Part 1 of the Questionnaire asked for information about specifications of equipment used in the different frequency sub-bands. Some participants were concerned that if this meant making reference to specific manufacturers products it could result in an incorrect bias in the final report. On the other hand, it was necessary to give a clear picture to show how the spectrum was actually being used. It was agreed finally to describe the use of the spectrum in terms of generic applications rather than specific products.

· There was a debate on how to compile the responses to the Questionnaire: one way is to do it per region, either the three ITU-R “radio” Regions or the five ITU-D “development” Regions. It would also be useful to analyse separately the responses from developed and developing countries. 

· Some participants proposed the establishment of an electronic database containing the replies to enable easier analysis. However, it was noted that some replies to the Questionnaire had been given in electronic (“soft” format), while others had been sent only by paper or fax (“hard” format) and it was realised that considerable resources would be required to transcribe the data from the Questionnaires into the database. It was unlikely that such resources could be made available by the BDT, either from the secretariat or by funding an external contractor. The idea of the database was therefore not retained.

· It was agreed that, as JGRES9 is open to all ITU Members, there should be no objection to making available to ITU Members the information supplied to the Joint Group through the Questionnaires, including National Frequency Allocation Tables. However, there could be technical difficulties, depending on the method of “publication”.

· Options for publishing, in an electronic format, the Final Report and the compilation of replies to the Questionnaire were considered. It was agreed that this should be done through the ITU-D Web. 

· For those replies received in hard copy, the possibility would be explored (within BDT/BR) to convert them to electronic format e.g. Portable Document Format (PDF) files.

· The report is to be translated in the three working languages (English, French and Spanish).

2.2
Organisation of the work

It was decided to split the Group in two sub-groups:

· Sub-group one, chaired by Mr. Norbert Schroeder from the United States, which dealt with the replies to Part I of the questionnaire.

· Sub-group two, chaired by Mr. Harold Motta from Brazil, which dealt with the replies to Part II of the questionnaire.

2.3
Analysis of the replies to Part I of the questionnaire

For Part I of the Questionnaire, Administrations have supplied copies of their National Frequency Allocation Tables, including types of application in the different sub-bands. It was noted from an initial review of these national tables, that most countries are following the allocation table in Article S5 of the Radio Regulations. 

However, in some sub-bands, Article S5 allocates the same sub-band to different services, thereby providing administrations with a choice to meet national requirements. In other cases, allocations are different in the ITU Regions, while country footnotes provide a further degree of flexibility. At a more detailed (application) level, the Questionnaires showed that there can be considerable national variations in use, even though applications are within the same service definition and in accordance with the Radio Regulations. There are various reasons for this divergence, for example the level of economic or technology development in the country concerned.

There was a discussion on the options for analysing and presenting these differences in allocations and use in the Report and how much detail should be provided. The main objective is to compile the information in the most effective way to be useful for developing countries. 

Two methods were proposed:

a) One suggested by Mr. Schroeder (see Document JGRES09/009: "Draft report to questionnaire") which is based on a comparison of the results per region with the corresponding equipments and their characteristics for each band of frequency.

One problem is to get the list of countries pertaining to each region. 

b) The second way was suggested by Mr. Olivier Nicol (see Document JGRES09/010: "Example of allocation tables in the world compared with ITU-RR"). The proposal is based on the comparison of the existing situation in each country or group of countries (e.g. CEPT) with ITU Radio Regulations. In each range of frequency, the services provided are mentioned. 

Each method has its advantages and disadvantages, for example, putting the results from all the three regions in the same table has the advantage to compare the regions at a glance but the disadvantage of reducing the space available for any detailed information. This did not prevent having separate tables to present the results region by region with more detailed information.

In conclusion, it was agreed:

- 
to make a comparative analysis between the ITU regions . To this end, the list of administrations per region should be provided by the BDT Secretariat.

· to use both methodologies for the time being, to develop them further and to see how they could be used and how they will help to reach the goal of assisting developing countries in managing the frequency spectrum management;

· that the compilation should reflect the applications in different frequencysub-bands.

2.4 Analysis of the replies to Part II of the questionnaire

Mr. Motta presented the results of the work in six points, which are the following:

The sub-group

· agreed that the questions in Part II should be grouped into categories and prepared a categorisation based on the list proposed in Document JGRES09/011;

· noted that some of the questions lacked clarity which could lead to inconsistencies in the answers given;

· agreed that the statistical analysis (the analysis of the yes/no answers) should have additional text to clarify the questions and explain why different answers may have been given;

· agreed that there should be further efforts to encourage ITU Members to complete and return the Questionnaire (Mr. Jeacock and Mr. Kisrawi will consider this issue);

· considered that the work of analysis would be made easier if each member of the Group volunteered to take responsibility for a category. This could include contacting the "focal point" for the questionnaires to resolve queries in the answers given.

The meeting agreed on the categories as prepared by the sub-group.

It was recommended, when preparing the compilation, to mention  the date when the information was compiled. As the situation changes rapidly in the telecommunication environment, the information may not be relevant at the time of publication of the results.

There should be some comparison with the results of the previous Questionnaires described in Circular Letter BDT/CA/08-BR/CA/71 Annex 3. However, these results require additional clarification. The BDT will contact BR to find out if more detailed information is still available, for example copies of Administrations’ replies to the previous Questionnaires. In particular, additional information is required to compare previous answers on communication law, national allocation tables and electronic database used.

2.5
Work distribution

After discussion, the following work distribution was made:

For Part 1 of the Questionnaire sub-group 1 established during the meeting will continue to develop the different approaches proposed by Mr Shroeder and Mr Nicol.

For Part II of the Questionnaire sub-group 2 established during the meeting will continue to analyse the replies based on the categorisation of aspects agreed. Specific responsibilities for the categorisations are:

· Mr. Cisse (Senegal) will prepare the legal aspects.

· Mr. Fontaine (France) will prepare the financial aspects.

· Mr. Jeacock (United Kingdom) will prepare the spectrum planning aspects.

· Mr. Verduijn (Netherlands) will prepare the spectrum control and the use of ITU Handbooks aspects.

· Mr. Motta (Brazil) will prepare the organizational work aspects.

2.6
Consideration of other contributions received

The contribution from Israel (Doc. JGRES09/007) was examined.

The document gives a comparison of national strategies for spectrum use, taking information  concerning differences in frequency availability for short range devices in North America (FCC) and Europe (CEPT) and presenting these as examples of alternative sub-regional strategies. It was noted that ITU-R Study Group 1 is studying this topic and the results could be be used in the Resolution 9 Report.

2.7
Draft structure of the report on WTDC-98 Resolution 9 (Doc. JGRES09/008)

Mr Jeacock had proposed a structure for the report in Doc. JGRES09/008, Annex 1. After discussion, the following was agreed:

· The structure proposed by Mr Jeacock was accepted (see Document JGRES09/012).

· Mr. Jeacock will circulate by e-mail some proposals of examples of national strategies for spectrum planning. These will be considered for inclusion in an Annex to the Report.

· The results from the sub-groups will be used for Chapters 5 and 6 of the Report

· The results from the analysis of the Questionnaire, especially Part II, would be used to identify requirements for further action and make proposals. 

2.8
Work plan and timetable

It was agreed that:

· The Chairperson will present a progress report to the ITU-D Study Groups 1 and 2 meetings in September 2000. The report will provide the work achieved so far and the methodology adopted to evaluate the replies to the questionnaire. The report is to be sent to BDT Secretariat by 11 August 2000. The pitfalls are to be indicated also.

· It is recommended to encourage further replies to the questionnaire. The replies are expected by 1st August 2000 at the latest.

· For its next meeting, the Joint Group will take advantage of the next ITU-R Study Group 1 meeting (in October 2000) as foreseen by the last Study Group 1 (Assen) meeting. This will also provide an opportunity to take into account comments received at the September 2000 ITU-D Study Group meetings. The recommendations of ITU-R Study Group 1 meeting will contribute to give the direction to follow in order to finalize the work.

· The final report is to be prepared for early 2001. The date is to be set after having clear ideas of the forthcoming meetings in ITU-R and ITU-D.

· BDT Secretariat shall post all the replies (Part I and II) on the Web. There is no need for CD‑ROM for the moment.

2.9 Progress report to ITU-D Study Groups 1 and 2 and to ITU-R Study Group 1

As mentioned above, the Chairperson, Mr. Jeacock, will present a progress report to ITU-D Study Groups 1 and 2 and another updated one (if necessary) to ITU-R Study Group 1.

2.10 Any other business

All the information among the Group will be circulated via e-mail.

___________

______________

Contact point:
Mr. Terence Jeacock, Radiocommunications Agency, London (UK)
Tel.: +44 171 2110004 / Fax: +44 171 2110028
e-mail: terence.jeacock@ties.itu.int / jeacockt@ra.gtnet.gov.uk

r:\reftxt00\itu-d\sg-d\sg01\100\113E.DOC
02.05.00
03.05.00
(107676)
r:\reftxt00\itu-d\sg-d\sg01\100\113E.DOC
02.05.00
03.05.00
(107676)


