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Introduction/Summary

The ITU Plenipotentiary Conference (Marrakesh, 2002) revised Resolution 86 (Advance publication, coordination, notification, and recording procedures for frequency assignments pertaining to satellite networks).

In consideration of some administrations' views that the notification, publication, coordination and registration procedures established in the Radio Regulations remain complex and rely on the cooperation of administrations to provide equitable access to the geostationary orbit to administrations
, the Resolution was amended to include an express reference to the language in Article 44 of the ITU Constitution (1992, as amended 1994 and 1998).

Additionally, in consideration of some administrations' views that the Resolution was too broadly worded to provide meaningful guidance to World Radiocommunication Conferences were WRCs to include it as a standing agenda item along the lines of WRC-03 agenda item 1.30, the Resolution was revised to indicate that WRC-03 should determine the scope and criteria for application of the Resolution. 

The intent of Resolution 86 is to promote the simplification of satellite filing procedures, the reduction of associated costs, and the updating of the procedures in keeping with technology changes, while facilitating the rational efficient and economical use of radio frequencies and associated orbits so that countries may have equitable access to those orbits and frequencies. The Radiocommunication Bureau Director's Report to the WRC also deals with satellite filing procedures by covering difficulties and inconsistencies that arise from application of decisions of past WRCs.

Agenda item 1.30 of WRC-03 deals with changes to the satellite filing procedures and makes specific reference to Resolution 86, but provides no guidance with respect to aspects of the Radio Regulations that should be included. The revised Resolution 86 is an attempt to correct this situation. As noted above, some administrations may want reference to this Resolution to appear on the agendas of subsequent WRCs. 

The possibility that Resolution 86 could be dealt with at any WRC without clear parameters creates significant uncertainty for administrations and increases the difficulty of preparing for WRCs with already extensive agendas. Therefore, it is of value to consider guidance on the application or Resolution 86. This guidance should cover treatment of:

1)
WRC-03 agenda item 1.30 and future such agenda items;

2)
simplification of, cost savings for, and updating of satellite filing procedures; and

3)
difficulties and inconsistencies arising from past WRC decisions.

Suggested guidance

1)
WRC-03 agenda item 1.30 should proceed as presently described and addressed in the CPM Report.

2)
Specific areas that require simplification, cost savings or updating of the satellite filing procedures should be identified and proposed by administrations for inclusion in the agendas of future WRCs. Any agenda item adopted in response to such proposals should clearly define the aspect(s) of simplification, cost savings, or updating that need to be considered. Resolution 86 should be on a WRC agenda only with specific reference to an aspect of the Radio Regulations requiring simplification, cost savings or updating. 

3)
At future WRCs, the difficulties and inconsistencies in applying the RR should be identified in the Report of the Director to the WRC, or by the RRB. These reports should be provided as early as possible in the WRC cycle to enable administrations to prepare proposals. Any of the issues identified by the Director or the RRB that cannot be resolved at a WRC could be placed on the agenda for a subsequent WRC.
_________________







�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  ��  I took this language directly from one of the drafts of Res. 86 that we discussed w/ Castro, Can, Mex, Brazil in Marrakesh – I figure it’s a relatively safe way to give Castro his due while not saying too much on EA.  Am open to other language here, if you’all have suggestions.
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