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	Radiocommunication Bureau
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	Circular Letter

CCRR/21
	22 September 2003


To Administrations of Member States of ITU

Subject:
Draft Rules of Procedure

To the Director General

Dear Madam/Sir,

Please find enclosed proposals for suppression or modification of some current Rules of Procedure as well as for the approval of one new Rule of Procedure. The majority of these proposals are related to decisions of WRC-03. These proposals are presented in six Annexes as follows:

Annex 1:
a)
Suppression of Rules of Procedure relating to Nos. 4.8, 5.467, 5.488, 11.31.1 and 11.39 of the Radio Regulations; 



b)
Modification of the Rules relating to Nos. 11.13, 11.17, 12.9 and Appendix 5 (§ 1) of the Radio Regulations; 



c)
Suppression of the following Rules relating to Appendix 30 of the Radio Regulations: Article 2, § 4.1.10, § 4.2.14, § 7 of Annex 1 and § 3.4 of Annex 5; 



d)
Suppression of the following Rules relating to Appendix 30A of the Radio Regulations: Article 2, § 4.1.10, § 4.2.14, § 5 of Annex 1, § 3.15 of Annex 3 and Attachment 1 to these Rules; and 



e)
Suppression of the following Rules relating to Appendix 30B of the Radio Regulations: § 6.34, § 6.50, § 6.57, Annex 1 and Attachment 1 to these Rules.

Annex 2:
Modification of the Rule relating to No. 5.254 of the Radio Regulations.

Annex 3:
Modification of the Rule relating to No. 9.11A (Table 9.11A-1) of the Radio Regulations.

Annex 4:
Modification of the Rule relating to No. 5.415 of the Radio Regulations.

Annex 5:
New Rule of Procedure relating to Nos. 9.41 and 9.42 of the Radio Regulations.

Annex 6:
Modification of the Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.1.1a) and § 4.1.1b) of Appendices 30 and 30A of the Radio Regulations.

In accordance with No. 13.17 of the Radio Regulations, these proposals are made available to administrations for comment before being submitted to the RRB pursuant to No. 13.14.

To enable the Radiocommunication Bureau to prepare, translate and post on the ITU website the consolidated submission to the RRB in time for the 32nd Meeting, scheduled for 1‑5 December 2003, any comments that you may wish to submit should reach the Bureau no later than 3 November 2003. All e-mail comments should be sent to: brmail@itu.int.

Yours faithfully,


V. Timofeev

Director, Radiocommunication Bureau

Annexes: 6

Distribution:

-
Administrations of Member States of the ITU

-
Members of the Radio Regulations Board

- 
Director and Heads of Department of the Radiocommunication Bureau

ANNEX 1

Rules concerning

ARTICLE 4 of the RR

SUP

	4.8


Reason: 
No. 4.8 was modified by WRC-03 and the substance of this Rule was transferred to provision No. 4.8.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 1 January 2005.

Rules concerning

ARTICLE 5 of the RR

SUP

	5.467


Reason:
No. 5.467 was suppressed by WRC-03 (effective 1 January 2005); consequently this Rule can be suppressed.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 1 January 2005.

SUP

	5.488


Reason:
WRC-03 abrogated Resolution 77 (WRC-2000) and established appropriate transitional arrangement, which makes unnecessary the maintaining of this Rule.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.

Rules concerning

ARTICLE 11 of the RR

MOD

	11.13


1
This provision stipulates that no notification shall be made of the frequencies that are prescribed for common use by stations of a given service. According to this provision the Bureau established a list of the frequencies that enter into this category. This list is regularly updated and published in the Preface to the International Frequency List (IFL), in frequency order (Chapter VI of the Preface). The common frequencies appear in the Master International Frequency Register (Master Register) and in the IFL.

2
A summary of the frequencies/frequency bands that are prescribed for common use, is given below:

–
Worldwide distress and calling frequencies (500 kHz, 2 182 kHz);

–
GMDSS frequencies for distress and safety calling using DSC techniques (2 187.5 kHz, 4 207.5 kHz, 6 312 kHz, 8 414.5 kHz, 12 577 kHz, 16 804.5 kHz and 156.525 MHz);

–
GMDSS frequencies for distress and safety traffic by NBDP telegraphy (2 174.5, 4 177.5, 6 268, 8 376.5, 12 520 and 16 695 kHz);

–
GMDSS frequencies for distress and safety traffic by radiotelephony (2 182 kHz, 4 125 kHz, 6 215 kHz, 8 291 kHz, 12 290 kHz, 16 420 kHz and 156.8 MHz);

–
International frequencies for search and rescue operations (2 182 kHz, 3 023 kHz, 5 680 kHz, 8 364 kHz, 10 003 kHz, 14 993 kHz, 19 993 kHz, 121.5 MHz, 123.1 MHz, 156.3 MHz, 156.8 MHz and 243 MHz);

–
International frequencies for digital selective calling, for purposes other than distress and safety (455.5, 458.5, 2 177, 2 189.5, 4 208, 4 208.5, 4 209, 4 219.5, 4 220, 4 220.5, 6 312.5, 6 313, 6 313.5, 6 331, 6 331.5, 6 332, 8 415, 8 415.5, 8 416, 8 436.5, 8 437, 8 437.5, 12 577.5, 12 578, 12 578.5, 12 657, 12 657.5, 12 658, 16 805, 16 805.5, 16 806, 16 903, 16 903.5, 16 904, 18 898.5, 18 899, 18 899.5, 19 703.5, 19 704, 19 704.5, 22 374.5, 22 375, 22 375.5, 22 444, 22 444.5, 22 445, 25 208.5, 25 209, 25 209.5, 26 121, 26 121.5 and 26 122 kHz);

–
International frequencies for selective calling using the sequential single-frequency code system (2 170.5, 4 125, 4 417, 6 516, 8 779, 13 137, 17 302, 19 770, 22 756 and 26 172 kHz);

–
International frequencies for radiotelephone calling (4 125, 4 417, 6 215, 6 516, 8 255, 8 779, 12 290, 12 359, 13 137, 16 420, 16 537, 17 302, 18 795, 19 770, 22 060, 22 756, 25 097 and 26 172 kHz);

–
Worldwide and international working frequencies for ship radiotelegraph stations in the authorized bands between 415 and 535 kHz (425, 454, 458, 468, 480 and 512 kHz);

–
International ship-to-shore working or intership frequencies (2 045, 2 048, 2 635 and 2 638 kHz);

–
410 kHz, worldwide frequency for radio direction-finding in the maritime radionavigation services;

–
75 MHz, worldwide frequency assigned to aeronautical marker beacons.

3
If these frequencies are used by other services and/or for purposes other than those specified in the Radio Regulations, they should be notified under the relevant provisions of Article 11 and, in some cases, under the provisions of No. 4.4.

Reason:
WRC-03 modified No. 52.221A, by designating the frequencies 12 359 kHz and 16 537 kHz as alternative calling frequencies, which necessitates updating of this Rule. (NOTE – there is no change in substance, because the two additional frequencies are already included in the first indent in paragraph 1 of the Rule of Procedure on 11.14).

Effective date of application of the modified Rule: 5 July 2003.

MOD

	11.17


This provision and provisions of Nos. 11.18 to 11.21B identify assignments to terrestrial stations to be notified individually. All other assignments1, 2, 3 can be notified either as a typical station or as individual stations, as the administration concerned considers appropriate. The frequency assignments which shall be notified individually, under the procedure of Article 11, are the following:

1
Assignments to stations covered by the Allotment Plans of Appendices 25, 26 and 27 (No. 11.18) and by any Frequency Assignment Plan.

2
Assignments to stations of the broadcasting service in any band (No. 11.19).

3
Assignments to stations of all terrestrial services which are within the coordination area of an earth station (No. 11.20) if the notified bandwidth of the terrestrial station is situated wholly or partially within a frequency band which is allocated with equal rights to terrestrial and space services where coordination is required under Appendix 5, Table 5-1.

According to No. 11.20, no notification of a typical terrestrial station is receivable if the terrestrial station is within the coordination area of an earth station. In view of the current difficulties of the Bureau to ascertain, at the time of the receipt of the notice, whether a terrestrial station is situated within the coordination area of an existing earth station or one for which the coordination has been effected or initiated, the Board instructed the Bureau to encourage administrations to submit individual notices to terrestrial stations in every case where the notified bandwidth of the terrestrial station is situated wholly or partially in any of the bands shared between terrestrial and space services with equal rights if the allocation to the space service comprises the space-to-Earth direction. The Bureau may also accept a notification to a typical station in these bands, if the notifying administration so wishes, under the understanding that the subject notice form may be returned to the notifying administration at a later stage, if the Bureau’s examinations confirm that the notified geographical area of operation of the typical terrestrial station overlaps the coordination area of an earth station. Such a notice, when published in Part 1 of the BR IFIC, shall bear a special symbol making reference to this Rule of Procedure.

4
Assignments to any terrestrial stations in bands shared with space services with equal rights which exceed the limits of the terrestrial station parameters specified in Tables 8a, 8b, 8c and 8d of Appendix 7 and in No. 21.3 (No. 11.21).

The Board concluded that the first part of this provision is intended to afford appropriate protection to receiving earth stations when the terrestrial stations are using a high e.i.r.p. Given the variety of conditions specified in the referred Tables of Appendix 7, the Board decided that administrations shall submit individual notice whenever the e.i.r.p. exceeds the following limits:


50 dBW (for analogue modulation) and 37 dBW (for digital modulation), in any of the frequency bands below 3 GHz that are mentioned in Tables 8a and 8b;


55 dBW (for analogue modulation)4 and 42 dBW (for digital modulation), in any of the frequency bands between 3 GHz and 15 GHz that are mentioned in Tables 8b and 8c;


55 dBW (for analogue modulation)4 and 40 dBW (for digital modulation), in any of the frequency bands above 15 GHz that are mentioned in Tables 8c and 8d.

5
Assignments to terrestrial stations in the frequency bands listed in Table 21-2 (No. 11.21A).

The Board concluded that this provision is intended to protect the GSO. It should be applied to all terrestrial services in the bands referred to above, irrespective of their category of allocation.

6
Assignments to terrestrial stations which are governed by the procedure for seeking agreement under No. 9.21 (No. 11.21B).

Reason:
WRC-03 approved the new provision (No. 11.21B), which stipulates the obligation of submitting individual notification for each station if the concerned service is subject to the procedure for obtaining agreement under No. 9.21. This addition necessitates updating of this Rule. In addition, WRC-03 confirmed the course of action of the BR, in the context of the preparation of the 2001 edition of the RR, whereby the BR introduced correct references in provision No. 11.21, which were inadvertently omitted by WRC-2000, and which necessitated the addition of the footnote No. 4 in this Rule; consequently, this footnote is no longer necessary and may be deleted from this Rule.

Effective date of application of the modified Rule: 1 January 2005.

SUP

	11.31.1


Reason:
No. 11.31.1 was modified by WRC-03 and the substance of this Rule was transferred to provision No. 11.31.1.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 1 January 2005.

SUP

	11.39


Reason:
WRC-03 reviewed the anomaly referred to in this Rule of Procedure and took appropriate action (MOD 11.39, ADD 11.39F). Consequently, this Rule can be suppressed.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 1 January 2005.

Rules concerning

ARTICLE 12 of the RR

MOD

	12.9


Technical analysis

The technical analysis is composed of propagation calculation and compatibility analysis. For both modules, the calculation of antenna patterns shall be made using the current Recommendation
ITU-R BS.705, the propagation shall be calculated according to Recommendation ITU‑R P.533 and the reliability according to Recommendation ITU-R P.842. If any of these Recommendations is modified, the Bureau shall inform all administrations when the modification is implemented.

The test points referred to in the propagation and compatibility analysis are those agreed to at WARC HFBC-87.

The propagation calculation shall be made for all bands where Article 12 applies and at all test points within the required service area. It will be calculated at the centre frequency of the broadcasting band concerned. There will be one calculation for each hour entirely or partially used, and this calculation will be made for the hour H+30 min. For example, an operation time 02H15 to 04H05 will lead to calculations at 02H30, 03H30 and 04H30.

Results will be given for each hour, either:

–
as the basic service reliability in the requested service area;

–
or as the basic circuit reliability for each test point within the required service area;

–
or as the power at the receiver for each test point within the required service area;

–
or as the field strength received by the reference receiving antenna.

The compatibility analysis shall be made at all test points within the required service area. It may be based either on pre-calculated values of power received at the 911 test points, or values to be calculated on the user’s computer. The hours for which calculations are made are determined in the same way as for the propagation calculation.

The compatibility analysis shows the overall service reliability for all test points within the required service area and the overall area reliability for these test points. The highest interferers at each test point will also be indicated. 

For these calculations, the reliability values relate to the use of a single frequency. In the case of analogue DSB emissions the signal to noise ratio will be 34 dB and the protection ratios will be taken from Annex 4 to Recommendation ITU-R BS.560 (17 dB for co‑channel). In the case of digital emissions, the desired RF signal-to-noise ratios are provided in 

the most recent version of Recommendation ITU‑R BS.1615 and the RF protection ratios are given in Section 1 of the Annex to Resolution 543 (WRC‑03).

The user may decide to choose other values for signal to noise ratio and co-channel protection ratio, and not to consider adjacent channel interference with frequency differences greater than a given value.

Reason:
WRC-03 reviewed the use of the bands allocated to the HF broadcasting service, which are governed by the procedure of Article 12, as well as the associated regulatory framework (No. 5.134, Articles 12 and 23, Appendix 11, several Resolutions and Recommendations) with a view to establishing conditions for the introduction of digitally modulated emissions in these bands. It also invited the BR to update the relevant Rules of Procedure, which are referred to in No. 12.9 (see Resolution 535 (Rev.WRC-03): instructs the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau). NOTE – the new version of the concerned BR software (ITUHFBC) is being modified. The test version (version 4.3), which incorporates the new S/N ratio and RF protection ratios relating to digital emissions will be made available for testing purposes in September 2003. The data capture software HFBC REQ already provides for the possibility of submitting requirements related to digital emissions.
Effective date of application of the modifications to this Rule: 1 January 2004.

Rules concerning

APPENDIX 5 to the RR

MOD

	1



See Rules of Procedure relating to Nos. 9.27, 9.29, 9.31 and 11.32.

Reason:
WRC-03 reviewed the anomaly referred to in this Rule of Procedure and took appropriate action (ADD new item 1 cbis) in Appendix 5).  Consequently, the relevant part of this Rule can be suppressed.

Effective date of suppression: 1 January 2005.

Rules concerning

APPENDIX 30 to the RR

(Rules are arranged by paragraph numbers of Appendix 30)

SUP
	Art. 2


Reason:
Former § 2.2 of Article 2 of Appendix 30 was suppressed by WRC-03 and the substance of this Rule was transferred to new Article 2A of Appendix 30 added by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.
SUP

	4.1.10


Reason:
The substance of this Rule was transferred to new § 4.1.10bis of Article 4 of Appendix 30 added by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.
SUP

	4.2.14


Reason:
The substance of this Rule was transferred to new § 4.2.14bis of Article 4 of Appendix 30 added by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.

	An. 1


Limits for determining whether a service of an administration is affected
by proposed modifications to the Region 2 Plan or by proposed
new or modified assignments to the Regions 1 and 3 List

SUP

	7


Reason:
Section 7 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30 was modified by WRC-03. Consequently, this Rule can be suppressed.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 1 January 2004.

	An. 5


Technical data used in establishing the provisions and associated Plans
and the Regions 1 and 3 List, which should be used
for their application

SUP

	3.4


Reason:
The substance of this Rule was transferred to § 3.4 of Annex 5 to Appendix 30 modified by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 1 January 2004.

Rules concerning

APPENDIX 30A to the RR

(Rules are arranged by paragraph numbers of Appendix 30A)

SUP

	Art. 2


Reason:
Former § 2.2 of Article 2 of Appendix 30A was suppressed by WRC-03 and the substance of this Rule was transferred to new Article 2A of Appendix 30A added by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.

SUP

	4.1.10


Reason:
The substance of this Rule was transferred to new § 4.1.10bis of Article 4 of Appendix 30A added by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.
SUP

	4.2.14


Reason:
The substance of this Rule was transferred to new § 4.2.14bis of Article 4 of Appendix 30A added by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.

	An. 1


Limits for determining whether a service of an administration is affected by 
proposed modifications to the Region 2 Plan or by proposed new or 
modified assignments to the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Lists

SUP

	5


Reason:
The substance of this Rule was transferred to § 5 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30A and Appendix 4 modified by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 1 January 2004.

	An. 3


Technical data used in establishing the provisions and associated Plans
and Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Lists, which should be used
for their application

SUP

	3.15


Reason:
§ 3.15 of Annex 3 to Appendix 30A was modified by WRC-03. Consequently, this Rule can be suppressed.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 1 January 2004.

SUP

ATTACHMENT 1
to Rules concerning Appendix 30A
Reason:
The substance of this Rule was transferred to § 4.6.3 of Annex 3 to Appendix 30A modified by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 1 January 2004.

Rules concerning

APPENDIX 30B to the RR

SUP

	6.34


Reason:
§ 6.34 of Article 6 of Appendix 30B was modified by WRC-03. Consequently, this Rule can be suppressed.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.

SUP

	6.50


Reason:
§ 6.50 of Article 6 of Appendix 30B was modified by WRC-03. Consequently, this Rule can be suppressed.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.

SUP

	6.57


Reason:
The substance of this Rule was transferred to § 6.57 of Article 6 of Appendix 30B modified by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.

SUP

	An. 1


SUP
ATTACHMENT 1

to Rules concerning Appendix 30B
Reason:
The substance of this Rule was transferred to § 1.7 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30B modified by WRC-03.

Effective date of suppression of this Rule: 5 July 2003.

Annex 2

Rules concerning

ARTICLE 5 of the RR

MOD

	5.254


The Board understands that the successful application of the No. 9.21 procedure will lead to a status restricted to operation on a non-interference basis (see No. 5.43). The mobile-satellite service (MSS) shall not cause harmful interference to the services appearing in the Table, including the space operation service (space-to-Earth) in the band 267-272 MHz. The restriction “shall not cause harmful interference” does not apply with respect to the additional allocation under No. 5.256A [5.BE03].
Reason:
1. WRC-03, by adopting footnote No. 5.256A [5.BE03], introduced a new additional allocation to the space research and space operation services on a primary basis in some countries in the band 258-261 MHz. It also modified No. 5.254 to remove the restriction on the existing additional allocation to mobile-satellite service under No. 5.254 (i.e. “shall not cause harmful interference”) with respect to the new additional allocation under No. 5.256A [5.BE03]. The Rule is accordingly adjusted.


2. Also, reference to the Rule of Procedure on No. 5.198 is not adequate. There is a companion proposal to accordingly update Table 9.11A-1 of the Rule of Procedure on No. 9.11A.

Effective date of modification of this Rule: Upon approval.

Annex 3

Rule of Procedure on No. 9.11A

(Update of Table 9.11A-1)

Two updates of Table 9.11A-1 of the Rule of Procedure on No. 9.11A are proposed. The first relates to No. 5.255 and the additional allocation under No. 5.254. The second relates to No. 5.488 as modified by WRC-03 and Resolution 142 [COM4/24](WRC-03). Each proposal is separately explained below. Rows proposed to be added to the Table are white. Shaded are existing rows before and after the rows proposed for addition.

MOD

	9.11A


TABLE 9.11A-1
Applicability of the provisions of Nos. 9.11A-9.15 to stations of space services

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7

	Frequency band (MHz)
	Footnote No. in Article 5
	Space services mentioned in a footnote referring to No. 9.11A to which
Nos. 9.12 to 9.15 apply, or referring to Nos. 9.12‑9.13, as appropriate
	Other space services to which Nos. 9.12 to 9.14 apply equally
	Terrestrial services in respect of which Nos. 9.14
and 9.15 apply equally, as appropriate
	Date of provisional application of the allocation if later than 3.06.2000, or if different from the application date of the RR
	Notes

	312-315
	5.255
	Mobile-satellite (non-GSO)
	(
	Mobile-Satellite (GSO)
	(
	---
	
	

	312-315
	5.255
	Mobile-satellite (non-GSO) (5.254)
	(
	Mobile-satellite (non-GSO) (5.254)

Mobile-satellite (GSO) (5.254)
	

(
	--- (see No. 5.254)
	
	2A

	387-390
	5.255
	Mobile-satellite (non-GSO)
	
	Mobile-Satellite (GSO)
	
	---
	
	

	387-390
	5.255
	Mobile-satellite (non-GSO) (5.254)
	
	Mobile-satellite (non-GSO) 5.254)

Mobile-satellite (GSO) (5.254)
	(
(
	--- (see No. 5.254)
	
	2A

	399.9-400.05
	5.220
	MOBILE-SATELLITE (non-GSO)
	(
	--- (See No. 5.220)
	
	---
	Limited to LMSS system until 1.1.2015 (see No. 5.224A)
	


  Notes to Table 9.11A-1:

ADD
2A  For the status of this additional allocation with respect to other services see No. 5.254 and the corresponding Rule.

Reason:
No. 5.255 imposes coordination under No. 9.11A for the mobile-satellite service in the bands 312-315 and 387-390 MHz. There are two types of allocation to mobile-satellite service in these bands: (i) a Table allocation, which is of secondary category and which is already covered in Table 9.11A-1 of the Rule of Procedure, and (ii) an additional allocation under No. 5.254 which is the subject of this update. The additional allocation under No. 5.254 is without specification of the category of service, without limitation with respect to the direction of transmission and without specification of the type of orbit (GSO or non-GSO). It is subject to the agreement process under No. 9.21 and is under restriction to not cause harmful 

interference to other services operating or planned to be operated in accordance with the Table of Frequency Allocations. Therefore, after successful completion of No. 9.21 process, the additional allocation under No. 5.254 may be used for assignments to either GSO or non-GSO networks in the up- or down-link direction in both 312-315 and 387-390 MHz bands. No. 5.255 does not restrict the application of No. 9.11A only to assignments using the secondary allocation in case (i) above. No. 9.11A is thus also applicable between assignments using the additional MSS allocation under No. 5.254, case (ii) above, and Table 9.11A-1 needs to be updated accordingly. The Bureau has consistently applied this approach to the relevant assignments whose number is not negligible.

Effective date of modification of this Rule: Upon approval.

TABLE 9.11A-1 (continued)
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7

	Frequency band (MHz/GHz)
	Footnote No. in Article 5
	Space services mentioned in a footnote referring to No. 9.11A to which
Nos. 9.12 to 9.15 apply, or referring to Nos. 9.12‑9.13, as appropriate
	Other space services to which Nos. 9.12 to 9.14 apply equally
	Terrestrial services in respect of which Nos. 9.14
and 9.15 apply equally, as appropriate
	Date of provisional application of the allocation if later than 3.06.2000, or if different from the application date of the RR
	Notes

	10.7-11.7
	5.441
5.484A
	FIXED-SATELLITE (non-GSO)
	
	Non-GSO FIXED-SATELLITE (Region 1)
	
	---
	
	10, 11

	11.7-12.2
	5.488 and Res. 142 (WRC-03)
	FIXED-SATELLITE (GSO)
	
	---
	
	FIXED (except in USA and MEX, see No. 5.486), in the band 11.7-12.1 GHz

FIXED (Regions 1 and 3 and in PRU, see No. 5.489), in the band 12.1-12.2 GHz

MOBILE except aeronautical mobile (Regions 1 and 3)
	
	15

	11.7-12.5
	5.484A
5.487A
	FIXED-SATELLITE (non-GSO)
	
	---
	
	---
	
	10, 11


  Notes to Table 9.11A-1:

ADD
15  Only No. 9.14 applies (see No. 5.488 (WRC-03) and Resolution 142 [COM4/24](WRC-03)).

Reason:
WRC-03 abrogated Resolution 77 and modified No. 5.488 which now makes No. 9.14 applicable to the GSO FSS allocation for Region 2 in the band 11.7-12.2 GHz. Resolution 142 [COM4/24](WRC-03) makes No. 9.14 applicable retroactively. Table 9.11A-1 of the Rule of Procedure on 9.11A is thus updated accordingly.

Effective date of modification of this Rule: Upon approval.

Annex 4

Rules concerning

ARTICLE 5 of the RR

MOD

	5.415


1
In this provision, the allocation “is limited to national and regional systems”. The Board concluded that a national system is a system having a service area limited to the territory of the notifying administration. As a consequence of this, the regional system to which reference is made shall be considered to be an aggregate of two or more national systems; they shall be limited to the territories (which are not necessarily restricted to bordering countries) of the administrations concerned and they shall be notified by one of these administrations on behalf of all the administrations concerned. When the allocation is made to more than one Region, a regional system may cover territories in those Regions for which the allocation exists. The Board reached this conclusion keeping in mind No. 5.2.1, relating to the interpretation of the word “regional” without a capital “R”.

2
In accordance with this provision, the fixed-satellite service is limited for use by national or regional systems in the band 2 500-2 690 MHz in Region 2 and in the bands 2 500-2 535 MHz and 2 655-2 690 MHz in Region 3. Only those assignments which satisfy the following conditions shall be considered to be in conformity with the Table of Frequency Allocations:

a)
The service area for a regional system is within the Region concerned, i.e. in Region 2 only in the band 2 535-2 655 MHz or in Regions 2 and 3 in the other bands between 2 500 and 2 690 MHz, and:

(i)
When an administration submits a coordination request for a service area that covers its national territory and extends beyond it, the responsible administration, before it notifies the relevant assignments under Article 11, will have to obtain agreements to form a regional system from those administrations whose territories are included in the service area. When the responsible administration notifies these assignments under Article 11, it shall submit the list of administrations that agreed to form the regional system and shall adjust the service area accordingly. If no agreement is obtained, the service area shall be limited to its national territory;

(ii)
When a coordination request is submitted by an administration for a service area that does not include its national territory but only territories of other administrations, it will have, within four months from the date of publication of the relevant coordination special section, to obtain agreement to form the regional system from at least one administration whose territory is included in the service area and inform the Bureau accordingly. Thereafter, the process will continue as in (i) above. If no agreement is obtained within the above mentioned four-month period, the relevant assignments shall be considered not to be in compliance with the Table of Frequency Allocations and the finding shall be changed to unfavourable.
b)
In the case of a national system, the service area is limited to the territory under the jurisdiction of the notifying administration.

c)
If the satellite network is operated within the framework of an international system to which other countries pertain, the notice must indicate that the use is limited to the Region(s) concerned.

Reason:
In the past, administrations experienced difficulties in fully understanding all details of treatment of cases where the use of assignments is limited to national and regional systems (until WRC-2000 under Nos. 5.415, 5.416, 5.488 and 5.491, thereafter under Nos. 5.415 and 5.416). Section 2 a) of the Rule is now complemented by paragraphs (i) and (ii) which include details of treatment. Previous difficulties led to disputes, concerning Nos. 5.488 and 5.491, which were finally resolved by WRC-03 (see Section 8 of the Minutes of the 13th Plenary Meeting and its Annex A, Doc. 409, WRC-03). Discussions at WRC-03 revealed that these disputes arose mainly as a consequence of the absence of transitional arrangements, concerning the treatment of relevant cases in the backlog, when WRC-2000 removed the national/subregional limitations from Nos. 5.488 and 5.491. During the discussions at the working bodies of WRC-03, the Bureau repeated previous explanation of the rationale of the treatment and stated that, if WRC-03 did not explicitly decide otherwise, it would continue to apply the same treatment to cases under Nos. 5.415 and 5.416 but would propose that details be included in the Rule of Procedure. The rationale for the treatment, as noted below, was acceptable to WRC-03 participants in the above discussions. The rationale is as follows. In case 2a)(i) above, i.e. when the national territory is included in the service area, if no agreement is obtained to form a regional system, the service area gets reduced to the national territory but it continues to exist, assignments therefore continue to exist, the originally established coordination requirements, while possibly slightly larger then necessary for the reduced service area, remain valid and coordination efforts involving other administrations are there for a reason. On the other hand, in case 2a)(ii) above, i.e. when the national territory is not included in the service area, if no agreement is obtained to form a regional system, the service area disappears, and assignments also disappear since they lose a fundamental attribute. To avoid the involvement of large number of administrations in unnecessary coordination for prolonged periods of time, the initiating administration is first given a four-month period to obtain at least one agreement to form a regional system and thus retain at least some service area. With this, the assignments are also retained and the case becomes the same as that under 2a)(i). If, on the contrary, a single agreement is not obtained within four months, the finding is changed to unfavourable, due to non-compliance with the Table of Frequency Allocations, thus releasing many other administrations from obligation to spend efforts and resources on unnecessary coordination. This is a balanced approach between, on the one hand, the interest of the initiating administration which is granted some time to “qualify” as opposed to a strict requirement to have agreements when it submits the coordination request and, on the other, the interest of other administrations not to be involved when it is not necessary. It is to be noted that in the past administrations had to obtain the first agreement within three months. This is now increased to four months to align this period with all other periods for comments.

Effective date of modification of this Rule: Upon approval.

Annex 5

Draft new Rule of Procedure relating 

to Nos. 9.41 and 9.42

	9.41 - 9.42


1
The Board has closely studied the situation and the reasons that led to the adoption of the coordination arc principle (CA) at WRC-2000 and in particular Nos. 9.41 and 9.42. In doing so, it was guided by recognizing and considering of Resolution 55 (WRC-2000), by Article 9 in general, and by Nos. 9.36, 9.36.2 and Appendix 5.

2
The Board has accordingly arrived at the following conclusions:

2.1
Requests under No. 9.41 must be substantiated by (T/T > 6% calculations.

2.2
Once an administration has been identified and included in the coordination requirements of a particular assignment published in a coordination special section, coordination is to be effected between administrations (not between networks) who decide, based on Appendix 5, which networks they wish to take into account in their bilateral discussions.

2.3
The list of satellite networks published under No. 9.36.2 is intended for information purposes only, and thus should not be considered as exhaustive. Administrations identified on the basis of CA can bring into the bilateral coordination discussions any of their networks located outside of the coordination arc which meet the (T/T > 6% criterion. (Indeed, administrations not identified by CA are entitled, based on the same criterion, to be included in coordination, in application of Nos. 9.41 and 9.42.)

2.4
To minimize the administrative burden on the Bureau and administrations, it shall be deemed sufficient for an administration wishing to be added in a coordination request under No. 9.41 to provide (T/T > 6% calculations for only one pair of assignments for each satellite network to be further considered in the coordination process (a pair consisting of one assignment of the published network and one assignment of the network of the requesting administration); the Bureau will then examine all assignments of the specific networks of the requesting administration and then establish coordination requirements under No. 9.42 commensurate with the results of such examination.

3
In case of continuing disagreement between the administration of the published network and an administration involved in coordination under Nos. 9.7 or 9.42, which cannot be resolved between them at coordination stage, the two administrations may communicate to the Bureau a mutually agreed list of networks to be taken into account for examination under No. 11.32A at notification stage. If the two administrations cannot agree on such a list, the Board decided that examination under No. 11.32A at notification stage will be carried out with respect to all networks of the latter administration whose assignments, identified in accordance with § 1 of Appendix 5, have ΔT/T greater than 6%.

Reason:
The Bureau routinely receives a variety of requests pursuant to No. 9.41 relating to requirements for coordination under No. 9.7 identified on the basis of the coordination arc (CA) principle. Among them, there are:

a)
requests not supported by (T/T calculation results;

b)
administrations, not identified on the basis of CA with respect to any assignment of the published satellite network, that wish to be included in coordination for one or more of their networks located outside of CA, and provide the supporting (T/T calculations;

c)
administrations that have been identified for coordination on the basis of CA with respect to all assignments of the published network and wish to have one or more of their networks located outside of CA additionally included in the No. 9.36.2 list, providing (T/T calculations in support; and

d)
administrations that have been identified on the basis of CA with respect to certain assignments of the published network, but not others, and wishing (i) with respect to the former assignments, to have one or more of their networks located outside of CA included in the No. 9.36.2 list, and (ii) with respect to the latter assignments, to be included in coordination for one or more of their networks located outside of CA; supporting (T/T calculations being provided in both cases.

To properly apply Nos. 9.41 and 9.42, the following question arises: whether or not the (T/T calculations are a mandatory requirement for all responses under No. 9.41 and if yes then the extent of detailed calculations to be provided: 

a)
only the pair (or pairs) of assignments for which (T/T calculation results have been submitted (a pair consisting of one assignment of the published network and one assignment of a network of the administration responding under No. 9.41), or

b)
all assignments of the specific network for which the administration filed a response under No. 9.41 on the basis of (T/T calculation results, or

c)
all networks of the responding administration?

In short, when a No. 9.41 request is received from an administration, should the Bureau examine only the (T/T calculation results that have been provided, or should it examine the entire network or networks concerned by that request (and possibly all other networks of the responding administration) to establish whether a coordination requirement under No. 9.42 is justified?

The Board studied the situation and the reasons that led to the adoption of the CA principle at WRC‑2000. While recognizing that CA approach has positive effects on coordination activity of administrations by reducing the overall coordination requirements and by making it possible for the initiating and interested administrations to quickly and in a simple manner identify most of the coordination requirements after the “as received” publication of satellite network data, the Board concluded that the fundamental reason for introducing CA principle was to reduce the workload of the Bureau and thus help reduce and eliminate the coordination request backlog. 

The Board also recognizes that an offsetting effect on the workload of the BR may be created if administrations are requested to provide detailed (T/T calculation results in support of their requests under Nos. 9.41/9.42. The purposes of the proposed draft Rule of Procedure is to minimize such offsetting effect on the BR whilst still being in accordance with the Radio Regulations.

The practical application of this Rule of Procedure by the Bureau is presented in the table below for information. In that table, A is the administration responsible for satellite network A1, the coordination request of which is published in special section CR/C; B is the administration making a request under No. 9.41; and B1 and B2 are networks of administration B.
Table 9.41-9.42

	
	Network A1 of Administration A

published in CR/C under  9.7
	9.41
	9.42
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Coordination requirements initially identified by CA and published in CR/C
	Admin B requests inclusion, provides sample (T/T > 6% calculation for its network B2
	Action by BR under 9.42
	Comment
	Consequence of BR’s action, to be published in CR/C MOD

	
	Beam
	Group of  Frequency Assignments
	
	
	
	
	

	Case
	
	
	Assigned Frequency
	CA
	(T/T
	For Network (9.36.2)
	
	
	
	CA
	(T/T
	For Network

(9.36.2)

	a)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Sample calculation not provided
	(None)
	Conditions of 9.41 (Ap5)

not met
	(No change to CR/C)

(No publication of CR/C MOD)

	d)(i)

c)
	BM1
	G1
	F1

F2
	B
	-
	B1
	B2
	(None)
	Admin B is already there and is entitled to bring into coordination discussion its network(s) outside CA for which (T/T > 6%
	(No change to CR/C)

(No publication in CR/C MOD)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	d)(ii)

b)
	
	G2
	F3

F4
	-
	-
	
	B2
	Check (T/T > 6%, include B for G2 due to B2, then
	Meets conditions of 9.41
	
	B
	B2

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Publish in CR/C MOD

	d)(ii)

b)
	
	G3
	F3

F4
	-
	-
	
	-
	Calculate (T/T for B2. If (T/T > 6%, include B for G3 due to B2 
	Meets conditions of 9.41. Minimizes the workload of   the BR and administrations
	
	B
	B2

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Publish in CR/C MOD

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Overall result
	Publish CR/C MOD,

include Administration B as a coordination requirement 

(No. 9.36) against groups of frequency assignments G2 and G3, include network B2 against network A1 in the network list published under No. 9.36.2


annex 6

Rules concerning

APPENDIX 30 to the RR

	Art. 4


Procedures for modifications to the Region 2 Plan
or for additional uses in Regions 1 and 3

MOD


	4.1.1 a)
and 4.1.1 b)


1
In determining those administrations of Regions 1 and 3 that may be affected, the proposed new or modified assignment to the List is examined with respect to the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List as they exist at the date of receipt of the proposed new or modified assignment to the List, including the other proposed new or modified assignments to the List received before that date (whether the procedure of Article 4 is complete or not). The examination consists of ensuring that the limits of Section 1 of Annex 1 of Appendix 30 are not exceeded. Account is also taken of any time-limited new or modified assignments to the List in accordance with § 4.1.13.

2
Following the introduction by the 1983 Conference of the grouping concept for Region 2 (Articles 9 and 10 of Appendices 30A and 30 respectively) and further to the decision of WARC Orb-88 to apply the grouping concept to the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plans (Article 9A of Appendix 30A), the ex-IFRB decided to extend this concept to the 1977 Conference BSS Plan. WRC‑2000 endorsed this decision and decided to include the same grouping concept definition in Articles 11 and 9A of Appendices 30 and 30A respectively. 
3
The Board’s understanding of the group concept is that in the interference calcu​lation to assignments that are part of the group, only the interference contribution from assign​ments that are not part of the same group are to be considered. On the other hand, for the interference calculation from assignments belonging to a group into assignments that are not part of the same group, only the worst interference contribution from that group is to be taken into consideration.

4
According to resolves 5 of Resolution 548 [COM6/4] (WRC-03), in the processing of Regions 1 and 3 Article 4 submissions received after 2 June 2000 for identification of affected administrations, each network in a group shall be examined separately without taking into account the interference contribution from the other networks in the group. This means that the concept of calculating the worst interference contribution from the assignments that are part of a group to assignments that are not part of the same group, as indicated in Articles 11 and 9A of Appendices 30 and 30A respectively, is not applicable between grouped networks for the identification of affected administrations in accordance with § 4.1.5 of those Appendices.
5
In order to implement this separate examination and calculate the interference effect of an Article 4 network under examination independent of other networks in the group in accordance with resolves 5 of Resolution 548 [COM6/4] (WRC-03), the Board concluded that the following method should be used.
Identification of affected administrations should be carried out without taking into account the interference contribution from the Plan and the List assignments grouped with assignments of an Article 4 network under examination based on the reference situation established without taking into account the interference contribution from those grouped assignments.
In addition, it is understood that this separate examination is not applicable in the case of other examinations, such as e.g. under Sections 4 and 6 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30, which do not use the grouping concept, for identifying affected administrations under § 4.1.5 of Article 4 of Appendices 30 and 30A. 
6
For the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List, in accordance with resolves 1 of Resolution 548 [COM6/4] (WRC-03) and the decision of the Plenary of WRC-03, the Board concluded that grouping of networks separated by more than 0.4 degrees in the geostationary arc is not permitted in the List except for application of § 4.1.27. However, grouping of networks separated by more than 0.4 degrees may be used before the inclusion of the assignments in the List to modify the orbital position of a network.
For the Region 2 Plan, the Board did not find any regulatory basis to extend the use of groupings involving multiple orbital positions (except for the case of 0.4( orbital separation which was allowed for clusters within the Region 2 Plan and its subsequent modifications).

In the case of a request for replacement of an assignment/entry in the Region 2 Plan of an administration, the implementation of § 2.2 of the Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.6 of Appendix 30 requires the processing of the modified assignment requested by that adminis​tration under Article 4 of that Appendix based on the following conditions:

–
no interference effect from the initial assignment of the requesting administration is considered in the overall equivalent protection margin calculations of the modified assignment requested by that administration, and vice versa; and

–
no aggregate interference effect from the subject initial assignment and the modified assignment of the requesting administration is considered in the overall equivalent protection margin calculations of other assignments, but only the worst interference effect from the two is to be considered.

The above-mentioned conditions apply only during the time-period afforded for the processing of the modified assignment under Article 4 of that Appendix. After that time-period, either the subject initial assignment or the modified assignment of the requesting administration will remain in the Plan, depending on the successful application or otherwise of the Article 4 procedure for this modified assignment.


Reason: Refer to the reason provided under the proposed Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.1.1 a) and 4.1.1 b) of Appendix 30A.
Effective date of modification of this Rule: Upon approval.

Rules concerning

APPENDIX 30A to the RR

	Art. 4


Procedures for modifications to the Region 2 feeder-link
Plan or for additional uses in Regions 1 and 3

MOD


	4.1.1 a)
and 4.1.1 b)


1
In determining those administrations of Regions 1 and 3 that may be affected, the proposed new or modified assignment to the List is examined with respect to the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List as they exist at the date of receipt of the proposed new or modified assignment to the List, including the other proposed new or modified assignments to the List received before that date (whether the procedure of Article 4 is complete or not). The examination consists of ensuring that the limits of § 4 of Annex 1 of Appendix 30A are not exceeded. Account is also taken of any time-limited new or modified assignments to the List in accordance with § 4.1.13.

2
Following the introduction by the 1983 Conference of the grouping concept for Region 2 (Articles 9 and 10 of Appendices S30A and S30 respectively) and further to the decision of WARC Orb-88 to apply the grouping concept to the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plan (Article 9A of Appendix S30A), the ex-IFRB decided to extend this concept to the 1977 Conference BSS Plan. WRC‑2000 endorsed this decision and decided to include the same grouping concept definition in Articles 11 and 9A of Appendices 30 and 30A respectively.
3
The Board’s understanding of the group concept is that in the interference calculation to assignments that are part of the group, only the interference contribution from assignments that are not part of the same group are to be considered. On the other hand, for the interference calculation from assignments belonging to a group into assignments that are not part of the same group, only the worst interference contribution from that group is to be taken into consideration.

4
According to resolves 5 of Resolution 548 [COM6/4] (WRC-03), in the processing of Regions 1 and 3 Article 4 submissions received after 2 June 2000 for identification of affected administrations, each network in a group shall be examined separately without taking into account the interference contribution from the other networks in the group. This means that the concept of calculating the worst interference contribution from the assignments that are part of a group to assignments that are not part of the same group, as indicated in Articles 11 and 9A of Appendices 30 and 30A respectively, is not applicable between grouped networks for the identification of affected administrations in accordance with § 4.1.5 of those Appendices.

5
In order to implement this separate examination and calculate the interference effect of an Article 4 network under examination independent of the other networks in the group in accordance with resolves 5 of Resolution 548 [COM6/4] (WRC-03), the Board concluded that the following method should be used.

Identification of affected administrations should be carried out without taking into account the interference contribution from the Plan and the List assignments grouped with assignments of an Article 4 network under examination based on the reference situation established without taking into account the interference contribution from those grouped assignments.

In addition, it is understood that this separate examination is not applicable in case of other examinations, such as e.g. under Sections 4 and 6 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30, which do not use the grouping concept, for identifying affected administration under § 4.1.5 of Article 4 of Appendices 30 and 30A. 
6
For the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plans and Lists, in accordance with resolves 1 of Resolution 548 [COM6/4] (WRC-03) and the decision of the Plenary of WRC-03, the Board concluded that grouping of networks separated by more than 0.4 degrees in the geostationary arc is not permitted in the List except for application of § 4.1.27. However, grouping of networks separated by more than 0.4 degrees may be used before the inclusion of the assignments in the List to modify the orbital position of a network.
For the Region 2 Plan, the Board did not find any regulatory basis to extend the use of groupings involving multiple orbital positions (except for the case of 0.4( orbital separation which was allowed for clusters within the Region 2 Plan and its subsequent modifications).

In case of a request for replacement of an assignment/entry of an administration in the Region 2 Plan, the implementation of § 2.2 of the Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.6 of Appendix 30A requires the processing of the modified assignment requested by that administration under Article 4 of that Appendix based on the following conditions:

–
no interference effect from the initial assignment of the requesting administration is considered in the overall equivalent protection margin calculations of the modified assign​ment requested by that administration, and vice versa; and

–
no aggregate interference effect from the subject initial assignment and the modified assignment of the requesting administration is considered in the overall equivalent protection margin calculations of other assignments, but only the worst interference effect from the two is to be considered.

The above-mentioned conditions apply only during the time-period afforded for the processing of the modified assignments under Article 4 of that Appendix. After that time-period, either the subject initial assignment or the modified assignment of the requesting admi​nistration will remain in the Plan, depending on the successful application or otherwise of the Article 4 procedure for this modified assignment.


Reason: WRC-03 reviewed and revised the application of the grouping concept in Regions 1 and 3 in Appendices 30 and 30A, as contained in Resolution 548 [COM6/4] (WRC-03). The Conference instructed the Bureau to implement the resolves of that Resolution as from 5 July 2003 and also instructed the Radio Regulations Board to review and revise the Rules of Procedure relating to the application of the grouping concept in Regions 1 and 3. In addition, the fourteenth plenary meeting 

of WRC-03 approved the conclusion of Committee 6 contained in Document 370, which indicates the principles to be taken into account in reviewing the Rules of Procedure relating to the grouping concept in Region 1 and 3.

A detailed algorithm to implement resolves 5 by the relevant BR software applications is presented in the Attachment for information.

It is also proposed that the reference to the cluster concept should be deleted from this Rule because WRC-03 removed the application of the cluster concept from the Region 1 and 3 Plans and Lists and consequently the Rules of Procedure relating to § 3.15 of Annex 3 of Appendix 30A are proposed for deletion.
Effective date of modification of this Rule: Upon approval.

Attachment

Implementation of Resolution 548 [COM6/4] (WRC-03) 

Algorithm for application of the grouping concept to 
Regions 1 and 3 Article 4 submissions

1
Definitions

	Art4Net
	Article 4 network under examination

	PlanListNet
	Network(s) in the Plan/List grouped with Art4Net

	SPS_ALL1
	The Space Plans System (SPS) database

	SPS_ALL2
	SPS_ALL1 with the reference situation (EPM) updated in the absence of PlanListNet

	SPS_ALL3
	SPS_ALL2 with Art4Net added 

	SPS_ALL4
	SPS_ALL1 with Art4Net added


2
Algorithm

Until a new version of the SPS software application is developed to implement resolves 5 of Resolution 548, when a Regions 1 and 3 Article 4 network under examination is grouped with one or more networks in a Plan/List, MSPACEg and BSS_MARG should be run two times as follows:

Stage 1: In order to calculate the interference effect of Art4Net independent of PlanListNet, MSPACEg should be run on SPS_ALL1 excluding those PlanListNet. BSS_MARG is then run to store the new reference situations of all assignments in the absence of PlanListNet to create SPS_ALL2.

Stage 2: In this stage Art4Net is added to SPS_ALL2 to create SPS_ALL3 for establishing the list of affected assignments and the analysis results. MSPACEg is then run on SPS_ALL3 followed by BSS_MARG to update the reference situation of Art4Net and store the list of affected assignments and the analysis results (in the absence of PlanListNet) into SPS_ALL4.

A flowchart of this algorithm is included below.

Flow chart for running SPS software





____________

2c) Run MSPACEg on SPS_ALL3 


with the option “Calculate Reference Situation for All Beams?” = NO. Use a new MSPACE output database.





1c) Run MSPACEg with the option “Calculate Reference Situation for All beams?” = YES;





1d) Run BSS_MARG with the option “Update Reference Situation for All Beams” to create SPS_ALL2.








Stage 1











Stage 2











1b) Change notice.ntf_occurs �of all PlanListNet from “P” or “Q” to “V”.





End











2d) Add Art4Net  to SPS_ALL1


 to create SPS_ALL4;





2e) Use SPS_ALL4 as the


working database for following steps.











Stage 2











1a) Use SPS_ALL1 as the�working database for this stage.








2a) Add Art4Net to SPS_ALL2 to create SPS_ALL3;





2b) Use SPS_ALL3 as


working database for this stage.











2f) Run BSS_MARG using the MSPACEg output database created in step 2c) with the options “Update Reference Situation for Additions and Modifications only”, “Replace ‘A’ and ‘M’ by ‘V’”, and  “Store List of Affected Administrations” and “Store �Analysis Results”.








1 	Frequencies for common use listed in Section VChapter VI of the Preface to the IFL shall not be notified.


2 	Frequency assignments to stations in the amateur service shall not be notified (No. 11.14).


3 	Frequency assignments to broadcasting stations in the high frequency bands allocated to the broadcasting service between 5 900 kHz and 26 100 kHz which are subject to the procedure of Article 12 shall not be notified under Article 11 (see No. 11.14).


4 	WRC-2000 suppressed the former Appendix S7 and replaced it by a new one. The new Appendix has a completely different structure from the former one. Amongst other things, the former Table II (Parameters required for the determination of coordination distances for a receiving earth station) has been replaced by a set of four new Tables (Tables 8a, 8b, 8c and 8d) which all specify the parameters of transmitting terrestrial stations for determining the coordination distances for a receiving earth station. The Board considers that the continuing reference to “Table II of Appendix S7” in provision No. 11.21 is a simple omission from WRC-2000, and that the correct reference should be “Tables 8a, 8b, 8c and 8d of Appendix 7”.


54	The e.i.r.p. given in Tables 8c and 8d of Appendix 7 is derived from a total e.i.r.p. of 55 dBW.







