- 2 -

RAG09-1/#-E


	Radiocommunication Advisory Group
Geneva, 4-6 February 2009
	[image: image1.png]




	
	

	
	

	
	Document RAG09-1/TEMP/3-E

	
	5 February 2009

	
	Original: English only


Source: Document RAG09-1/9
	Chairman, RAG

	


PROPOSED TEXT FOR THE SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS 
(Agenda item 4.1)

Section 2 of Doc. 9

RAG noted that the need or otherwise to refer to specific provisions of the Radio Regulations (RR) in a Recommendation is a matter to be left to the wisdom of Study Groups and their Chairmen to find a consensus on the matter. However, where there is an exact, specific reference to provisions of the RR without any interpretation, that reference may be included, as appropriate. 

Section 3 of Doc. 9

Once the studies are carried out by Study Groups, in accordance with Resolution ITU-R 1-5 section 10.1.3 and Resolution ITU-R 5-5 section 10, RAG noted that the current understanding of the RAG and the Study Groups is to develop Reports and/or Recommendations from these studies and, with or without a Question, further process them for adoption and approval, as appropriate.

Section 4 of Doc. 9

RAG took note of the Canadian contribution in Document RAG09-1/9 “inviting the Member States attending a Study Group meeting and opposing the consideration of a Recommendation for adoption to present a technical reason for the objection in writing at that meeting”. 

In this regard, RAG, taking into account the relevant part of section 10.2 of Resolution ITU-R 1-5, invites the Chairmen of the Study Groups to encourage the opposing Member States to give their reasons for objection to that draft Recommendation that can be addressed by further study by the Study Group or the working party, as appropriate. 
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