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1
Approval of the minutes of the third Plenary Meeting (Document 251)

1.1
Document 251 was approved.

2
Oral report by the Chairman of Committee 2

2.1
The Chairman of Committee 2 (Credentials) said that, in line with the decision taken at the fourth Plenary Meeting, a number of credentials had been verified and those received since the previous report of Committee 2 had been examined. The credentials of Colombia and Indonesia had been found to be in order and the relevant clarification received. Argentina had recovered the right to vote. After receiving the clarifications requested, the credentials of Lesotho, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mexico, San Marino, Singapore and Tunisia had been found to be in order. Credentials from the following countries had been received and examined since 23 June 2003: Bulgaria, Chile, El Salvador, Guatemala, Jamaica, Kazakhstan, Madagascar, Panama, Sudan and Yemen. The Credentials Committee was still awaiting 12 credentials and responses to two requests for clarification.

3
Oral report and second report by the Chairman of Committee 4 (Document 315)

3.1
The Chairman of Committee 4 (Specified agenda items) said that Committee 4 was approaching completion of its work but that the working groups had not been able to cover all items allocated to them. Agenda items 1.8.2, 1.11, 1.23, 1.26, 1.30, 1.34 and 1.37 were difficult or controversial issues. Following consultations, however, the different positions were moving closer together and he hoped that Committee 4 would be able to reach conclusions on those issues. Committee 4 urgently required more time to complete its work. One unresolved issue was the possible modification of Resolution 2 (WARC‑79) and Resolution 4 (Rev.Orb‑88). Following informal consultations, a draft compromise text was now available.

3.2
Introducing the second report from Committee 4 to the Plenary (Document 315) concerning agenda item 1.14, he said that Committee 4 had considered the proposals concerning modifications of Appendix 15 under agenda item 1.14 and had come to the conclusion that on HF DSC distress and safety calling frequencies the safe loading level might already have been exceeded. It had been decided that no change should be made to Appendix 15 under agenda item 1.14 but that instead the following note should be included in the minutes of the Plenary Meeting:


“It was noted with concern that some HF coast stations, participating in the GMDSS, may have traffic on the DSC distress and safety calling channels which already exceeds the safe loading levels contained in Recommendation ITU‑R M.822‑1, i.e. 0.1 Erlang. Committee 4 decided that ITU‑R Study Group 8 should review the current situation with respect to DSC distress and safety calling channel loading. The assumptions made for traffic use in developing the loading studies need to be validated and current levels of traffic verified. If this reveals that the safe levels are in fact exceeded, then Study Group 8 should take appropriate action to modify the operational use of these channels for testing. ITU‑R should advise the International Maritime Organization of this situation and keep them advised of progress.”

3.3
The above conclusions of Committee 4 were approved.

4
Oral report and second and third reports by the Chairman of Committee 5 (Documents 266 and 287)

4.1
The Chairman of Committee 5 (Specified agenda items) said that Committee 5 had concluded its work on 26 June 2003 after holding eleven meetings. It had successfully completed examination of the 19 agenda items referred to it, with the exception of matters relating to Resolution 605 (WRC‑2000) under item 1.15 of the agenda concerning the radionavigation‑satellite service. Further discussions were to be held on that matter in a special ad hoc group that had been set up under his chairmanship. Thanks to the spirit of cooperation which had prevailed there were no square brackets in any of the texts submitted by Committee 5 to the Plenary. He stressed, however, that  those texts were the result of careful consideration and finely tuned compromises.

4.2
He drew attention to  the following two statements contained in Document 266 (second report from the Chairman of Committee 5 to the Plenary, concerning agenda item 1.38):

“Committee 5 accepted an offer from the Space Frequency Coordination Group (SFCG) to provide and maintain a freely available website containing up‑to‑date advanced operational schedule information concerning each and every EESS observation campaign in the band 432-438 MHz. ”

“The Administration of India brought to the attention of WRC‑03 the need to protect the primary radio astronomy service in the band 406.1-410 MHz from potential spurious/out-of-band emissions from active sensors operating in the Earth exploration-satellite service (active) in a proposed secondary allocation in the band 432-438 MHz. After wide‑ranging discussions, the Administration of India has agreed to pursue resolution of this issue through the medium of SFCG and the Scientific Committee on Frequency Allocations for Radio Astronomy and Space Science (IUCAF). It is hoped that the SFCG will develop and publish a recommendation on this issue in the near future.”

4.3
He suggested that the Plenary Meeting might wish to take note of those statements.

4.4
It was so agreed.

4.5
Document 266 was noted.

4.6
The Chairman of Committee 5, introducing his third report (Document 287), drew attention to the following conclusions relating to agenda item 1.12.

"No change is required to Article 5 of the Radio Regulations in consideration of WRC-03 agenda item 1.12 (Resolution 723, resolves 4) for the 14.8-15.35 GHz band.

No change is required to Article 5 of the Radio Regulations in consideration of WRC-03 agenda item 1.12 (Resolution 730) for the 36-37 GHz, 37-37.5 GHz and 37.5-38 GHz bands."

4.7
He suggested that the Plenary Meeting approve those conclusions.

4.8
It was so agreed.

4.9
Document 287 was approved.
5
Oral report by the Chairman of Committee 6

5.1
The Chairman of Committee 6 (Appendices 30, 30A and 30B) said that Committee 6 had completed its work except for two contentious issues which were expected to be resolved before Monday 30 June. He drew attention to the fact that Committee 6 had decided to retain Resolution 73 (Rev.WRC‑2000) which had been assigned to Committee 4 and therefore requested Committee 4 not to propose deletion of that resolution.

6
Oral report and first report by the Chairman of Committee 7 (Document 313)

6.1
The Chairman of Committee 7 (Future agendas and work programme) said that most of the Committee’s work related to the work of other committees. Under conference agenda item 7.2, progress had been made concerning WRC‑07 and WRC‑10, but further time would be required to complete discussion of that item. Certain small clarifications remained to be made on other agenda items.

6.2
Introducing Document 313 (first report by the Chairman of Committee 7), he indicated that Committee 7 had completed its work on agenda item 6 "to identify those items requiring urgent action by the radiocommunication study groups in preparation for the next world radiocommunication conference", and had reached the conclusion that there was no need to identify any such items at the present Conference and that there would be no need to include that subject on agendas of future conferences. The Plenary Meeting was requested to approve those conclusions, which would imply deletion of agenda item 6 from future WRC agendas.

6.3
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic requested clarification of the follow-up to the Report from the ITU Radiocommunication Assembly, Geneva, 2003, to WRC-03 (Document 162) and of the mechanism for identifying studies to be prepared  by ITU-R for future world radiocommunication conferences, if the substance of agenda item 6 was not to be included on agendas of future conferences.

6.4
The Chairman of Committee 7 said that Committee 7 had discussed Document 162 in connection with agenda item 5, upon which the Committee was still working.

6.5
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said he was reluctant to approve the deletion of an agenda item concerning urgent radiocommunication studies and suggested rewording the Committee’s conclusion to read “there might be no need to include the subject on the agenda of future conferences”.

6.6
The delegates of Saudi Arabia and Sweden took the view that a decision concerning agenda item 6 might be postponed pending further discussion in Committee 7.

6.7
The Chairman suggested that the topic be reviewed after completion of the work of Committee 7.
6.8
It was so agreed.

7
Report by the Chairman of Committee 3 (Document 307)

7.1
The Chairman of Committee 3 (Budget Control), introducing Document 307, said that the Budget Control Committee had held three meetings and one joint meeting with Committee 7. He drew special attention to the question of the financial responsibilities of conferences, which were outlined clearly in the Constitution and the Convention. In particular, the Plenipotentiary Conference (Marrakesh, 2002) had established a financial plan for 2004-2007 (Decision 6), requiring a significant reduction in the finances of ITU as compared to former and even current budgets. It should be noted that the financial plan would lead to a reduction of about 700 work months in the Radiocommunication Sector, which meant a decrease of about 15% in the overall workforce of the Radiocommunication Bureau. It would therefore be very difficult for ITU-R to meet all its responsibilities, especially during the 2004-2005 period, when the Bureau would be involved with work between sessions of the regional radiocommunication conference. Furthermore, no provision had been made for post-conference work either in the 2002-2003 budget or in the financial plan for 2004-2007. He drew attention to No. 92 of Article 13 of the Constitution, which stated that when adopting resolutions and decisions, radiocommunication conferences should take 

into account their foreseeable financial implications and should avoid adopting resolutions and decisions which might give rise to expenditure in excess of the financial limits laid down by the plenipotentiary conference. The annex to Document 307 contained the financial statement of the Conference as at 25 June 2003, which showed a total of CHF 5 268 114 and a projected balance of CHF 342 088 reflecting significant savings in the reproduction of documents (see Document 268). WRC-03 was invited to consider and approve the report in Document 307, which would then be forwarded to the Secretary-General, together with delegates' comments at the Plenary Meeting, for submission to the Council at its next session.

7.2
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic expressed concern over § 3.8 of Document 307 which, he considered, placed an unacceptable limitation on the work of the Conference. Examination  of the financial implications of the adoption of resolutions and decisions was the responsibility of the Council. The Radiocommunication Bureau might subsequently be requested to establish some order of priority among agenda items with a view to reducing costs, but the Conference should not be restricted in its decisions.

7.3
The delegate of Algeria, sharing the concerns expressed in Document 307, recalled that the Council had already noted the difficulty of holding world radiocommunication conferences with such limited financial resources. It was obvious that drastic cuts would have to be made. It might be prudent therefore to request Committee 7 not to overload the agenda. He suggested that, in the overall interests of the Union, some agenda items might be deferred until later radiocommunication conferences and only the most essential items retained for WRC-07. 

7.4
The delegate of Saudi Arabia considered that the committees were well aware of their responsibilities and that § 3.8 was superfluous as the basic idea contained therein was already reflected in § 3.1. He requested clarification concerning the respective roles of Committee 3 and Committee 7 with regard to the question of financial implications.

7.5
The Chairman said that Committee 7 was still continuing its work and that Committee 3 would be liaising informally with Committee 7 and the Radiocommunication Bureau on the question of financial implications.

7.6
The Chairman of Committee 6 said that, in determining priorities, care should be taken to distinguish between the desirability of an agenda item and the possibility of financing it. Furthermore, it might be difficult for the Radiocommunication Bureau to estimate the potential cost of implementing certain resolutions. He suggested that a word of thanks to the Director and the staff of the Radiocommunication Bureau might be inserted in § 2.1.

7.7
The report of the Budget Control Committee (Document 307) was approved for submission to the Council at its next session along with the relevant comments by delegations.

8
Fifth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B5) (Document 290)

8.1
The Chairman of the Editorial Committee drew attention to the texts produced by Committee 5 (Documents 230 and 263), Committee 7 (Document 256) and Committee 4 (Document 272), as presented in Document 290 for first reading. Certain clarifications required by Committee 5 would be included when the document was prepared by the Editorial Committee for second reading.

ADD
Resolution [COM5/4] (WRC-03)

8.2
The delegate of China, referring to resolves 2 and footnote 6, expressed concern about the use of the 5 850‑5 925 MHz band in Region 3 for public protection and disaster relief operations, as interference between systems might occur.

8.3
The delegate of Tonga shared that concern, as his country had operational satellites in that frequency band.

8.4
The delegate of Oman proposed that the original wording of the first indent in resolves 2, as agreed on by Committee 5 and set out in Document 230, should be retained in place of the new wording in Document 290. The indent should end as follows: “public protection activities within certain agreed countries of Region 1”.

8.5
It was so agreed.

8.6
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic proposed replacing “to urge” in resolves 1 by “to invite” or “to encourage”.

8.7
The Chairman of Committee 5 agreed  that the appropriate editorial change should be made.

8.8
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran raised the problem of achieving regionally harmonized frequency bands in terrestrial border regions. In his country, which was surrounded on the north, west and south by countries in Region 1, the use of the frequency band in question, in the terrestrial services in particular, would become very difficult.

8.9
ADD Resolution [COM5/4] (WRC-03), as amended, was approved.

8.10
The delegate of Brazil said that he supported Resolution [COM5/4] (WRC-03) on public protection and disaster relief, as contained in Document 230. He would nevertheless submit a statement on the use of the band 746-806 MHz in Brazil (see Annex A).

SUP Resolution 645 (WRC-2000)

8.11
Approved.

ADD Recommendation [COM7/1] (WRC-03)

8.12
The delegate of Saudi Arabia pointed to a discrepancy between the title of the Recommendation and the title of its Annex. The two should be aligned.

8.13
It was so agreed.

8.14
The delegate of South Africa, referring to Annex 1 to Recommendation [COM7/1], proposed deleting sub paragraphs b) and c), as she had noted a disturbing trend towards using the concept of regional input and harmonization to silence individual administrations. Regional harmonization should not overshadow national interests, especially as levels of technological development varied within a given region. She considered that the reference to Resolution 80 (Rev.Marrakesh, 2002) in subparagraph a) was sufficient.

8.15
The delegates of Lesotho and Gabon shared the views expressed by the delegate of South Africa.

8.16
The delegate of France agreed with the proposal to delete b). He did not see how large groupings such as the CEPT countries could establish priorities.

8.17
The Chairman pointed out that the wording in no way precluded items proposed by individual administrations.

8.18
The delegate of Australia endorsed the Chairman’s view. She cited the difficulties encountered by Committee 7 owing to the very large number of proposals made for inclusion in the agenda of the next WRC. The intent of b) was not only to encourage regional groupings but also to encourage regions to set their own priorities, thus assisting in the prioritization of agenda items for the conference.

8.19
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that the wording was the outcome of lengthy discussion and he could not agree to the deletion of b) and c). He suggested that the language of those subparagraphs be revisited informally by the Chairman of Committee 7 and the delegations which had expressed concern.

8.20
It was so agreed.

8.21
After informal consultations, the delegate of New Zealand suggested the following amendments to Annex 1. Subparagraph b) should read: “include, to the extent possible, agenda items that are proposed through regional groups, particularly by several regional groups, taking into account the equal right of individual administrations to submit proposals for agenda items”. A new subparagraph c) should be added, reading: “ensure that multiple proposals are submitted with an indication of priority”. Existing subparagraphs c), d), e) and f) would become subparagraphs d), e), f) and g) and remain unchanged.

8.22
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran asked for clarification of the phrases “multiple proposals” and “several regional groups”. The delegate of Saudi Arabia requested the same clarification and said that the changes had been intended to address the concern expressed by the delegate of South Africa that administrations should have equal rights with regional groups to propose agenda items. The additional changes only confused the text.

8.23
The delegate of Australia said it was her understanding that the phrase “particularly by several regional groups” had been introduced to reflect the original wording “items proposed by several regional groups”.

8.24
The delegate of South Africa suggested that the phrase be removed.

8.25
The delegate of New Zealand suggested that the changes he had proposed be retained, subject to removal of the word “multiple” in the newly proposed subparagraph c).

8.26
It was so agreed.

8.27
ADD Recommendation [COM7/1] (WRC‑03), as amended, was approved.

ADD Recommendation [COM7/2] (WRC‑03)

8.28
The delegate of Sweden said that the CEPT countries wished the recommendation to become a resolution. Consequently, "invites ITU-R"  should be replaced by “resolves to invite ITU‑R”. The delegate of Japan supported that proposal.

8.29
The Chairman of Committee 7 pointed out that no decision had yet been made on whether the topic would be included in the agenda for WRC‑07.

8.30
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran suggested that the text should be left as a recommendation and discussed at a later stage.

8.31
The Chairman, supported by the delegate of Brazil, suggested that the status of the text should be reviewed at WRC‑07. The delegate of Sweden did not agree with that suggestion; nor did the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic, who pointed out that the text represented a compromise resulting from lengthy discussions and that a recommendation could, in any case, be as effective as a resolution.

8.32
The Chairman said that ADD Recommendation [COM7/2] (WRC-03) obviously could not be approved and would therefore be referred back to Committee 7.

Article 5 (MOD 108-117.975 MHz, ADD 5.BA03)

8.33
Approved.

ADD Resolution [COM5/2] (WRC‑03)

8.34
Approved, subject to an editorial correction to the Spanish text.

Article 5 (MOD 235-267 MHz, ADD 5.BE03)

8.35
The delegate of the Russian Federation said that before consideration of the above proposals a conflict with the existing Radio Regulations should be resolved. In order to avoid inconsistency with proposed new footnote 5.BE03, the text of existing footnote 5.254 should be amended to read: “…Table of Frequency Allocations, except for the additional allocation made in footnote No. 5.BE03”. The delegate of the United States supported the proposal, and referred to responses by the RRB on the matter dated 23 June 2003 (see Document 322).

8.36
The Chairman regretted the absence of a written proposal and suggested that concerned delegations should discuss the matter informally.

8.37
Following informal consultations, the delegate of China said that he could support the oral proposal by the Russian Federation.

8.38
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran objected to the procedure of introducing proposals in the Plenary Meeting without due notice and urged that it should be avoided in future. It was very difficult to study the consequences of proposals made in that way. The delegate of Saudi Arabia also objected to the procedure.

8.39
The Chairman shared those concerns and said that an endeavour would be made to avoid the procedure in future.

8.40
The amendment to No. 5.254 of the Radio Regulations proposed by the delegate of the Russian Federation was approved.

8.41
The delegate of Finland said that during discussions in Committee 5 she had requested that a response given by the RRB relating to the proposals now under consideration should be submitted to the Plenary Meeting. The Chairman of Committee 5 said that a document was being prepared, and would be attached to the minutes of a  Plenary Meeting, thus satisfying Finland’s concerns.

8.42
On that understanding, the proposals Article 5 (MOD 235-267 MHz, ADD 5.BE03) were approved.

SUP Resolution 723 (Rev.WRC-2000)

8.43
Approved.

Article 5 (MOD 5.444, MOD 5.444A); MOD Resolution 114 (WRC-95)

8.44
The delegate of the United Kingdom said that the word “orbit” should be inserted in MOD 5.444A after the words "non-geostationary‑satellite" in the first bullet. The same amendment should be made in considering b) of MOD Resolution 114 The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran disagreed.

8.45
The Chairman said that the matter would be resolved by the Editorial Committee.

8.46
On that understanding, the proposals were approved.

Article 5 (MOD 430-432, MOD 432-438, MOD 438-440, ADD 5.5E03); SUP Resolution 727 (Rev.WRC-2000); Article 4 MOD 4.8; Article 5 (MOD 5.56, MOD 5.68, MOD 5.70, MOD 5.87, MOD 5.96, MOD 5.98, MOD 5.99, MOD 5.107, MOD 5.112, MOD 5.114, MOD 5.117, MOD 5.118, MOD 5.140, MOD 5.152, MOD 5.154, MOD 5.155, MOD 5.163, MOD 5.174, MOD 5.177, MOD 5.179, MOD 5.181, MOD 5.203B, MOD 5.204, MOD 5.210, MOD 5.212, 

MOD 5.221, MOD 5.237, MOD 5.262, MOD 5.271, MOD 5.273, MOD 5.277, MOD 5.294, MOD 5.296, MOD 5.312, MOD 5.316, MOD 5.323, MOD 5.330, MOD 5.331, MOD 5.338, MOD 5.340, MOD 5.347, MOD 5.355, MOD 5.359, MOD 5.362B, MOD 5.369, MOD 5.381, MOD 5.382, MOD 5.386, MOD 5.387, SUP 5.389D, MOD 5.400, MOD 5.418, SUP 5.421, MOD 5.422, MOD 5.428, MOD 5.429, MOD 5.430, MOD 5.431, MOD 5.447, MOD 5.448, MOD 5.450, MOD 5.453, MOD 5.454, MOD 5.455, MOD 5.456, MOD 5.466, SUP 5.467, MOD 5.468, MOD 5.469, MOD 5.473, MOD 5.477, MOD 5.478, MOD 5.481, MOD 5.482, MOD 5.483, MOD 5.494, MOD 5.495, MOD 5.500, MOD 5.501, MOD 5.505, MOD 5.508, MOD 5.512, MOD 5.514, MOD 5.521, SUP 5.534, MOD 5.545, MOD 5.546, MOD 5.549, MOD 5.550, SUP 5.555A, SUP 5.563)

8.47
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic commented that the list of countries in No 5.221 grew longer at every WRC. The delegate of Côte d’Ivoire said that his country should be included in MOD 5.221. The delegate of the United Kingdom said that MOD 5.331 and others appeared also in Document 306.

8.48
The Chairman of Committee 4 explained that several footnotes appeared in more than one set of texts as they were being revised under more than one agenda item. He requested the Editorial Committee to harmonize and merge the different texts.

8.49
The Chairman of the Editorial Committee said that the necessary careful checking of all footnotes would be carried out to ensure that they were correctly reflected in a consolidated text. In case of doubt, the countries concerned would be consulted.

8.50
The delegate of France said that in MOD 5.340 the words “except those provided for by No. 5.555A” should be deleted if SUP 5.555A was approved.

8.51
It was so agreed.

8.52
The delegate of Jordan said that footnote 5.447 had been reviewed, and the name of his country should be reinstated.

8.53
The Chairman suggested that, since there was thus no modification to the footnote, MOD 5.447 should be expunged from Document 290.

8.54
It was so agreed.

8.55
The delegate of Uzbekistan said that his country’s name should be included in footnote 5.514.

8.56
The Chairman of Committee 4 said that the matter would be dealt with by the Editorial Committee in consolidating the texts.

8.57
The delegate of Mauritania asked that his country should be included in MOD 5.494.

8.58
The Chairman of Committee 4 said that the deadline for inclusion had already expired and requested Plenary to take a decision on the request.

8.59
The Chairman said that the deadline should be respected; she regretted that the Plenary was unable to accede to Mauritania’s request.

8.60
It was so agreed.

8.61
The proposals were approved as amended.

8.62
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran  urged that the texts should not be submitted to the Plenary Meeting for second reading until all the footnotes had been checked and the proposals made in other committees considered.

8.63
It was so agreed.

Article 11 (ADD 11.21B, (MOD) 11.22, (MOD) 11.23, ADD 11.50)

8.64
Approved.

Article 21 (MOD Table 21-2, MOD Table 21-2 (end))

8.65
The delegate of the United Kingdom asked whether the entry 17.3-17.7 GHz (No. 5.514) had not been included erroneously.

8.66
The representative of the Radiocommunication Bureau pointed out that footnote No. 5.514 stated that the power limits given in Nos. 21.3 and 21.5 should apply. The table represented a consolidation of all provisions, and therefore the entry was correct. The allocation to countries listed in No. 5.514 was on a secondary basis, but the power limits were applicable. 

8.67
The delegate of France suggested that the confusion arose from the introduction to the table, which stated that the services were shared with equal rights, whereas in the case of No. 5.514, allocation was of a secondary status.

8.68
The representative of the Radiocommunication Bureau suggested that the entry should be deleted from the table, as the power limits were already stated in footnote No. 5.514. In response to a query from the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic, who recalled that the entry had been agreed upon for high-density applications, he said that other consequential changes to the table might be needed in the context of conference agenda item 3. For consistency, the mention of footnote No. 5.451 should also be removed from after frequency bands 5 725-5 755 MHz and 5 755-5 850 MHz. Furthermore, the entry 29.5-31 GHz (No. 5.542) should be removed.

8.69
It was so agreed.

8.70
The proposed modifications, as amended, were approved.

Article 22 (MOD 22.5I)

8.71
Approved.

Article 24 (SUP 24.3, SUP 24.4, SUP 24.5, SUP 24.6)

8.72
The Chairman of Committee 4, supported by the delegate of Cuba, pointed out that if the proposed deletions were approved, only Section I would remain. He therefore suggested that all the subheadings in the article also be deleted.

8.73
The proposed deletions were approved on that basis.

Appendix 2 (MOD Table of transmitter frequency tolerances); SUP Resolution 137 (WRC-2000); SUP Recommendation 709; SUP Recommendation 710

8.74
Approved.

8.75
With the exception of ADD Recommendation [COM7/2] (referred back to Committee 7), the fifth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B5) (Document 290), as a whole, as amended, was approved on first reading.

9
Sixth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B6) (Document 306)

9.1
The Chairman invited the participants to examine the texts produced by Committee 4 (Document 199), Committee 5 (Document 277), Committee 6 (Documents 269 and 270) and Committee 7 (Document 293), as contained in Document 306.

Article 55 (MOD 55.1)

9.2
Approved.

ADD Resolution [COM6/3] (WRC-03)

9.3
The Chairman of Committee 6 said that "WRC-07/08" in resolves 4 and in instructs the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau should be changed to "WRC-07". 

9.4
In response to a query from the delegate of the United Kingdom as to whether the agreed phrasing "WRC-07 or the next competent conference" should be used, the Chairman, supported by the Chairman of Committee 6, said that that would not be relevant in the present context.

9.5
On that understanding, ADD Resolution [COM6/3], as amended, was approved.

SUP Resolution 53 (Rev.WRC-2000)

9.6
Approved.

ADD Resolution [COM6/2] (WRC-03)

9.7
The Chairman of Committee 6 suggested that the title be changed to read: “Implementation of the decisions of WRC-03 relating to processing of networks submitted under Appendices 30 and 30A to the Radio Regulations.”

9.8
It was so agreed.

9.9
ADD Resolution [COM6/2], as amended, was approved.

Article 5 (MOD 1 240-1 300 MHz, MOD 1 300-1 350 MHz, MOD 5.329, MOD 5.331. MOD 5.334)

9.10
The delegate of France noted that the band 1 215-1 240 MHz was not mentioned, although it was listed in Document 277.

9.11
The Chairman of Committee 5 explained that a table was not reproduced when the only change was to a footnote. Under the proposed MOD 5.329, the Editorial Committee had made a change that altered the meaning, and he suggested that the wording originally proposed by Committee 5 be reinstated. Thus the two new sentences should be merged, by adding the words "and that" before "No. 5.43 shall not apply."

9.12
The delegate of France suggested that the two sentences remain separate but that the second begin with the words "In the latter case". The wording proposed by the Chairman of Committee 5 would subject use of the band to the condition that the footnote did not apply, which was not logical. 

9.13
The Chairman suggested that it be left to the Editorial Committee to clarify the wording in the different language versions to reflect the intended meaning, as indicated by the Chairman of Committee 5.

9.14
It was so agreed.

9.15
The delegate of Venezuela asked that the name of her Administration be added to footnote 5.331 for allocation of the band 1 215-1 300 MHz to the radionavigation service.

9.16
It was so agreed.

9.17
The Chairman noted that the names of countries could be added to footnotes that came under agenda items other than item 1.1.

9.18
The delegate of Senegal said that the name of his Administration should be removed from footnote 5.331.

9.19
It was so agreed.

9.20
The proposed modifications, as amended, were approved.

ADD Resolution [COM5/5] (WRC-03)

9.21
The Chairman of Committee 5 requested that the wording of recognizing 2 that appeared in Document 277 be reinstated. Thus, "no harmful interference be caused" should be changed to "no harmful interference is caused", and the phrase "in the countries listed in No. 5.331" should be changed to list the names of the countries as given in the original version of the footnote.

9.22
It was so agreed.

9.23
In response to a question from the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic, the Chairman said that it was essential to retain recognizing 2.

9.24
The Chairman of Committee 5 said that the text of resolves should also be changed to that agreed upon in Document 277.

9.25
It was so agreed.

9.26
ADD Resolution [COM5/5], as amended, was approved.

SUP Resolution 606 (WRC-2000); SUP Resolution 733 (WRC-2000); Article 5 (MOD 13.75-14 GHz, SUP 5.503A) 

9.27
Approved.

Article 5 (MOD 5.502)

9.28
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran suggested that in the first indent in the proposed modification to footnote 5.502, the phrase "coastal administration" should be replaced by "coastal state", as in the text of the Law of the Sea.

9.29
It was so agreed.

9.30
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic asked, in relation to the proposed modification to footnote No. 5.502, whether VSAT could be used by non-geostationary fixed-satellite service systems.

9.31
The Chairman noted that there had been considerable discussion on the matter already and she would prefer not to make any further changes to the text.

9.32
MOD 5.502, as amended, was approved.

Article 5 (MOD 5.503)

9.33
The Chairman of Committee 5 said that in subparagraph iv), the word "and" should be replaced by "from".

9.34
MOD 5.503, as amended, was approved.

Article 21 (ADD 21.13bis)

9.35
The delegate of Indonesia suggested that the units be placed in the headings of the columns of the table, the symbol for degree being placed after "Angle" and "dBW" being placed after "e.i.r.p".

9.36
It was so agreed.

9.37
ADD 21.13bis, as amended, was approved.

Appendix 7 (Annex 7 - MOD Table 7b)

9.38
Approved.

Appendix 4 (Annex 2B - MOD C, MOD A; Annex 2A - ADD A.16bis)

9.39
The Chairman suggested that the proposed changes to Appendix 4 be consolidated and presented at a later session. In the meantime, they should be deleted from Document 306.

9.40
It was so agreed.

MOD Resolution 228 (WRC-2000)

9.41
The delegate of the Republic of Korea, speaking for APT member countries, commented that the resolution addressed the importance of fixed bands below 1 GHz for the development of IMT-2000 and systems beyond IMT-2000 to meet the needs of developing countries. Those bands were, however, potentially used by many other service applications. That problem should be taken into account in the resolution.

9.42
The Chairman noted that those concerns were reflected by the fact that square brackets appeared in resolves 3 and 4.

9.43
The Chairman of Committee 6 said that, in a spirit of compromise and in consultation with the administrations of African countries and of the Russian Federation, it had been agreed that frequency bands that were not specifically mentioned in footnote 5.317A should also be studied. Therefore, the second square-bracketed phrase in resolves 3 should be deleted, and the square brackets should be removed from around the first phrase. 

9.44
In order to comply with that compromise, changes would have to be made to other parts of the resolution. A new recognizing j) should be added, reading, as suggested by the APT countries: “that frequencies below those identified in No. 5.317A are extensively used by broadcasting services with application other than IMT-2000 and beyond” Furthermore, a new indent would have to be added to resolves 2, reading: “extensive use of frequencies below those identified in No. 5.317A by broadcasting services with application other than IMT-2000 and beyond;”. At the end of resolves 3, the following wording should be added: “and the extensive use of frequencies below those identified in No. 5.317A by broadcasting services with application other than IMT-2000 and beyond”. 

9.45
The delegate of the Russian Federation supported the compromise, although he agreed with the Chairman that the proposed text contained much repetition.

9.46
The delegate of Saudi Arabia concurred with the previous speaker that the wording could be improved.

9.47
The Chairman suggested that the changes read out by the Chairman of Committee 6 be placed in square brackets, reviewed by the Editorial Committee and considered at the next meeting.

9.48
It was so agreed.

The meeting rose at 1810 hours.

The Secretary:


The Chairman:
Y. UTSUMI


V. RAWAT

Annex: 1

annex A

Statement by the delegate of Brazil

Brazil supports Resolution [COM5/4] (WRC-03) on public protection and disaster relief as contained in Document 230. However, with regard to resolves 2 which lists the bands for Region 2, Brazil states that currently the 746-806 MHz band is extensively used by the broadcasting service in its territory.
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