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DECISION 482 MODIFIED (C2002)

1
Modifications to networks submitted before 7th November 1998

In order to provide for those networks where the API was submitted prior to the introduction of cost recovery, Decision 482 modified 2002 (as well as previous versions) decides 7 states that the coordination request for such a network will be free regardless of its date of receipt. Any subsequent modifications will be charged only if the cumulative sum of units (previously pages) exceeds three times the units covered by the flat fee.

It was noted that in the draft version of Decision 482 submitted to the ordinary session of Council-03, the following changes were made to decides 7:

“quote

7
that for any network for which the API was received prior to 7 November 1998, there will be no cost-recovery charges for the first coordination request referring to that API, regardless as to when it is received by the Radiocommunication Bureau. Modifications to these networks communicated to the Radiocommunication Bureau after 7 November 1998, shall be subject to a charge in accordance with decides 2 above.

unquote”

The modifications above are against the basic principle that is agreed in the previous ad-hoc group meeting which cited that “No retroactivity in the application of future changes to filings charges”. The filings received at a particular period should be treated using the Decisions enforced at that time. There should be no retroactivity impact on the decision/modification made in the coming council to those pending process filings due to the ITU backlog.

Proposal

Therefore, it is proposed that the following modifications be made to decides 7:

7
that for any network for which the API was received prior to 7 November 1998, there will be no cost-recovery charges for the first coordination request referring to that API, regardless as to when it is received by the Radiocommunication Bureau. Modifications to these networks communicated to the Radiocommunication Bureau between 7 November 1998 and 18 June 2004, shall be subject to an additional charge if their cumulative sum of modified [units] exceeds three times the limit established for additional charges in Annex A. However, modifications to these networks communicated to the Radiocommunication Bureau after 18 June 2004 shall be subject to charge in accordance with decides 2 above.
2
Calculation of charges covering multiple categories

In the Bureau’s Circular Letter CR/179 dated 6th June 2002, it is stated that if a publication involves more than one category, then the applicable category with the highest charges specified will be applied for that publication. 

While recognizing the fact that the Bureau would require different resources treating frequency assignments fall under different categories, by applying the highest charges among the applicable categories would excessively recovered the costs of the publication. This is contradicting to the resolution established in Resolution 91 (Minneapolis, 1998) which stats that no more than the actual costs of providing products and services are recovered.

Proposal

Therefore, it is proposed that the charges for filings covering multiple categories (or provisions) be based on a unit by unit basis taking into account the various charges for the respective categories (or provisions).

3
Treatment of filings with similar of characteristics
One of the preliminary tasks that the Bureau performed before examining a filing that is submitted is to understand the filing. The filings submitted by one administration for several close orbital locations are often similar in technical parameters if not the same. Therefore, the time (or resources) used to treat these similar filings would be lesser in view that the expert whom process the filing would have the understanding for subsequent similar filings.

Proposal

Therefore, it is proposed that for a series of similar (or the same) filings submitted by the administration, the charges for subsequent similar filings other than the first filing to be entitle to some discount. The reason is that the costs for the subsequent similar filings would be lesser. 

4
Charging methodology

In the report by the council ad hoc group on cost recovery for satellite network filings to the ordinary council meeting in 2003, it was recommended that time recording be implemented in the Radiocommunication Bureau and the General Secretariat, with application to the Space Services Department and the staff in the Informatics, Administration and Publication Department, dealing with space software development and publication as a first priority in view that the method used by the ITU for apportioning staff time to activities has been considered completely inadequate and the results open to interpretation.

Even though time recording appears to be a better mechanism in identifying the percentage of time within the Radiocommunication Bureau and the General Secretariat, among all the activities performed by the BR and General Secretariat for those activities subject to cost recovery, the efficiency of the expert in processing the satellite filing would need to be taken into consideration in establishing the charging methodology. The time recorded for processing a filing may be different for different personnel. In order to minimise the differences, a representative time range could be established for completing the processing of a filing. Within the representative time range, the charges applicable to process a filing would remain the same.  

Proposal

Therefore, it is proposed that a representative time range for completing the process of a filing to be used in the new charging methodology.

5
Resolution 89 [COM4/9] (WRC-03)

During WRC-2003, Resolution 89 [COM4/9] which addresses the issue of backlog in satellite filings was adopted. The Conference instructs the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau, within financial limitations, to provide administrations with a more user-friendly software for the validation of all electronic filings in order to minimize/eliminate the exchange of correspondence between administrations and the Bureau, as well as the submission of incorrect or inadequate data elements to the Bureau. The conference also invites administrations to submit contributions with a view to removing any unnecessary data in Appendix 4 so as to reduce the processing time of a notice.

With an improvement version of the validation software, the treatment time for completing the process of a filing would be reduced since the time spent on exchanging the correspondences between administration and Bureau would be minimized. 

Proposal

Therefore, it is proposed that the meeting take into consideration the above resolution in establishing the cost and charging methodology.

