- 9 -

CMR03/197-E


	INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
	

	[image: image1.wmf]
	WRC-03
	WORLD
RADIOCOMMUNICATION
CONFERENCE
	Document 197-E

	
	
	
	20 June 2003

	
	
	
	Original: French/English

	GENEVA,  9 JUNE   –   4 JULY 2003
	

	
	PLENARY MEETING

	MINUTES

OF THE

SECOND PLENARY MEETING

	Friday, 13 June 2003, at 1610 hours

	Chairman: Dr V. RAWAT (Canada)


	
	Subjects discussed
	Documents

	1
	Approval of the minutes of the first Plenary Meeting
	139

	2
	Oral reports by the committee chairmen
	-

	3
	First series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B1)
	155

	4
	Application of Resolution 26 (Rev.WRC‑97) – Footnotes to the Table of Frequency Allocations in Article 5 of the Radio Regulations
	151

	5
	Financial responsibilities of conferences
	147

	6
	Conference structure (continued)
	DT/41

	7
	Schedule for WRC‑03
	136

	8
	Loss of the right to vote
	114

	9
	Consolidated list of conference groups
	-

	10
	Posting of documents on the ITU website
	-


1
Approval of the minutes of the first Plenary Meeting (Document 139)

1.1
Document 139 was approved.

2
Oral reports by the committee chairmen

2.1
The Chairman invited the committee chairmen to submit an oral report on the state of progress of work in their respective committees.

2.2
The Chairman of Committee 2 (Credentials) said that at its first meeting, the Plenary had set Monday, 23 June 2003 as the date on which Committee 2 should submit its conclusions. The Credentials Committee had met on Tuesday 11 June and had instructed a working group to verify the credentials presented under Article 31 of the Convention. The group in question, which was to meet three times, had begun examining the 98 sets of credentials already received. He requested Member States which had not yet deposited their credentials to do so as soon as possible.

2.3
The Chairman of Committee 3 (Budget control) said that, at its first meeting held on Tuesday 10 June, Committee 3 had considered three documents concerning respectively the contributions of international organizations and Sector Members to conference expenditure, the budget for WRC‑03 and the financial responsibilities of conferences. It had noted that the WRC‑03 budget, as approved by the Council at its 2001 session, amounted to CHF 5 610 000, CHF 2 853 000 of which was to cover the costs of documentation. In that connection, the Radiocommunication Bureau and the secretariat of the Union as a whole deserved praise for the cost‑cutting measures they had applied.

2.4
The Chairman of Committee 4 (Specified agenda items) said that to date Committee 4 had held three meetings and established three working groups: Working Group 4A (Procedural and other aspects), responsible for considering items 1.1, 1.8, 1.11, 1.26, 1.30, 1.33 and 7.1 of the agenda; Working Group 4B (Non‑GSO issues), responsible for studying agenda items 1.19, 1.29, 1.34 and 1.37; and Working Group 4C (Maritime, amateur, amateur‑satellite and broadcasting services in the MF and HF bands). Sub‑working groups and ad hoc groups were to be established according to requirements. Most of the issues which did not raise serious problems had been dealt with, and work was progressing in an encouraging manner. The first results of the discussions of Committee 4 appeared in Document 155 (First series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee to the Plenary Meeting for first reading). On a separate point, Committee 4 had considered it premature to incorporate a definition of satellite systems using highly elliptical orbits in Article 1 of the Radio Regulations, while recognizing that a description of the HEO system could be useful in relation to certain specific subjects.

2.5
The Chairman of Committee 5 (Specified agenda items) said that Committee 5 had already made good progress in its work and had established five working groups. It had already finished considering agenda items 1.18, 1.20, 1.39 and 1.11. On the last of those items, which concerned possible extension of the allocation to the mobile‑satellite service (Earth-to-space) on a secondary basis in the band 14‑14.5 GHz, Committee 5 had concluded its study of issues relating to the allocation, and Committee 4 could therefore begin dealing with the regulatory aspects. On that subject, Working Group 5B would communicate the required information to Working Group 4A.

2.6
The Chairman of Committee 6 (Appendices 30, 30A and 30B) said that the committee had held nine meetings; it had set up seven ad hoc groups but no working groups. Under agenda item 7.1, for which it was responsible, Committee 6 had considered the report of the Director of BR on the activities of ITU‑R since WRC‑2000 with regard to issues relating to Appendices 30, 30A and 30B, as well as all contributions by administrations on that subject. Regarding the BSS plans, following a problem with the software introduced after WRC‑2000, an adjustment had been made in accordance with the opinion put forward by the RRB; the administrations concerned, namely 

India, France and Gambia, deserved thanks for their cooperation in that regard. Committee 6 had also proposed modifying Resolution 42 (Rev.Orb‑88) and making editorial amendments to Appendices 30 and 30A; those proposals were set out in Document 155. Regarding agenda item 1.35 concerning the application of Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC‑2000), several administrations had asked for more time to study Table 2 of Annex 1 in Part 6 of the report by the Director of BR (Addendum 6(Rev.1) to Document 4). Committee 6 had provisionally fixed mid-day on Monday 23 June as the deadline for submission of comments. It was for the Plenary to take a decision on that deadline. Lastly, Committee 6 had considered joint proposals submitted by regional organizations concerning the incorporation by reference of several recommendations. That issue had been left in abeyance pending decisions by the competent committees and their approval by the Plenary.

2.7
The Chairman noted that the Plenary was to take a decision on the deadline for submission of comments on Annex 1 (Table 2) of Addendum 6(Rev.1) to Document 4.

2.8
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that some administrations, including the Syrian Administration, were not in a position to make comments as long as the issues relating to No. 9.35 of the Radio Regulations, under consideration in Committee 4, had not been settled.

2.9
The delegate of the United Kingdom asked that any proposed decision submitted to the Plenary be presented in the form of a document and included in the agenda of the Plenary.

2.10
The Chairman said that it would indeed be useful if, in the future, proposed decisions were submitted to the Plenary in writing wherever possible. She went on to propose that the Plenary establish mid‑day on 23 June as the deadline for submission of comments on Addendum 6(Rev.1) to Document 4, on the understanding that, if the outcome of the discussions on No. 9.35 had ramifications for the question concerned, it would be reconsidered.

2.11
It was so agreed.

2.12
The Chairman of Committee 7 (Future agendas and work programme) said that Committee 7 had set up an ad hoc group to examine item 1.22 followed by item 1.21. Regarding agenda item 2, under which Committee 7 was required to examine the revised ITU‑R Recommendations incorporated by reference in the Radio Regulations communicated by the Radiocommunication Assembly, in accordance with Resolution 28 (Rev.WRC‑2000), and to decide whether or not to update the corresponding references in the Radio Regulations, in accordance with principles contained in the Annex to Resolution 27 (Rev.WRC‑2000), an ad hoc group had been set up to examine those two resolutions. Committee 7 had already begun considering agenda item 4 in accordance with Resolution 95 (Rev.WRC‑2000). It was working in close collaboration with Committees 4, 5 and 6.

2.13
The Chairman expressed her satisfaction with the fact that the work of the committees was already well advanced.

2.14
The Chairman of Committee 8 (Editorial Committee) pointed out that, for the first time at a conference, the Editorial Committee was in a position to present a first series of texts in the first week. Those texts, emanating for the most part from Committee 6, were set out in Document 155, which the Plenary was to examine under the next agenda item.

3
First series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B1) (Document 155)

3.1
The Chairman of the Editorial Committee introduced Document 155, explaining that, for Article 5, the English text alone contained a “MOD 5.487”, while the French and Spanish versions showed “NOC 5.487”, because the modification in question affected only the English text. Concerning the proposed modification of Appendix 30, the footnote reference marked with a “[1]” had to be changed for one with a double asterisk and the square brackets removed, and the footnote itself likewise had to have a double asterisk rather than a “1”, and appear without square brackets. For the proposed modification of § 3.7.2 of Annex 5 to Appendix 30, Committee 6 had added a note by the secretariat explaining which portion of that text would be affected by the proposal, in lieu of reproducing the entire body of the text, which was very long. Finally, in the modification being proposed in the title of Appendix 30A, the square brackets had to be removed from footnote reference 1 and from the footnote itself.

3.2
The Chairman invited the participants to examine the texts produced by Committee 6 (Documents 140 and 141) and Committee 4 (Document 142), as presented in Document 155.

Article 5 (MOD 5.487 (English only))

3.3
The delegate of Saudi Arabia said that the modified English text for Article 5 needed to be marked “WRC-03”.

3.4
The Chairman said that the Editorial Committee would deal with the matter.

3.5
MOD 5.487 (English only) was approved.

Appendix 30 (MOD title, ADD note)

3.6
The changes were approved on the basis of the explanations provided by the Chairman of the Editorial Committee.

Appendix 30 (Article 1 – MOD § 1.8, ADD § 1.9; Article 4 – MOD § 4.1.26)

3.7
The changes were approved.

Appendix 30 (Article 7 – MOD Note11)

3.8
The delegate of France asked that the modification be enclosed in square brackets pending the examination by Committee 6 of the precise meaning of the phrase “subject to this Appendix”.

3.9
The Chairman of Committee 6 agreed to that suggestion, exceptionally. His intention was that Committee 6 would not submit any words in square brackets to the Plenary Meeting. 

3.10
It was decided to place Note11 in square brackets.

Appendix 30 (Article 7 – MOD § 7.2.1; Article 9 – MOD § 9.1; Annex 5 – MOD § 3.4, ADD Note 31bis, ADD Note 32bis, MOD § 3.7.2, MOD § 3.9.4, MOD § 3.13.3; 
Annex 7 – MOD § A); Appendix 30A (MOD Title, ADD Note *, MOD Note1; 
Article 1 – MOD § 1.10, ADD § 1.11; Article 4 – MOD § 4.1.15, MOD § 4.1.23, MOD § 4.1.24, MOD § 4.1.25, MOD § 4.1.26, MOD § 4.1.27, MOD § 4.1.28, MOD § 4.1.29; 
Article 7 – MOD § 7.2.1, MOD § 7.9; Annex 3 – MOD Title, MOD § 3.1 a), MOD § 3.3, ADD Note 28bis, MOD § 3.7.1, MOD § 3.8, MOD § 4.1, MOD § 4.4.2)

3.11
The changes were approved on the basis of the explanations provided by the Chairman of the Editorial Committee in the course of the presentation of the proposals, correcting at the same time an inconsistency in the Spanish wording of § 3.1 a) of Annex 3 of Appendix 30A.

Appendix 30A (Annex 3 – MOD § 4.6.3)

3.12
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic wondered whether the phrase “after intersection with Curve C, as Curve C” was correct, and whether there was not a problem with the meaning.

3.13
The Chairman referred the delegate to the Editorial Committee for the purpose of determining whether it was only a matter of wording.

3.14
The modification proposal was approved on that basis.

MOD Resolution 42 (Rev.Orb-88)

3.15
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic asked for an explanation of the expression “interim systems”. Did this term have the same meaning as the List in Regions 1 and 3? He drew attention moreover to the Annex to that Resolution, which mentioned use of “an interim system during a specified period not exceeding ten years”: if one took as a basis the year in which the current version of Resolution 42 was adopted, namely 1988, that meant up to 1998.

3.16
The Chairman noted that the expression “interim systems” had been in use in Resolution 42 since 1988, and asked the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic to take up the question directly with the Chairman of Committee 6.

3.17
The delegate of Cuba drew attention to redundant brackets in the Spanish version of the document being examined.

3.18
The delegate of the United Kingdom indicated that the singular and plural forms of the words “Plan” and “List” were being used inconsistently. The Chairman asked the secretariat to correct discrepancies of that sort.

3.19
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic observed that a new note at § 4 in the Annex to the resolution text being examined stipulated that the provisions of Resolution 533 (Rev.WRC‑03) would apply. Accordingly he asked that the Editorial Committee, or another committee affected thereby, should in due time draw attention to the implications which the modification of Resolution 533 could have. The same should be done also for the editorial note (“Pending decision of other Committees”) in § 5 of the same annex.

3.20
Taking into account those remarks, the modification proposal for Resolution 42 was approved.

SUP Resolution 135 (WRC-2000)

3.21
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic suggested that, since minutes were no longer being kept for committee meetings, the Chairman of Committee 4 might explain in his report the reasons for the suppression of that Resolution.

3.22
The Chairman explained that the suppression of Resolution 135 (WRC-2000) was due to the absence of any need to amend the Radio Regulations and the fact that the instructions made in that text had been carried out.

3.23
The suppression of Resolution 135 was approved.

3.24
With the exception of Note11 (Article 7 of Appendix 30), which was to be enclosed in square brackets, the entire first series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B1) (Document 155) was approved with the modifications that had been made, on the first reading.

4
Application of Resolution 26 (Rev.WRC-97) – Footnotes to the Table of Frequency Allocations in Article 5 of the Radio Regulations (Document 151)

4.1
The Chairman of Committee 4, introducing Document 151, explained that his Committee had examined the treatment of proposals submitted for item 1.1 on the Conference agenda (deletion of country footnotes or deletion of country names from footnotes), some of which did not meet the criteria set out in Resolution 26 (Rev.WRC-97). The Committee had concluded that WRC-03 would perhaps wish to consider the proposals for the addition of country names to existing footnotes, or the adoption of new country footnotes, on the explicit condition that there be no objections from countries that might be affected. Such requests should be submitted to the Conference within a deadline to be set by the Conference. WRC-2000 had taken a similar decision, setting a deadline of three days after the plenary meeting that took the decision. The Chairman of Committee 4 proposed that a deadline of 1800 hours on Wednesday, 18 June 2003 be established, if the Conference accepted to follow the example of WRC-2000.

4.2
The delegate of Sweden pointed out that Resolution 26 (Rev.WRC-97) had resulted from VGE recommendations intended to simplify the allocation of frequencies under Article 5 of the Radio Regulations by harmonizing the allocation tables and minimizing exceptions for individual countries. In theory, then, the only acceptable proposals were those intended to delete a country footnote or delete a country name from a footnote. However, many of the proposals to add a country name to an existing footnote would in fact result in greater harmonization of the tables, as those countries would be joining many neighbouring countries already listed in the footnotes. He therefore supported the proposal to treat that issue in the same manner as during WRC-2000, on the understanding that any addition would be contingent on the absence of any objection from countries that might be affected.

4.3
The delegate of the Republic of Korea observed that proposals to add country names might be submitted under conference agenda items other than agenda item 1.1. If such proposals were unsuccessful, would it then be possible to submit the proposals under agenda item 1.1? He requested clarification of how the proposals would be dealt with.

4.4
The Chairman said that such proposals submitted under other agenda items would be dealt with in accordance with those other agenda items. If the Conference decided to adopt the suggestion in Document 151, then the proposals that had been unsuccessful under other agenda items could be submitted under agenda item 1.1. The Conference had not yet, however, adopted that suggestion. Furthermore, and without wishing to prejudge the Conference’s decisions, she drew attention to the stringent condition included in Document 151, namely, no objections from countries that might be affected. That condition would surely make it unlikely for proposals that were unsuccessful under other agenda items to be accepted under agenda item 1.1.

4.5
The delegate of Belarus said that the Conference should not consider proposals for the addition of country names to footnotes or for adding new country footnotes, as such proposals were not covered by agenda item 1.1.

4.6
The delegate of the Russian Federation, stressing that WRC-03 faced an unprecedented workload, said that the Conference should not attempt to deal with proposals to add country names, not only because such an action would not be in accordance with agenda item 1.1, but also because of the intolerable burden it would place on delegations and, especially, the Chairman of the Conference.

4.7
The Chairman observed that Committee 4, with the support of the Radiocommunication Bureau, was ready to undertake the task. Responding to a comment by the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic, she confirmed that deletion of country names was covered under agenda item 1.1.

4.8
The delegate of Estonia supported the suggestion by Committee 4 that the Conference should consider adding country names. Estonia was undergoing major changes, in particular with regard to accession to the European Union, and the addition of country names played an important role in regional harmonization.

4.9
The delegate of the Ukraine, while recognizing the benefits of adding country names in terms of regional harmonization, stressed that the agenda, as approved by the Council, restricted consideration to the deletion of country names. He therefore could not support the suggestion in Document 151.

4.10
The Chairman recalled that two previous WRCs had considered the addition of country names. That task had been undertaken quickly and would therefore be unlikely to pose a problem of resources for the present conference. Furthermore it gave flexibility to some administrations. As the vast majority of delegates had not taken the floor to object, she took it that they were in favour of the approach suggested by Committee 4. Only a few delegations had opposed the approach, and she asked whether those delegations could go along with the suggestion that the Conference should consider proposals to add countries to footnotes.

4.11
The Chairman of Committee 4, seeking to clarify the Chairman’s last remark, said that the suggestion in Document 151 concerned not only adding countries to existing footnotes, but also adding new country footnotes. The latter possibility should be included for reasons of equity. For example, there might be a footnote for country A in Region 1, and a country B in Region 3 might wish to be included in that footnote. That should be possible. Countries A and B might be so far apart that there was no physical connection between them in regard to use of the spectrum. Formally, however, country B should be permitted to make a proposal to add a new country footnote, and that proposal should be considered. Again, the explicit condition would apply: no objection from any country that might be affected. The condition provided a safeguard that should reassure those who opposed the approach suggested by Committee 4. He observed that a number of proposals for new footnotes had already been submitted and circulated in Document DT/21.

4.12
The delegate of the Russian Federation said that, while continuing to oppose the approach, he was willing to go along with the wish of the majority.

4.13
The delegate of Belarus said that he continued to oppose the approach.

4.14
The Chairman suggested that the Conference should follow the approach suggested by Committee 4, stressing that if the Russian Federation or Belarus objected to any proposals potentially affecting them, then those proposals would not be considered. She further suggested that the Conference should set 1800 hours (Geneva time) on Wednesday, 18 June 2003 as the deadline for submission of such proposals, to allow delegations time to examine them.

4.15
The delegate of Saudi Arabia, supported by the delegate of Algeria, said that if the Conference decided to consider proposals for new country footnotes, there was a real danger that discussion would stray far from the agreed agenda. He urged that consideration be restricted to existing footnotes.

4.16
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic endorsed the view expressed by the delegate of Saudi Arabia, adding that setting the deadline as proposed would not allow sufficient time for delegations to make proposals to add country names to proposed new footnotes.

4.17
The delegate of Armenia recalled that WRC-2000 had decided not to consider proposals for new country footnotes. The present conference should take a similar decision. Delegations might not have the expertise to deal with matters that might be raised in new footnotes.

4.18
The delegate of Pakistan said that while he could agree to the consideration of proposals to add country names to existing footnotes, he supported the remarks made by the delegate of Saudi Arabia in regard to new footnotes.

4.19
The Chairman suggested that the Conference should consider proposals for the addition of country names to existing footnotes only, and that the deadline for the submission of such proposals should be set at 1800 hours (Geneva time) on Wednesday, 18 June 2003.

4.20
It was so agreed.

4.21
The Chairman of Committee 4 said that, as a consequence of that decision and in order to maintain equity, the Conference should not consider proposals already submitted to add new country footnotes.

4.22
It was so agreed.

5
Financial responsibilities of conferences (Document 147)

5.1
The Chairman of Committee 3, introducing Document 147, stressed that financial estimates should be associated with proposals for agenda items for the next WRC, especially with regard to work foreseen to be required by the Radiocommunication Bureau. Committee 3 would meet in conjunction with Committee 7 to review such costs.

5.2
Document 147 was noted.

6
Conference structure (continued) (Document DT/41)

6.1
The Secretary of the Plenary introduced Document DT/41 which, following discussion in the Steering Committee, proposed changes to the terms of reference of Committees 4 and 6 in respect of agenda item 1.30.

6.2
Document DT/41 was approved.

7
Schedule for WRC-03 (Document 136)
7.1
The Secretary of the Plenary introduced Document 136, which provided a broad overview of the schedule for WRC-03. The schedule would be modified from time to time.

7.2
Document 136 was noted.

8
Loss of the right to vote (Document 114)

8.1
The Chairman drew attention to Document 114 concerning loss of the right to vote (position on 5 June 2003).

8.2
Document 114 was noted.

9
Consolidated list of conference groups

9.1
The delegate of Algeria said that a consolidated list of the working groups and ad hoc groups set up by the Conference would be helpful, particularly to newly arrived participants.

9.2
The Chairman invited delegates to obtain such information by consulting the various documents that had been prepared by committee or group chairmen.

10
Posting of documents on the ITU website

10.1
The delegate of the Czech Republic stressed that conference documents should be posted on the ITU website in a timely manner.

10.2
The Secretary of the Editorial Committee confirmed that documents were posted on the website before being issued on paper. The Radiocommunication Bureau could assist any delegates having difficulty in finding documents on the website.

The meeting rose at 1750 hours.
The Secretary:


The Chairman:
Y. UTSUMI


V. RAWAT
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