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	PROPOSED REVISIONS TO RESOLUTION ITU-R 1-3, ELECTRONIC WORKING METHODS, STUDY GROUP WORK PROGRAMMES


A
Proposed revisions to Resolution ITU-R 1-3 

Enclosed observations to proposed revisions and new proposal:

We agree to add to 2.5 on Task Groups: that deadlines will be established for the completion of the work of a Task Group.
Regarding 2.11(ter) on contributions to (CG) and rapporteurs: we have doubts about any views expressed and documentation submitted to the subgroups should indicate the Member State, Sector Member or Associate views. We prefer to have flexible CGs, where the contributions represent the view of the participant only; the writer should express his professional view, and he is not obliged to get an approval from his Member State, Sector Member or Associate, that he represents. In the patronizing Study Group, WP or TG Member States, Sector Members and Associates may object the results of the CG, even if a participant from their State or Sector Members supported and expressed another view. 

Regarding 6.4 on Publications: we totally agree to approve this revision:

–
all Recommendations in force shall be published as soon as possible after approval in an electronic form;


–
in the intervening period, new and modified Recommendations shall be published at appropriate intervals as determined by the Director in consultation with the Study Group Chairman.

Regarding 8: Contributions to Study Group studies, we propose to add in 8.4:
Each contribution should clearly indicate the Question or topic, the Task Group, Working Party, Joint Rapporteur Group or, when of a general nature, the Study Group. The contribution should include the email address of the contact person. 

Explanation of the revision: the contact person e-mail address will ease direct correspondence, to get clarifications on items in the contribution. Today, any observation on the document is sent to the Bureau, or necessitates another contribution.

B
Electronic working methods 

Following CVC-13/2 of 4 November 2002, we support the idea to set a new CG, or to continue in the RAG CG on TOR section 4 "electronic working" - to propose modifications to Resolution ITU‑R 1-3 (Part II, Documentation). Example issues that could be improved include:

a)
the use of electronic working methods in meetings;

b)
the Bureau's methods of document management - recognizing the need to control the revision of documents;

c)
the availability of documents to members, considering the cut-off date for contributions and the need for members to obtain a representative view for meetings.

The origin of some of the proposals of CVC-13/2 were submitted by Israel to the CG on Study Group restructure. Today too many ITU-R papers are thrown, before they are even read! We saw mountains of unread documents in CPM-02. The improved availability of electronic documents and methods to communicate ideas and documents has been extremely helpful. Enclosed proposals to enhance our electronic work and save paper:

1)
ITU-R Members (States and Sectors) and Associates will get maximum one paper document, as the contributions appear in the ITU-R website, for additional copies. The soft copy is more useful for additional work, easily searched and forwarded to other readers.

2)
Liaison statements between Study Groups, WPs, TGs will not include the annexes; the annexes will be referenced in the liaison statements; the URL in ITU-R website of the annex will be available in the liaison statement, e.g. the liaison statements will state the Annex, and the URL of the Chairman Report. 

3)
During the meetings participants will get only hard copies, that are in their interest. Only heads of delegations may get all documents. This proposal is important for the forthcoming WRC‑03. Paper copies should be provided when the document is more or less final (e.g. when the group is ready to produce a TEMP version).

4)
ITU-R Handbooks should also be published electronically, like recommendations and reports.

5)
ITU-R may consider paperless work, as in ETSI. Use of computer display projection systems to enable updating in real time during a meeting the document being considered; it is efficient, saves time and paper. Contributions may be considered during a meeting directly from the web server or preloaded in the delegates' computers. Participants may use and save in the web servers the most updated material.

6)
It should be very helpful if all conference rooms in ITU, not only those in the Montbrillant building, were to be connected to the ITU LAN; or at least by RLAN (as in CPM‑02).

C
Study group work programmes

1)
According to the ITU Constitution (CS84A) and Convention (CV160A-160H), the Radiocommunication Advisory Group (RAG) has the duty to monitor progress of the work of the Study Groups. In light of PP‑02 decisions, at a time when all ITU-R activities will be under intense scrutiny because of the financial situation in ITU, we agree that the RAG will be more involved in the work of the ITU-R Study Groups, and should obtain a comprehensive overview of the Study Groups work.

2)
Regarding an annual report for the RAG. The work programme for the Study Groups is contained in Resolution 5 of the Radiocommunication Assembly. There are new requirements to get  reports and detailed information on activities (objectives, strategies, accomplishments, indicators of achievement) from Study Groups, WPs and TGs, in order to reduce cost and curtail activities. ITU-R should not encourage such internal documents, that do not contribute directly to the Study Groups work. We may waste a lot of time on reports, instead of developing Recommendations. Most Study Groups will meet once a year, so every meeting the Study Group should report to the RAG? In order to save work, Study Groups, WPs and TGs are asked for more work. 

3)
Our concerns are about the:

a)
role left to the Radiocommunication Assembly; 

b)
independence of the Study Groups.

4)
Administrations and Sector Members express their needs by proposing Questions. These questions, after approval by MSs, are the requirements that Study Groups achieve, by producing Recommendations, Handbooks and Reports. WRC agenda is another input to the Study Groups to develop Recommendations in a higher priority. Study Groups should concentrate on this work, and not on internal reports to the RAG. 

5)
Based on Questions and WRC inputs, the CVCs of the Study Groups (after consulting their WPs and TGs chairmen) should define the priorities of their Study Group work.  The CVCs should report to the RA and to the RAG once per study period.

6)
In any case the RAG will continue to act through the Director by providing advice. RAG may advise to disband Task Group, JRG or to stop any Study Group activity.
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