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1
Sixth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B6) (continued) (Document 306)

Article 5 (MOD 5.331)

1.1
The delegates of Latvia and Egypt requested the addition of the names of their countries to those listed in footnote 5.531, although the modification of the footnote had already been approved at the previous meeting.

1.2
It was so agreed.

MOD Resolution 25 (Rev.WRC‑2000)

1.3
Approved.

MOD Resolution 63 (WARC‑79)

1.4
The delegate of Saudi Arabia said that it was unusual for the title of a resolution to begin with “Relating to”. He proposed deleting those words.

1.5
It was so agreed.

1.6
The delegate of France asked to have the French version of considering d) aligned with the English text by the insertion of the acronym CISPR in parentheses after “Radio interference”, and by the addition of the adverb “fully” before the word “specify”. The Chairman said that the Editorial Committee would make the necessary adjustments.

1.7
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic observed that considering d) gave the impression that the Conference was requesting CISPR to do the regulatory work in its stead. He accordingly proposed replacing “for ISM equipment regulation” by “for ISM equipment”.

1.8 
The delegate of France pointed out that the reference to regulation appeared in Recommendation ITU‑R SM.1056. However, the latter was addressed specifically to administrations, and that ought to be reflected in the resolution, although the alternative of deleting the reference to regulation was also acceptable.

1.9
The proposal by the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic was approved.

1.10
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that the phrase “in the entire radio spectrum” in invites ITU‑R suggested that CISPR could use the bands from 0 to 400 GHz for ISM equipment. He proposed replacing it with “in the bands allocated to these uses in the Radio Regulations”.

1.11
The delegate of Saudi Arabia pointed out that “in the entire radio spectrum” also appeared in resolves. 

1.12
The delegate of the United Kingdom observed that there were no allocations in Article 5 to ISM equipment since the latter was not a radio service. Furthermore, the high incidence of radiation in the bands used by such equipment was not the only problem: there was also the risk of interference that such equipment could generate outside those bands. It was therefore quite proper for ITU to study that risk in the entire radio spectrum in order to set appropriate out-of-band radiation limits for ISM equipment.

1.13
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that the bands in question were not allocated under the Radio Regulations but that they ought nonetheless to be identified. 

1.14
The Chairman suggested that the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic should consult with other delegations with a view to proposing a suitable alternative to the phrase “in the entire radio spectrum” in resolves and invites ITU‑R.

1.15
Following informal consultations, the delegate of the United Kingdom announced that the proposal was to delete from resolves the phrase “in the entire radio spectrum”; and to insert in invites ITU‑R between “its studies relating to radiation from ISM equipment” and “in order to ensure adequate protection of radiocommunication services”, the phrase “within the frequency bands designated in the Radio Regulations for this use and outside of those bands”.

1.16
It was so agreed.

1.17
MOD Resolution 63, as amended, was approved.

MOD Resolution 95 (Rev.WRC‑2000)

1.18
Approved.

1.19
The Chairman recalled that it had been agreed at the previous meeting to resubmit MOD Resolution 228 (Rev.WRC-2000) to plenary for first reading once a text from the delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran had been incorporated.

1.20
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that the proposed new text for Resolution 228 would also need to accommodate any consequences of decisions taken by Committee 7, which had not yet completed its work.

1.21
The delegate of the Russian Federation pointed out that the text to be submitted by the delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran would not have gone through a process of preliminary agreement as was ordinarily the case for texts sent to plenary for first reading. Speaking on behalf of the African Group, the delegate of Côte d’Ivoire made the same observation.

1.22
The Chairman said that when the new text of Resolution 228 was submitted to plenary, all delegations would have the opportunity to comment on it.

1.23
The sixth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee to the Plenary Meeting was approved on the first reading, with the amendments approved during the meeting and on the understanding that MOD Resolution 228 (Rev.WRC‑2000) would be resubmitted to plenary for first reading.

2
Seventh series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B7) (Document 324)

Article 5 (MOD 41-42.5 GHz, SUP 5.551G)

2.1
Approved.

Article 5 (ADD 5.BC04)

2.2
The delegate of France proposed that, in the paragraph beginning “These epfd values”, the phrase “over the whole sky and” should be added after “Recommendation ITU‑R RA.1631 and shall apply”, in order to keep to the standard wording used in other documents approved on first reading. He further observed that the second part of the following paragraph, beginning “was notified before the date of receipt”, appeared to place on the same footing notified assignments and assignments for which there was only advance publication. Advance publication per se conferred no rights. He therefore proposed replacing “advance publication information (API)” by “Appendix 4 information for coordination or notification, as appropriate,”.

2.3
It was so agreed.

2.4
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic made the following statement: 

“The Arab States recognized at this World Radiocommunication Conference that BR is not equipped with the necessary tools to verify compliance with epfd or pfd limits produced at the Earth’s surface by non‑geostationary satellite systems. The Arab States request that the Bureau correct this situation as soon as possible.”

2.5
New 5.BC04, as amended, was approved.

Article 5 (ADD 5.BC05)

2.6
The delegate of France said that the amendments he had suggested for 5.BC04 concerning information for coordination and notification, and not for advance publication, applied to 5.BC05 as well. He accordingly proposed amending 5.BC05 in the same way.

2.7
It was so agreed.

2.8
New 5.BC05, as amended, was approved.

SUP Resolution 128 (Rev.WRC‑2000)

2.9
Approved.

ADD Resolution [COM5/7] (WRC‑03)

2.10
The delegate of France proposed applying to resolves 4 the amendments approved for ADD 5.BC05.

2.11
It was so agreed.

2.12
The delegate of Chile proposed adding “and other bands” after “in the 42.5-43.5 GHz band”, because the observations in question were not always limited to the latter band. 

2.13
The Chairman pointed out that the proposed resolution addressed the 42.5-43.5 GHz band specifically. The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that the addition proposed by the delegate of Chile would constitute a precedent which to him appeared difficult to accept.

2.14
Draft new Resolution [COM5/7] (WRC‑03) was approved with the amendment proposed by the delegate of France.

Article 5 (MOD 5.537A, MOD 5.543A)

2.15
The delegate of the Russian Federation asked to have the name of Kyrgyzstan added to both footnotes.

2.16
The delegate of Uzbekistan requested that the Conference take no immediate decision on the proposed addition, Kyrgyzstan being a neighbour of Uzbekistan.

2.17
Following informal consultations, the delegates of Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan requested the addition of the names of their countries to MOD 5.537A and MOD 5.543A. The delegates of the Philippines and Lesotho likewise requested the addition of their countries’ names to the two footnotes. 

2.18
It was so agreed.

2.19
MOD 5.537A and MOD 5.543A, as amended, were approved.

ADD Resolution [COM5/17] (WRC‑03)

2.20
The representative of BR said that the last two provisions of the text, namely invites administrations and instructs the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau, appeared to introduce a new type of advance publication over and above the procedure established by Article 11 

and the Appendix 4 information. In his view, the Article 11 procedure was adequate for the type of information required and the two provisions were therefore superfluous.

2.21
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that inadequate financial resources should not lead the Bureau to reject any new requests addressed to it.

2.22
The representative of BR replied that it was not a matter of financial resources but of clarifying the type of information requested.

2.23
The Chairman proposed maintaining the last two provisions of the text and subsequently exploring with the Bureau ways and means of helping it to implement them.

2.24
It was so agreed.

2.25
New Resolution [COM5/17] (WRC‑03) was approved.

MOD Resolution 734 (WRC‑2000)

2.26
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that invites ITU‑R continued to refer to frequency bands above 3 GHz whereas all the studies carried out on the bands between 3 and 18 GHz had produced no results. The provision ought therefore to refer to frequency bands above 18 GHz.

2.27
The Chairman said that the text under study was the result of a compromise that Committee 5 had reached only after difficulty and that the solution might be to state in the text that account should be taken of studies already conducted. The Chairman of Committee 5 endorsed those remarks.

2.28
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said he failed to see how the proposed solution reflected a compromise but that he would agree to it for the time being.

2.29
The delegate of Saudi Arabia proposed saying: “recognizing the results of the studies already completed”.

2.30
MOD Resolution 734 (Rev.WRC‑2000) as amended, was approved.

MOD Resolution 122 (Rev.WRC‑2000)

2.31
The delegate of France noted that no frequency band was mentioned in resolves 3, and accordingly proposed inserting after the word “review”, the phrase “for the bands 47.2-47.5 and 47.9-48.2 GHz”, and adding to the end of the sentence the phrase “applicable to HAPS stations in the fixed service in these bands”.

2.32
It was so agreed.

2.33
The representative of BR, referring to the phrase “in accordance with the provisional rule of procedure issued by the Board”, in instructs the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau 1, pointed out that the rule in question had been abrogated at the previous World Radiocommunication Conference (Istanbul, 2000) and proposed that the phrase be accordingly deleted. He furthermore wondered for how long provisional recordings in the Master International Frequency Register should be maintained, since the provisions in force required their removal from the register if they were not brought into use within five years.

2.34
The Chairman proposed placing a semi-colon after “Master International Frequency Register” and deleting the rest of the sentence.

2.35
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic wondered whether, in view of the five-year rule, it was possible to use frequency assignments which had been notified before 22 November 1997 and which were obsolete.

2.36
The representative of BR explained that all frequency assignments which had been used before 22 November 1997 and for which the five-year period has expired had to be maintained provisionally in the Master International Frequency Register until a future conference took a decision about them.

2.37
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said it might be a good idea to add a footnote stating that the five-year rule was maintained until further notice.

2.38
The delegate of Australia said the text was the result of a compromise and it was not necessary to add a footnote.

2.39
The Chairman of Committee 5, observing that the wording was somewhat ambiguous, agreed to the BR representative’s proposal to delete the phrase, with an indication that the matter would have to be examined at a future conference.

2.40
The delegate of Australia, supported by the delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran, suggested adding “until a date to be decided by a future WRC”.

2.41
It was so agreed.

2.42
The delegate of Canada drew attention to an inconsistency between the second indent of instructs the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau 2 and resolves 3: one referred to WRC‑07 and the other to a future competent conference.

2.43
Following comments from the Chairman of Committee 5 and the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic, the Chairman proposed placing square brackets around “WRC‑07”, which appeared twice in instructs the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau, and letting Committee 7 consider the matter and  take note of it.

2.44
It was so agreed.

2.45
Taking into account the comments and the amendments made, MOD Resolution 122 was approved.

Article 5 (MOD 1 660.5-1 668 MHz, MOD 1 668-1 710 MHz)

2.46
Approved.

Article 5 (ADD 5.BB07)

2.47
The delegate of Cuba sought confirmation that the text referred to the mobile-satellite service. The delegate of Australia replied that it did and that the text ought to say so expressly. The delegate of the United Kingdom endorsed that proposal.

2.48
The delegate of Brunei Darussalam, referring to No. 9.11A quoted in the footnote under discussion, said that in his view a reference to the mobile-satellite service would be superfluous.

2.49
The Chairman of Committee 5 believed that it would be appropriate to include an express reference to the mobile-satellite service in order to indicate clearly the level of protection that the latter must offer to other satellite services.

2.50
The delegate of France wondered whether a reference to the mobile-satellite service might not give the impression that there was also coordination between different networks of the meteorological-satellite service.

2.51
The delegate of Australia replied that the meteorological-satellite service was dealt with specifically in other provisions.

2.52
The Chairman proposed clarifying the matter outside the meeting.

2.53
Following informal consultations, the delegate of Australia announced a proposal to add a reference to the mobile-satellite service.

2.54
It was so agreed.

2.55
The text of ADD 5.BB07, as amended, was approved.

Article 5 (ADD 5.BB08, ADD 5.BB09, ADD 5.BB10, ADD 5.BB11, SUP 5.377); ADD Resolution [COM5/12] (WRC‑03); ADD Resolution [COM5/13] (WRC‑03); SUP Resolution 227 (WRC‑2000); Article 5 (MOD 1 492-1 525)

2.56
Approved.

Article 5 (MOD 5.348)

2.57
The delegate of Viet Nam said that he had difficulty with the sentence “No. 5.43A does not apply”. The delegate of the United Arab Emirates explained that, the limits of coordination having already been set, it was unnecessary to constrain the service further by applying No. 5.43A. 

2.58
MOD 5.348 was approved.

Article 5 (ADD 5.BB12, MOD 5.348A); Appendix 5 (MOD Table 5‑2, MOD Note 4, ADD Note 8); Article 21 (MOD Table 21‑4); SUP Resolution 226 (WRC‑2000); Article 9 (MOD 9.17A, MOD Table 21‑2); Appendix 5 (MOD Table 5‑1); Appendix 7 (MOD Table 7a, MOD Table 8a, MOD Table 9a, MOD Table 10); Article 5 (ADD 5.BB06)

2.59
Approved.

MOD Resolution 225 (WRC‑2000) (ADD considering c)bis)

2.60
The delegate of Japan explained that the phrase “in accordance with the Radio Regulations” had been added in the Editorial Committee but was no longer there. He suggested reintroducing it at the end of the sentence.

2.61
The Chairman of Committee 5 confirmed that explanation.

2.62
Recalling that he had raised the matter in Committee 7, the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic objected and reserved the right to revert to Resolution 225. He proposed leaving the text of Resolution 225 between square brackets for the time being.

2.63
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran was of the view that it would be superfluous to add the phrase.

2.64
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic noted that the Arab Group had submitted a proposal to amend Resolution 225 to Committee 7, which had rejected it. What had prompted that proposal was the difficulty created by the band around 20 MHz for the satellite component of IMT‑2000 which, in ITU‑R studies, was liable to be left out – a situation which the Radiocommunication Assembly had rectified. He maintained that Resolution 225 should be placed in square brackets and considered in plenary in the light of the Arab Group’s proposal.

2.65
The delegate of Japan reiterated his wish to see the text maintained.

2.66
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran suggested replacing the proposed text by “under the conditions specified in the Radio Regulations”. The delegate of Japan approved that proposal.

2.67
The delegate of Algeria found the phrase “in accordance with the Radio Regulations” ambiguous, as it suggested that some allocations might not be in accordance with the provisions of the Radio Regulations: if the phrase was added to considering c)bis, it would also have to be added 

to all texts pertaining to frequencies allocated. He could nonetheless agree to the proposal by the delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran.

2.68
The compromise proposed by the Iranian delegation was approved.

2.69
ADD considering c)bis, as amended, was approved.

MOD Resolution 225 (WRC‑2000) (ADD resolves 4)

2.70
Approved.

2.71
The seventh series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B7) (Document 324), as a whole, as amended, was approved on first reading.

3
Eighth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B8) (Document 325)

3.1
The Chairman invited the participants to examine the texts produced by Committee 5 (Document 308) and Committee 4 (Document 314), as set out in Document 325.

Article 5 (MOD 5 150-5 725 MHz, ADD 5.BD02, ADD 5.BD03, ADD 5.BD04, MOD 5.448A, MOD 5.448B)

3.2
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran sought clarification regarding the allocation of the frequency band 5 350-5 460 MHz to the space research (active) service – an issue which was not on the agenda of the Conference.

3.3
The Chairman of Committee 5 said that the band had been allocated to that service as a consequence of the upgrading of the radiolocation service – a matter which clearly fell within the mandate of the Conference. The additional allocation had been deemed appropriate as part of the overall compromise package agreed to during discussions on the relevant agenda item.

3.4
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran said it was not acceptable that in the light of discussions on one matter the Conference should decide on another matter that was not within its mandate. Sometimes the committees worked under such pressure that wholly inappropriate decisions were taken. The proposed allocation would pose problems for services in his country.

3.5
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic, expressing concern about setting a precedent with regard to Article 5 for the sake of compromise, expressed support for the Iranian position. His main concern regarding the proposed new allocation was the need to provide protection for the aeronautical radionavigation service.

3.6
The Chairman of Committee 5 drew attention to MOD 5.448A, which should meet the Syrian delegate’s concern.

3.7
The Chairman said that a number of services had been taken into consideration in the frequency range in question, although they had not been explicitly referred to in the relevant agenda item. She therefore invited the plenary to consider the modifications to allocations and footnotes as an overall package of proposals.

3.8
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran said he did not endorse the idea of a package of proposals. However, he would agree to a footnote to the effect that the space research (active) service should not cause harmful interference to nor claim protection from other services to which the frequency band 5 350-5 460 MHz was allocated. MOD 5.448B might need to be reviewed as a consequence.

3.9
The Chairman suggested that the frequency band 5 350-5 460 MHz should be placed between square brackets pending informal discussion between the delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran and the Chairman of Committee 5.

3.10
On that understanding, MOD 5 150-5 725 MHz was approved.

3.11
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic endorsed the Iranian delegate’s remarks regarding the package of proposals. He reiterated his concern about the precedent set by the RA and the present Conference in dealing with matters that were not within their mandate. He would submit a statement on the subject in due course.

3.12
ADD 5.BD02, ADD 5.BD03, ADD 5.BD04, MOD 5.448A and MOD 5.448B were approved on the understanding that MOD 5.448B might need to be reviewed in the light of the informal discussions on the frequency band 5 350-5 460 MHz between the delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran and the Chairman of Committee 5.

Article 5 (ADD 5.BD05, ADD 5.BD06, ADD 5.BD07)

3.13
Approved.

Article 5 (MOD 5.447, MOD 5.453)

3.14
The delegate of Morocco, supported by the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic, suggested that in the last sentence of both footnotes the words “in this case” should be inserted before “Resolution [COM5/16] (WRC-03) does not apply”.

3.15
The Chairman of Committee 5 recalled the exact wording agreed upon by Committee 5, which was not reflected in the text of Document 325: “The provisions of Resolution [COM5/16] (WRC‑03) do not apply”.

3.16
The Chairman suggested that the proposals should be combined so that the last sentence would read: “In this case, the provisions of Resolution [COM5/16] (WRC-03) do not apply”.

3.17
It was so agreed.

3.18
The delegates of Equatorial Guinea and Viet Nam requested the insertion of their country names in footnote MOD 5.453.

3.19
It was so agreed.
3.20
The proposals, as amended, were approved.

SUP Resolution 736 (WRC-2000)

3.21
Approved.

ADD Resolution [COM5/15] (WRC-03)

3.22
Approved, subject to an editorial amendment to resolves 1 requested by the delegates of the Syrian Arab Republic and the Islamic Republic of Iran.

ADD Resolution [COM5/15] (WRC-03)

3.23
Approved, subject to the addition of the words “flexibility in the” before “deployment of FSS earth stations” in resolves 1, proposed by the delegate of Viet Nam.

Article 1 (MOD 1.14, ADD 1.146bis, ADD 1.146ter); Article 3 (MOD 3.6, MOD 3.7)

3.24
Approved.

Article 5 (MOD 5.288)

3.25
Approved, notwithstanding the comment by the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic that the English text was not clear and might therefore pose translation problems.

Article 5 (MOD 5.311); Article 11 (MOD 11.39, ADD 11.39F); Article 12 (MOD 12.33, MOD 12.34, MOD 12.38); Article 19 (ADD 19.31A, MOD 19.35, SUP Note2 19.35.1, MOD 19.36, ADD Note2 19.36.1, MOD 19.48, MOD 19.96A, MOD 19.101, ADD 19.108A, SUP 19.109, MOD 19.112, MOD 19.114, SUP 19.115, SUP 19.116); Article 21 (MOD Table 21-4, ADD Noteaa 21.16.X1, ADD Notebb 21.16.X2, ADD Notecc 21.16.X3, ADD Notedd 21.16.X4);

Article 22 (MOD 22.5C, MOD 22.5CA, MOD Table 22-1A, MOD Note7 22.5C.6, MOD Table 22-1B, MOD Table 22-1C, MOD Table 22-1D, MOD Note12 22.5C.11, ADD Table 22-1E, ADD Note13ter, MOD Table 22-2)

3.26
Approved.

Article 22 (MOD 22.5H)

3.27
The delegate of the United States said that there seemed to be some contradiction between the proposed new second sentence and the first sentence as it was currently worded, in particular owing to the different dates mentioned. It needed to be made clear that No. 22.5C now applied to Tables 22‑1A to 22-1E, and that No. 22.5D applied to the new frequency band 5 925‑6 725 MHz. He therefore proposed the insertion in the first sentence of the two parentheses “(except for Table 22-1E)” and “(except for Table 22‑2 for the frequency band 5 925‑6 725 MHz)” after the references to Nos. 22.5C and 22.5D respectively.

3.28
The delegate of Canada supported that proposal. The delegate of France endorsed the substance of the proposal, but considered that there might be a simpler way to render the text clearer. The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that although he did not object to the United States’ proposal, he would need more time to review its implications for the footnote as a whole. He reserved the right to revert to the matter at a subsequent Plenary Meeting.

3.29
On that understanding, the United States’ proposal was approved.

3.30
The delegate of Canada, referring to the new second sentence, proposed the deletion of the words “coordination or”, since there was no coordination provided for between non‑geostationary-satellite systems in the band in question. 

3.31
It was so agreed.

3.32
The delegate of the United States said that as a consequence of that amendment the phrase “as appropriate” should also be deleted.

3.33
It was so agreed.

3.34
MOD 22.5H, as amended, was approved.

Article 32 (MOD 32.7); Article 47 (MOD Section IV, MOD 47.26, MOD 47.27, MOD 47.28, MOD 47.29); Article 52 (MOD 51.35, MOD 51.71); Article 51 (MOD 52.23, MOD 52.25, MOD 52.31, MOD 52.32, MOD 52.63, MOD 52.69, SUP 52.106, MOD 52.192, MOD 52.195, MOD 52.213, MOD 52.224, MOD 52.229, MOD 52.231, MOD 52.234, MOD 52.235, MOD 52.240)

3.35
Approved.

Article 57 (MOD 57.1)

3.36
The modification was approved, with the clarification provided by the representative of BR, that Recommendation ITU‑R M.1171 would continue to be incorporated by reference.

3.37
The eighth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B8) (Document 325), as a whole, as amended, was approved on the first reading.

4
Ninth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B9) (Document 328)

4.1
The Chairman invited the participants to examine the texts produced by Committee 6 (Documents 309 and 327) and Committee 4 (Document 314), as presented in Document 328.

Appendix 13 (MOD Part A2, Section I, § 8 1A, MOD Part A2, Section I, § 12d); Appendix 17 (MOD Part B, Section I, § 5); SUP Resolution 300 (Rev.WRC-2000); MOD Resolution 331 (Rev.WRC-97); MOD Resolution 339 (Rev.WRC-97); MOD Resolution 344 (WRC-97); SUP Resolution 346 (WRC-97); SUP Resolution 347 (WRC-97); SUP Resolution 350 (WRC-2000)

4.2
Approved.

MOD Resolution 535 (WRC-97)

4.3
The Chairman of Committee 4, referring to Description 1 in the Annex to Resolution 535, drew attention to the square brackets remaining in the new text to be inserted: “In the case of DSB and as provided in the most recent version of Recommendation ITU-R BS.1615 in the case of digital emissions[, as appropriate]”. He recalled that the proposal to add the words “as appropriate” had been made by the Syrian Arab Republic.

4.4
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic requested that the words “as appropriate” be retained so as to ensure that Recommendation ITU-R BS.1615 was not used by analogy with regard to anything other than HF broadcasting. He said that he would submit a statement along those lines in due course. He therefore proposed that the square brackets should be deleted.

4.5
It was so agreed.

4.6
MOD Resolution 535 (WRC-97), as amended, was approved.

SUP Resolution 602 (Mob-87); ADD Resolution [COM4/1] (WRC-03); ADD Resolution [COM4/4] (WRC-03); ADD Resolution [COM4/5] (WRC-03)

4.7
Approved, subject to subsequent editorial amendment of “[WRC-07/a future competent radiocommunication conference]” under further resolves in ADD Resolution [COM4/4].

ADD Resolution [COM4/13] (WRC-03)

4.8
The Chairman of Committee 4, referring to noting c), said that the square brackets placed around the provision would need to be retained pending a decision on the use of the band 19.7‑20.2 GHz.

4.9
The delegate of France, referring to invites administrations, questioned the appropriateness of the reference to No. 22.2 in the phrase “as a guideline for consultation under No. 22.2 between administrations in the band 19.7‑20.2 GHz”. In her view, the provision did not provide for consultation between administrations. She therefore suggested that “No. 22.2” be replaced by “No. 22.5CA”.

4.10
The delegate of the Republic of Korea, while understanding the French delegate’s concern, said that the reference to No. 22.2 should nevertheless be retained, and suggested that the phrase be reworded: “… for consultation to fulfill their obligations under No. 22.2 in the band 19.7‑20.2 GHz …”.

4.11
The Chairman said she took it that the meeting wished to approve ADD Resolution [COM4/13] (WRC-03), as amended by the Republic of Korea.

4.12
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that he still had some comments to make on the Resolution. Furthermore, he objected to the fact that the meetings of Committees 4 and 7 were scheduled to be held in parallel that evening.

4.13
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran said that his delegation would also have great difficulty in attending the meetings of Committees 4 and 7, which were dealing with important agenda items.

4.14
The delegate of Saudi Arabia endorsed the remarks of the two previous speakers.

4.15
The Chairman said that regrettably some of the time originally allocated to the plenary would need to be used by the two committees to allow them to complete their work. If any particular matters arose that could not be satisfactorily discussed owing to the fact that the committee meetings were being held in parallel, delegates would have an opportunity to discuss those matters again at a subsequent Plenary Meeting.

The meeting rose at 1210 hours.

The Secretary:


The Chairman:
Y. UTSUMI


V. RAWAT
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