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1
wrc-2000, in revising the BSS and feeder-link Plans for Regions 1 and 3, adopted new methodologies and criteria for the calculation of compatibility between the Regions 1 and 3 Plans in Appendices 30 and 30A adopted at WRC‑2000 and other services having primary allocations in the Plan bands in all three Regions and with the Region 2 Plan. These methodologies and criteria are included in, or referenced in, Article 11 of Appendix 30 and Article 9A of Appendix 30A and in the Annexes to Appendices 30 and 30A.

2
During wrc-2000, the Regions 1 and 3 downlink Plan (and the associated Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plan) were not analysed to identify any incompatibility with other services having primary allocations in the Plan bands in all three Regions and with the Region 2 Plan using the revised criteria adopted by the Conference.

3
In order to analyse the effect of assignments that had not been fully processed, the Bureau needed to process the assignments which were received prior to WRC-2000. This processing was completed at the end of June 2002.

4
By inclusion of symbols in the “Remarks” columns of Article 9A to Appendix 30A and Article 11 of Appendix 30 and their associated Notes explaining the nature of entries in the “Remarks” column, a mechanism is available to identify potential incompatibilities, both in terms of causing interference and receiving interference, that shall be subject to a coordination process before the assignments concerned may be brought into service.

5
The Bureau was therefore instructed to, using the methodology and criteria adopted by WRC-2000, complete the required analyses based on the following Notes explaining the nature of the “Remarks” column entries: Notes 3 to 7 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A and Notes 5 to 8 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30.

6
The Bureau was also instructed to publish after WRC-2000 the results of its compatibility analyses, together with its related conclusions, in a circular letter. Within a period of 120 days from the date of that circular letter, administrations concerned should decide whether or not they wish to continue appearing as “affected or affecting administrations”. In the case of a request by an administration appearing in a remark as an affecting administration, its deletion from 

the remark is subject to the agreement of the affected administration. A copy of this agreement needs to be attached to the request. If no reply were received from administrations within that period, it would be taken that there is no need to make any change.

7
As mentioned in paragraph 6 above and in accordance with resolves 2 of Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000) the results of the compatibility analyses, together with its related conclusions were included in the annexes to Circular Letter CR/183 and its Addendum 1 which were sent to all administrations on 7 October 2002 and 19 December 2002, respectively.

8
Taking into account considering c) of Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000) which stipulates ““Existing”1 systems and “Part B”2 systems included in the Regions 1 and 3 downlink and feeder‑link Plans and the Lists as established by this Conference have already been determined to be compatible with other services having primary allocations in the Plan bands in all three Regions and with the Region 2 Plan”, these systems were not included in the analyses instructed by Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000).

9
The Bureau has received comments from 13 administrations (AUS, AUT, B, EGY, F, G, IRN, MRC, J, SNG, SYR, URG and USA) within the 120 days time limit specified in the Resolution to the above-mentioned Circular Letter and its Addendum 1, as follows:

The Administration of Australia informed the Bureau that the AUSSAT C 156E FSS satellite network could be removed from the list of affected networks with respect to the Russian BSS beam RUS-4 in Table 2 and that it had no comment with regard to the references to the Australian BSS beams AUSA_100 and AUSB_100 in Tables 2 and 3.

The Administration of Austria requested the Bureau to reconsider the insertion of Note 5 into the “Remarks” column in the Table of Article 11 of Appendix 30 concerning the BSS beam AUT01600 due to the fact that the affected NSS-16 FSS satellite network had its orbital position relocated from 20 W to 23.5 W as published in Special Section CR/C/460 MOD-1 annexed to IFIC No. 2487 of 11 February 2003. The Bureau replied that, in accordance with Note 5 c) in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30, in performing the required compatibility analysis it took into consideration all FSS filings received before 31 July 2000 but modifications received after that date were not taken into account. The Bureau further mentioned that, as the related NSS-16 satellite network no longer exists at 20 W and is now at 23.5 W with new protection date (2D date) 26 October 2000, that network should not be taken anymore into consideration in the compatibility analysis and consequently it would delete the insertion of Note 5 in the “Remarks” column in the Table of Article 11 of Appendix 30 concerning the beam AUT01600 and report the new situation to WRC-03 for its consideration.

The Administrations of the Federal Republic of Brazil and Eastern Republic of Uruguay informed the Bureau that they do wish to continue appearing as “affected administrations” in the related Tables of Article 11 of Appendix 30 to the Radio Regulations.

The Administration of the Arab Republic of Egypt requested the Bureau to indicate the degradation level for channel 2 of its BSS beam EGY02600 with respect to the interference caused by terrestrial station assignments of the State of Israel as indicated in Table 4. The Bureau replied accordingly.

The Administration of France informed the Bureau that it had no particular observation to make.

The Administration of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland requested the Bureau to clarify if the changes incorporated at WRC-2000 to its BSS beam were taken into account in arriving to the results shown in Circular Letter CR/183 and if a number of INTELSAT filings incorporating steerable spot beams covering Region 2 were treated in the compatibility analyses as global beams. It further asked if the Bureau could undertake a review of the findings in respect of its BSS beam. The Bureau replied that, as instructed by Notes 5 to 8 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30, in performing the required compatibility analyses it took into consideration the Note mentioned at the end of that Section. According to that Note, only the assignments from the WRC‑97 Plan without remarks which were included in the WRC-2000 Regions 1 and 3 Plan without change, or with conversion from analogue to digital or change from normal roll-off to fast roll-off were entitled to have their coordination status afforded by the WRC-97 Plan preserved. In addition, the Bureau mentioned that it implemented in the compatibility analyses based on Notes 5 b) and 5 c) in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30 a comparison between the WRC-2000 Plan assignments and former assignments (on the same channel) in the WRC-97 Plan to check whether or not the condition specified in § 4 and § 6 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30 is met. The Bureau also noted that a number of steerable beams belonging to INTELSAT FSS networks whose service area is Region 2 have gain contours with maximum gain on the visible surface of the Earth in the GIMS database and consequently were treated as such in the compatibility analyses and that maximum gain is applied on the visible surface of the Earth due to the lack of submitted information on the effective gain contours of those steerable beams. The Bureau finally mentioned that it could undertake a review of the compatibility analysis in respect of the UK Plan assignments and also other assignments with regard to the above-mentioned steerable beams belonging to INTELSAT and other FSS networks if the respective notifying administrations submit to the Bureau the corresponding information on the effective gain contours of those steerable beams.

The Administration of the Islamic Republic of Iran requested the Bureau to provide it with the exact pfd excess level(s) at each corresponding test point(s) of each of channels 1, 5, 9, 11 and 13 of the BSS beam IRN10900 with respect to the interference caused by the INTELSAT7 328.5E, INTELSAT7 342E and INTELSAT7 359E FSS satellite networks as indicated in Table 3. The Bureau replied accordingly. As requested, the Bureau also confirmed that the above-mentioned INTELSAT FSS networks were examined under RR 11.31 and favourable findings were given. The Administration of the Islamic Republic of Iran further stated, “The commitment of this Administration “not to claim protection from the assignments pertaining to the INTELSAT satellite networks referred to above” is merely limited to the assignments in question as published in the corresponding BR WIC/IFIC special sections within the physical/operational life-time of the above-mentioned satellite systems and in no way should be extended to the new generation of the INTELSAT satellite systems which could eventually replace the subject/initial INTELSAT satellite systems. This statement is fully in line with the spirits and letters as well as the objectives and scope of Resolutions 2 and 4 as adopted at WARC-1979. The commitment of this Administration “not to claim protection from the above-mentioned INTELSAT satellite networks” shall in no way be interpreted as to bind this Administration to any other INTELSAT satellite network(s) under the responsibility of the USA Administration or other INTELSAT satellite networks under the responsibility of other administrations.” 

The Administration of the Kingdom of Morocco mentioned that the compatibility analyses based on Notes 3 and 4 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A were not performed and that it considered essential the results of those analyses to evaluate the impact of other assignments in its 

Plan assignments and to conduct well the coordination process with other administrations. It also requested the Bureau to inform it on all FSS satellite networks processed under the new Rules of Procedure relating to No. 9.35 and identified as affected by its BSS beam. Moreover, the Administration of the Kingdom of Morocco stated, “The Morocco Administration considers that this Rule of Procedure is not in conformity with the Radio Regulations and that any decision in respect of this subject shall be transferred to WRC-03”. The Bureau replied that, as mentioned in the Note to Table 1A of Annex 2 to Circular Letter CR/183 of 7 October 2002, the results of the compatibility analyses and the corresponding conclusions based on Notes 3 and 4 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A were not included in that Circular Letter due to the fact that the locations of feeder-link earth stations to be used in the related analyses were not clear and a considerable number of terrestrial stations notified prior to 3 June 2000 were not yet completely processed. The Bureau further confirmed that the above-mentioned reasons for not including the results of the compatibility analyses and the corresponding conclusions based on Notes 3 and 4 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A in Circular Letter CR/183 were still valid. The Bureau finally mentioned that according to Table 2 of Annex 1 to Circular Letter CR/183 and its Addendum 1, among all satellite networks identified as affected by the beam MRC20900 there is only one that was processed (entirely or part of it) in accordance with the Rules of Procedure relating to No. 9.35, namely, the NSS-15 satellite network.
The Administration of Japan requested the Bureau to remove the USASAT-14M (126E), INTERSPUTNIK-153.5EQ, INTELSAT7 157E, 174E, 176E, 177E, 178E, 180E, 183E, INTELSAT8 174E, 176E, 177E, 178E, 180E, 183E, INTELSAT IBS 183E, TONGASAT C1/C1-R and NSS-19 FSS satellite networks and respective notifying administrations from the list of affected administrations and networks with respect to the BSS beams J 10985 and J 11100 in Table 2 due to successful completion of coordination and corresponding agreements obtained. The Administration of Japan also informed the Bureau that the SJC-2 FSS satellite network was cancelled. The Administration of Japan further requested the Bureau to modify Table 2 in order to include some Japanese FSS satellite networks in the list of affected networks with respect to some BSS beams. After analysing this request, the Bureau discovered a bug related to the algorithm used to generate test points inside service areas of some FSS beams. It affected the beams for which the corresponding service areas were captured in the database as Region 3 or when the wanted and interfering satellites were more than 100 degrees apart. Another bug was discovered related to the protection of Region 3 when BSS channels 25 and 26 are used. The Bureau has since fixed the bugs in the software applications and re-conducted the compatibility analyses.

The Administration of the Republic of Singapore requested the Bureau to remove the ST-1A and ST-1B FSS satellite networks from the list of “Affected networks/beams” with respect to the BSS beams ARS34000, MNG24800, OMA12300, RUS-4, TJK06900, TKM06800 and UAE27400 in Table 2 and to remove the INTELSAT7 174E, INTELSAT7 177E and INTELSAT7 180E FSS satellite networks from the list of “Affecting networks/beams” with respect to the BSS beam SNG15100 in Table 3 due to the large orbital separation.

The Administration of the Syrian Arab Republic requested the Bureau to provide it with the exact pfd excess level(s) at each corresponding test point of each of channels 28, 30, 32, 34, 36, 38, 40 of the BSS beam SYR22900 and channel 40 of the BSS beam SYR33900 with respect to the interference caused by the KOREASAT-2 FSS satellite network as indicated in Table 3. The Bureau replied accordingly. Moreover, noting that that network or part of that network has been processed in accordance with the Rules of Procedure relating to No. 9.35, the Administration of the Syrian Arab Republic stated, “Syria has opposed officially and in writing to the application of the new rule of procedures concerning No. 9.35”.
The Administration of the United States of America informed the Bureau that it approved the negotiated arrangement concerning the Japanese BSS beams at 109.85 E and 110 E with the USASAT-14M (126E) FSS satellite network.

10
Taking into account the comments received from administrations and in accordance with instructs of Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000) the final results of the compatibility analyses, together with its related conclusions is contained in Annexes 1 and 2 to this document together with the detailed description of the methodology and criteria applied in the compatibility analyses which is contained in Annex 3.

•
Annex 1 contains an extract of Article 11 of Appendix 30 including new Table 2 (Affected administrations and corresponding networks/beams identified based on Note 5 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30), new Table 3 (Affecting administrations and corresponding networks/beams identified based on Notes 6 and 7 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30) and new Table 4 (Affecting administrations identified based on Note 8 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30) together with a list of Plan beams for which the “Remarks” column was modified. Annex 1 is posted on the ITU website: http://www.itu.int/itu-r/space/plans/res53.

•
Annex 2 contains an extract of Article 9A of Appendix 30A including new Table 1A (Affected administrations and corresponding networks/beams identified based on Note 5 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A) and new Table 1B (Affecting administrations and corresponding networks/beams identified based on Notes 6 and 7 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A) together with a list of Plan beams for which the “Remarks” column was modified. Annex 2 is posted on the ITU website: http://www.itu.int/itu-r/space/plans/res53.

This report is therefore submitted to WRC-03 for its consideration and subsequent action taking into account the information contained in the Annexes to this document.

NOTE – Any further changes to this document and its Tables contained in the Annexes will be included in a revised document at the beginning of the Conference.

ANNEX 3 to Addendum 6 to Document 4

Implementation of Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000), Updating of the “Remarks” columns in the Tables of Article 9A of Appendix 30A and Article 11 of Appendix 30 to the Radio Regulations

Methodology and criteria for compatibility analyses between the Regions 1 
and 3 Plans in Appendices 30 and 30A adopted at WRC‑2000 and other 
services having primary allocations in the Plan bands in all three 
Regions and with the Region 2 Plan
Introduction

For the implementation of Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000) the Radiocommunication Bureau, in accordance with resolves 1 of that Resolution, completed the required compatibility analyses using the methodology and criteria contained in Articles 4, 6 and 7 and associated technical annexes of Appendices 30 and 30A as adopted by WRC-2000 together with the relating Rules of Procedure.

Since the above-mentioned articles request the Bureau to publish the names of affected administrations and corresponding FSS networks, BSS and feeder link assignments and terrestrial stations as appropriate, the same approach is taken for the implementation of Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000).

The detailed methodology and criteria applied with respect to Notes 3 to 7 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A and Notes 5 to 8 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30 is described below.
1
Feeder link causing interference

1.1
Compatibility analysis for BSS feeder link into FSS (space-to-Earth)
(Note 3 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A)

1.1.1
Provision

Note 3 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A
“3
Before an administration notifies to the Bureau or brings into use this frequency assignment to a transmitting feeder-link earth station in the band 17.7-18.1 GHz, it shall effect coordination of this assignment, using the method described in Appendix 7, in respect of a specific earth station in the fixed-satellite service (space-to-Earth) in the band 17.7-18.1 GHz (see also Note to § 9A.2):

a)
either recorded in the Master Register prior to 3 June 2000 with a favourable finding; or
b)
for which a notice is received by the Bureau prior to 3 June 2000 for recording in the Master Register, but has not yet been processed, and which subsequently receives a favourable finding based on the Plan as it existed on 3 June 2000.”

1.1.2
Methodology

Locations of feeder-link earth stations to be used in the analysis for Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000) based on Note 3 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A are not clear. Therefore, this compatibility analysis is not implemented for Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000).

1.2
Compatibility analysis for BSS feeder link into terrestrial services
(Note 4 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A)

1.2.1
Provision

Note 4 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A
“4
Before an administration notifies to the Bureau or brings into use this frequency assignment to a transmitting feeder-link earth station in the bands 14.5-14.8 GHz or 17.7-18.1 GHz, it shall effect coordination of this assignment with each administration whose territory lies wholly or partly within the coordination area of the feeder-link earth station, using the method described in Appendix 7, in respect of stations of the fixed and mobile services in the bands 14.5‑14.8 GHz and 17.7-18.1 GHz (see also Note to § 9A.2):

a)
either recorded in the Master Register prior to 3 June 2000 with a favourable finding; or
b)
for which a notice is received by the Bureau prior to 3 June 2000 for recording in the Master Register, but has not yet been processed, and which subsequently receives a favourable finding based on the WRC‑2000 Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plan as it existed on 3 June 2000.”

1.2.2
Methodology

Locations of feeder-link earth stations to be used in the analysis for Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000) based on Note 4 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A are not clear and a considerable number of terrestrial stations notified prior to 3 June 2000 are not yet completely processed. Therefore, this compatibility analysis is not implemented for Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000).

1.3
Compatibility analysis for BSS feeder link into Region 2 Plan
(Note 5 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A)

1.3.1
Provision

Note 5 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A
“5
This assignment shall be brought into use only when the limits given in § 5 of Annex 1 are not exceeded, or with the agreement of administrations with respect to assignments which are in conformity with the Region 2 feeder-link Plan on 12 May 2000 (see also Note to § 9A.2).”

1.3.2
Methodology

For the identification of administrations and corresponding feeder links to BSS assignments for which the agreement is required under Note 5, the criteria and methodology prescribed in § 5 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30A and the Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.1.1 c) of Article 4 and § 5 of Annex 1 are used taking into account the Note to § 9A.2 and the following assumptions:

–
Power density per Hertz averaged over the necessary bandwidth:


For Regions 1 and 3 Plan assignments: Power –10 log (27 MHz) = Power 
–74.31 dB(W/Hz)

–
Satellite system noise temperature for original Region 2 Plan assignments = 1 500 K 

2
Downlink causing interference

2.1
Compatibility analysis for BSS downlink into Region 2 Plan
(Note 5 a) in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30)

2.1.1
Provision

Note 5 a) in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30
“5
This assignment shall be brought into use only when the limits given in Table 1 are not exceeded or with the agreement of the affected administrations with respect to (see also the Note to § 11.2):

a)
assignments in the Region 2 Plan on 12 May 2000; or”

2.1.2
Methodology

For the identification of administrations and corresponding BSS assignments for which the agreement is required under Note 5 a), the criteria and methodology prescribed in § 3 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30 and the Rule of Procedure relating to § 4.1.1 c) of Article 4 are used taking into account the Note to § 11.2.

2.2
Compatibility analysis for BSS downlink into terrestrial services 
(Note 5 b) in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30)

2.2.1
Provision

Note 5 b) in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30
“5
This assignment shall be brought into use only when the limits given in Table 1 are not exceeded or with the agreement of the affected administrations with respect to (see also the Note to § 11.2):

b)
assignments in the terrestrial services which are recorded in the Master Register with a favourable finding or received by the Bureau prior to 12 May 2000 for recording in the Master Register and which subsequently receive a favourable finding based on the Plan as it existed on 12 May 2000; or”
2.2.2
Methodology

For the identification of administrations and corresponding terrestrial stations for which the agreement is required under Note 5 b), the criteria and the methodology prescribed in § 4 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30 and the Rule of Procedure relating to § 4.1.1 d) of Article 4 are used taking into account the Note to § 11.2.

Comparison between a corresponding former assignment (on the same channel) of the WRC-97 Plan is made.

2.3
Compatibility analysis for BSS downlink into FSS (space-to-Earth) 
(Note 5 c) in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30)

2.3.1
Provisions

2.3.1.1
Note 5 c) in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30
“5
This assignment shall be brought into use only when the limits given in Table 1 are not exceeded or with the agreement of the affected administrations with respect to (see also the Note to § 11.2):

c)
assignments in the fixed-satellite service which: 

–
are recorded in the Master Register prior to 12 May 2000 with a favourable finding; or 

–
have been coordinated under the provisions of No. 9.7 (or No. 1060) or § 7.2.1 of Article 7 prior to 12 May 2000; or 

–
are in process of coordination under the provisions of No. 9.7 (or No. 1060) or § 7.2.1 of Article 7 prior to 31 July 2000 for which complete Appendix 4 data (or Appendix 3 data, as appropriate) have been received by the Bureau under the relevant provisions of Article 9 (or Article 11, as appropriate):

–
filings received by the Bureau prior to 12 May 2000 at 1700 h (Istanbul time) shall be taken into account in the pertinent compatibility analysis to be carried out by the Bureau after WRC-2000 by applying the pfd criteria shown in Table 1; or
–
filings received by the Bureau after 12 May 2000 at 1700 h (Istanbul time), but before 31 July 2000, shall be taken into account by applying the sharing criteria of _138 dB(W/(m2 · 27 MHz)) or the pfd criteria shown in Table 1, whichever is higher.”

2.3.1.2
Table 1 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30

TABLE  1

	Symbol
	Criteria

	a
	§ 3 of Annex 1  1

	b
	§ 4 of Annex 1  1

	c
	For Regions 1 and 3 broadcasting-satellite service ( Region 2 fixed-satellite service:


–160     dB(W/(m2 · 27 MHz))
0 
(  (  (  0.054(

–137.46 + 17.74 log (     dB(W/(m2 · 27 MHz))
0.054(
(  (  (  3.67(

–141.56 + 25 log (     dB(W/(m2 · 27 MHz))
3.67(
(  (  (  11.54(

–115     dB(W/(m2 · 27 MHz))
11.54(
(  (
For Region 1 broadcasting-satellite service ( Region 3 fixed-satellite service:


–160     dB(W/(m2 · 27 MHz))
0 
(  (  (  0.054(

–137.46 + 17.74 log (     dB(W/(m2 · 27 MHz))
0.054(
(  (  (  3.67(

–141.56 + 25 log (     dB(W/(m2 · 27 MHz))
3.67(
(  (  (  24.12(  2

–107     dB(W/(m2 · 27 MHz))
24.12(
(  (  2
where ( corresponds to the minimum geocentric angular separation taking into account the pertinent station-keeping accuracy of the interfering broadcasting-satellite service and the interfered-with fixed-satellite service space stations.

	1
These paragraphs and this Annex are contained in the Radio Regulations in force at the end of WRC-2000.

2
For the purpose of analysing the WRC-2000 Plan.


2.3.2
Methodology

For the identification of administrations and corresponding FSS networks for which the agreement is required under Note 5 c), the criteria and the methodology prescribed in Table 1 in § 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30 and relevant parts of the Rule of Procedure relating to § 4.1.1 e) of Article 4 are used taking into account the Note to § 11.2.

Comparison between a corresponding former assignment (on the same channel) of the WRC-97 Plan is made. In addition, like in other compatibility analyses performed by the Bureau, the provisions of No. 21.14 of the Radio Regulations are also taken into account, i.e. a minimum value of 3( for the angle of elevation of earth stations is considered.
3
Feeder link receiving interference

3.1
Compatibility analysis for Region 2 Plan into BSS feeder link
(Note 6 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A)

3.1.1
Provision

Note 6 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A

“6
This assignment shall not claim protection from the assignments of the administrations which are in conformity with the Region 2 feeder-link Plan on 12 May 2000 (see also Note to § 9A.2).”

3.1.2
Methodology

For the identification of administrations and corresponding feeder links to BSS assignments from which protection shall not be claimed under Note 6, the criteria and methodology prescribed in § 5 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30A and the Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.2 a) of Article 4 and § 5 of Annex 1 are used taking into account the Note to § 9A.2 and the following assumptions:

–
Power density per Hertz averaged over the necessary bandwidth:

For Region 2 Plan assignments: Power –10 log (24 MHz) = Power –73.80 dB(W/Hz)

–
Satellite system noise temperature for Regions 1 and 3 Plan assignments = 600 K (17 GHz)

3.2
Compatibility analysis for FSS (space-to-Earth) and Region 2 unplanned BSS into BSS feeder link
(Note 7 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A)

3.2.1
Provision

Note 7 in Section 9A.2 of Article 9A of Appendix 30A
“7
This assignment shall not claim protection from the assignments of the administrations which are recorded in the Master Register with a favourable finding prior to 12 May 2000 (see also Note to § 9A.2).”

The methodology and criteria for this analysis shall be those contained in § 1 of Annex 4, modified to take into consideration the system noise temperature of the received space station to be 600 K and to apply a (T/T criterion of 6%.”

3.2.2
Methodology

For the identification of administrations and corresponding networks from which protection shall not be claimed under Note 7, the criteria and methodology prescribed in § 1 of Annex 4 to Appendix 30A are used (with the modifications mentioned in Note 7) taking into account the Note to § 9A.2.
4
Downlink receiving interference

4.1
Compatibility analysis for Region 2 Plan into BSS downlink
(Note 6 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30)

4.1.1
Provision

Note 6 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30
“6
This assignment shall not claim protection from the assignments of the administrations which are in conformity with the Region 2 Plan on 12 May 2000 (see also the Note to § 11.2).”

4.1.2
Methodology

For the identification of administrations and corresponding BSS assignments from which protection shall not be claimed under Note 6, the criteria and methodology prescribed in § 3 of Annex 1 to Appendix 30 and the Rule of Procedure relating to § 4.2.3 a) of Article 4 are used taking into account the Note to § 11.2.

4.2
Compatibility analysis for FSS (space-to-Earth) into BSS downlink
(Note 7 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30)

4.2.1
Provision

Note 7 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30
“7
This assignment shall not claim protection from administrations having assignments in the fixed-satellite service (see also the Note to § 11.2):

a)
which are recorded in the Master Register with a favourable finding prior to 12 May 2000;

b)
for which complete Appendix 4 data (or Appendix 3 data, as appropriate) under the relevant provisions of Article 9 (or No. 1060, or § 7.2.1 of Article 7, as appropriate) have been received prior to 12 May 2000, which have been brought into use prior to 12 May 2000 and for which the complete due diligence information, in accordance with Annex 2 to Resolution 49 (WRC-97), has been received prior to 12 May 2000.”

4.2.2
Methodology

For the identification of administrations and corresponding FSS networks from which protection shall not be claimed under Note 7, the criteria and methodology prescribed in Annex 4 to Appendix 30 and its relating Rule of Procedure are used taking into account the Note to § 11.2.

4.3
Compatibility analysis for terrestrial stations into BSS downlink
(Note 8 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30)

4.3.1
Provision

Note 8 in Section 11.2 of Article 11 of Appendix 30
“8
This assignment shall not claim protection from the assignments of administrations for terrestrial services which are recorded in the Master Register with a favourable finding, or received by the Bureau prior to 12 May 2000 for recording in the Master Register and which subsequently receive a favourable finding based on the Plan as it existed on 12 May 2000 (see also the Note to § 11.2).”

4.3.2
Methodology

For the identification of administrations and corresponding and terrestrial stations from which protection shall not be claimed under Note 8, the criteria and methodology prescribed in Annex 3 to Appendix 30 are used taking into account the Note to § 11.2.

______________







1 	Whenever the term “existing” is used in this Resolution, it refers to notified assignments that are in conformity with Appendices 30 and 30A, which have been brought into use and for which the date of bringing into use has been confirmed to the Bureau before 1700 hours (Istanbul time) on 12 May 2000.


2 	Wherever the term “Part B” is used in this Resolution, it refers to assignments for which the procedures of Article 4 of Appendices 30 and 30A have been successfully completed and for which the due diligence information (when required) has been provided before 1700 hours (Istanbul time) on 12 May 2000, but which have not been brought into use and/or for which the date of bringing into use has not been confirmed to the Bureau.





• For reasons of economy, this document is being provided on CD-ROM.  Participants are therefore kindly asked •
to bring their personal copies to the meeting since no others can be made available. 
A CD-ROM containing all preparatory documents will be provided to each participant on arrival.
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