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Discussion
As summarized in Document RAG-07-1/24 (rev.1), major results of the discussion conducted at the previous RAG (including the Informal meeting on 23 January 2007) are as follows:

(a) 
Given the specialized nature of the work of Study Groups 1, 3 and 7, these Study Groups would maintain their current scope and responsibilities;
(b) 
Realignment of the current Study Group arrangements in ITU-R should focus on the scope and responsibilities of Study Groups 4, 8 and 9;
(c) 
The scope of Study Group 6 should largely remain intact to reflect the need to study the broadcasting service on an end-to-end basis; however, the activities of Working Party 6S should be aligned with other studies relating to satellite matters.
Document RAG-07-1/24 (rev.1) further mentions that;

With regard to Study Groups 4, 8 and 9, two options may be considered for two study groups each of which combine the functions of the three existing study groups.

We believe that the items (a) and (c) are satisfactory conclusions for all the people including those involved in the work of the relevant Study Groups. In the same way, a result of consideration on item (b) should satisfy everyone concerned with the work of the Study Groups.

Since Study Groups 1, 3, 7 and 6 (except for potential transfer of BSS issues) should be unchanged, the question we are facing as to the number of Study Groups is no more “7 to 6 (or fewer)”, but “3 to 2 (or fewer)”. Before the analysis of the two Options already presented, we may need to confirm whether 1 reduction of the Study Group is really necessary within current Study Groups 4, 8 and 9. Including this issue, the remaining problem is focusing on how to re-assign the current workload to new Study Groups. 
Comments on the two Options
Provided that 2 Study Group system would be the best solution for future work of the current 3 Study Groups, Japan could basically go along with either of the proposed Options.

The following points are noted in the current Options:

· We need to accept that the average workload of a Study Group will theoretically increase by about 1.5 times (50% increase) in any Options; 

· Integration of the studies on the fixed service and the land mobile service has certainly an advantageous aspect (merge of most of the work of Study Group 9 to Study Group 8);
· Some study items have to be transferred from Study Group 8 to Study Group 4 to reduce huge workload in Study Group 8 ;
· In relation to the above item, transfer of P-P fixed systems (separately from FWA systems) to Study Group D, which is proposed in Option #1, is not a practical solution as explained in another contribution from Japan;
· Option#1 has an advantage that there would not be significant change to the current scope of Study Group 8;

· Option#2 has an advantage that the integration of the studies on the satellite services would be achieved.
· Option#2 has an advantage that there would not be significant change to the current scope of Study Group 4;
· From a viewpoint of the workload between the two new Study Groups, Option#2 may be a slightly balanced solution.
If one considers further balancing of the workload between the new Study Groups C and D in both Options, Japan is of the view that the following study items may be candidates to transfer from Study Group C to Study group D:

-
Maritime mobile service; 

- 
Aeronautical mobile service; 

- 
Radiodetermination service and meteorological radars;

- 
Radiodetermination-satellite service (in case of Option #1 only).

It is also noted that the above transfer may impact the currently proposed scopes of both Study Groups C and D.
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