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1	Oral reports by the committee chairs
1.1	The Chair of Committee 2 reported that, since the previous plenary meeting, her committee had received one more credentials instrument, which had been found to be in order, bringing the total number of delegations participating in the conference and having submitted credentials found to be in order to 156. Lists 1 and 4 in the annex to the report of Committee 2 would be revised accordingly (Document 305(Rev.8)).
1.2	Committee 2’s work having thus been concluded, she wished to thank all those who had participated in the work of her committee for their collaborative spirit, in particular the committee vice-chairs and the secretariat, whose hard work and invaluable support had enabled her to discharge her mandate.
1.3	The oral report by the Chair of Committee 2 was noted.
1.4	The delegate of Botswana, expressing appreciation for the work accomplished by the Chair of Committee 2, delivered the statement reproduced in Annex A. 
1.5	The Chair of Committee 3 said that the revised report of Committee 3 containing the final figures for the budget of the conference and the estimated financial implications of its decisions was contained in Document 460(Rev.1). Committee 3 had completed its work and there would be no further updates to the report.
1.6	She took the opportunity to thank all those who had contributed to the successful completion of the committee’s mandate, and in particular the staff of the ITU secretariat for their expert support and hard work.
1.7	The oral report by the Chair of Committee 3 was noted.
1.8	The Chair of Committee 4 said that deliberations on Agenda Item 1.5 had continued late into the previous night with representatives of the regional groups, as a result of which it had not been possible to hold an ad hoc group meeting to review the output document (Document 516). He thanked all participants for their contributions to the lengthy discussions on Agenda Item 1.5.
1.9	The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran expressed concern that there had been insufficient discussion of the proposed modifications to Resolution 224 (Rev. WRC-19) at the committee level and requested that the consideration of outstanding issues from Committee 4 be postponed.
1.10	The delegate of the United Arab Emirates, in his capacity as convenor of the informal discussions on Agenda Item 1.5, said that the deliberations were close to completion; a further hour with all interested parties to finalize the text would be appreciated.
1.11	The Chair said that the item would thus be taken up later in the current plenary meeting, to allow sufficient time to conclude any further informal discussions. 
1.12	The oral report by the Chair of Committee 4 was noted. 
1.13	The Chair of Committee 6 said that while no formal meetings of Committee 6 had been held since the previous plenary meeting, necessary editorial work on the alignment and presentation of the different resolutions under Agenda Item 10 had been conducted informally. The texts in question had thus been finalized and would be submitted to the current plenary meeting. 
1.14		He wished to express his sincere thanks to everyone who had contributed to the deliberations on the difficult items entrusted to his committee for their spirit of cooperation and compromise. He had been assisted by a strong and united team, including the vice-chairs, the chairs of the working groups, sub-working groups and drafting groups, and the secretariat. The work had benefited from the support given by the heads of the regional groups, and of course the Chair of the conference. He was enormously grateful to his administration, Cameroon, and to ECOWAS and ATU for their backing and support.
1.15	The oral report by the Chair of Committee 6 was noted. 
1.16	The delegate of Cameroon thanked ECOWAS and the African group for their confidence in entrusting his country with the leadership of Committee 6.
1.17	The delegate of Lesotho, speaking as the Vice-Chair of the ATU Preparatory Group for WRC‑23, acknowledged the outstanding contribution of the Chairs of Committees 2 and 6.
1.18	The Chair of Committee 7 said that the Editorial Committee had continued its work; five series of texts were ready to submit to the plenary meeting for first reading, and more were in the pipeline.
1.19	The oral report by the Chair of Committee 7 was noted. 
2	Note by the Chair of Committee 7 (Document 503)
2.1	The Chair of Committee 7 introduced Document 503 on the treatment of editorial corrections to the Radio Regulations. The editorial corrections identified through the process described in the document would not be included in the Final Acts of WRC-23, but the conference was requested to authorize the Director of BR to proceed with the inclusion of the corresponding corrections in the subsequent edition of the Radio Regulations.
2.2	It was so agreed.
2.3	The Chair of Committee 7 further requested that, in line with customary practice, the Editorial Committee be authorized to continue work on editorial alignment of the provisional final acts after the conference, with a view to preparing the definitive Final Acts of WRC-23.
2.4	It was so agreed.   
3	Thirty-seventh series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B37) (Document 469)
3.1	The Chair of the Editorial Committee introduced Document 469. 
3.2	The Chair invited the meeting to consider Document 469. 
Appendix 30 (MOD 4.1.10d, ADD 4.1.13bis, ADD 4.1.13ter, ADD 4.1.30, ADD 4.1.31, ADD 4.1.32, MOD Article 5Title, ADD 5.1.6bis); Appendix 30A (MOD Article 4 Title, MOD 4.1.10d, ADD 4.1.10e, ADD 4.1.13bis, ADD 4.1.13ter, ADD 4.1.30, ADD 4.1.30bis, ADD 4.1.31, ADD 4.1.31bis, ADD 4.1.32, ADD 4.1.33, ADD 4.1.34, ADD 4.1.35, ADD 4.1.36, MOD Article 5 Title, ADD 5.1.10bis); Appendix 30B (MOD Article 6 Title, ADD 6.4bis, MOD 6.15, ADD 6.15quat, ADD 6.15quin, MOD 6.16, ADD 6.27bis, ADD 6.29bis, ADD 6.29ter, ADD 6.31ter, MOD 6.32, MOD 6.33, ADD 6.37, ADD 6.37bis, ADD 6.38, ADD 6.38bis, ADD 6.39, ADD 6.40, MOD 7.3, MOD 7.4bis, MOD 7.5, MOD 7.7, ADD 7.8, ADD 8.2bis, ADD 8.10bis, ADD 8.10ter, MOD 8.16, ADD 7, MOD Table 4 500-4 800 MHz, 6 725-7 025 MHz, MOD Table 10.70-10.95 GHz, 11.20-11.45 GHz, 12.75-13.25 GHz); ADD Annex 7; MOD Resolution 170 (WRC-19); ADD Resolution COM5/9 (WRC-23) – Temporary regulatory measures in Appendix 30B to improve the reference situation of severely impacted national allotments)
3.3	Approved.
3.4	The thirty-seventh series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B37) (Document 469) was approved.
4	Thirty-seventh series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B37) – second reading (Document 469) 
4.1	The thirty-seventh series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (Document 469) was approved on second reading.
4.2	The delegate of South Africa, speaking on behalf of the African group, supported by the delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran, proposed that the newly approved provisions relating to Issue F under Agenda Item 7 should enter into force on 16 December 2023, the day after the end of the conference. 
4.3	It was so agreed. 
4.4	The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran said that special appreciation was due to the delegate of Botswana for the coordination among 12 interested African administrations to obtain agreement on matters related to issues F, H and I under Agenda Item 7. 
4.5	The delegate of Zimbabwe expressed gratitude to the Administration of Luxembourg for having agreed to adjust its satellite coverage so as to allow the Administrations of Botswana, Eswatini and Malawi to bring their planned FSS satellite into operation. He also congratulated those three administrations on the successful negotiations with the Administration of Luxembourg. Obtaining an agreement to restore the FSS allocation was in itself a huge achievement, made all the more outstanding in that there were no conditions attached. Luxembourg had demonstrated the spirit of ubuntu and shown that the generosity of sharing without cost remained possible in a world where commercial interests and selfishness reigned. He encouraged nations having satellites that were degrading the planned orbital resources of other nations to follow Luxembourg’s fine example.
4.6	The delegate of Luxembourg welcomed the signing of the first agreements under Topic I and thanked the three administrations concerned and in particular Ms Mosinyi from Botswana to whose leadership the successful results of the negotiations were due.
4.7	The delegate of South Sudan said that he wished to express gratitude to all those who had worked successfully during the conference and over the previous four years to conclude negotiations on Topic E. The historical achievement had been reached thanks to the collective efforts and unwavering support of many individuals and organizations. He wished to thank, in particular, the Radiocommunication Bureau, notably its Space Services Department, without whose expertise the administrations concerned would not have gained entry into the Appendix 30B plan; the Radio Regulations Board; and Mr Arasteh from the Islamic Republic of Iran. South Sudan owed a debt of gratitude to ATU and the representatives of the Administrations of Botswana and Rwanda. He also wished to congratulate the Administrations of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Georgia, North Macedonia, Moldova and Serbia. It was through collaborative efforts that the significant milestone had been achieved, and his administration looked forward to a future of enhanced cooperation and shared success.
5	Fourth report from Committee 5 to the Plenary (Document 486)
5.1	The Vice-Chair of Committee 5, speaking on behalf of the chair of the committee in her absence, introduced Document 486 and proposed that the following text, as set out in Document 486, be approved in conjunction with Document 469 and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“In consideration of Addendum 1 to Document 4(Add.1) regarding the processing of the Part B submissions for the allotments from seven new Member States, WRC-23 decided that:
1)	The frequency assignments in a Part B submission for the new allotment can be included into the RR Appendix 30B List even if a national allotment of another administration is identified as affected. 
2)	In updating the reference situation of the affected assignments or allotments for which a coordination agreement has been obtained, the proposed new allotments shall not be taken into account.
WRC-23 approved the entry into the FSS Plan of the seven allotments of the new Member States based on the fact that:
1)	The administrations requesting these new allotments have obtained agreements from all possibly affected administrations except the agreement for two allotments from the Administration of the Russian Federation.
[bookmark: _Hlk155790493]2)	The Administration of North Macedonia and the Administration of Bosnia and Herzegovina requested the application of § 6.25 of Appendix 30B with respect to the affected networks of the Administration of the Russian Federation whose agreement has not been obtained.”
5.2	It was so agreed, and Document 486 was approved.
6	Fifty-first series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B51) (Document 502(Rev.1))
6.1	The Chair of the Editorial Committee introduced Document 502(Rev.1), which contained four new resolutions, including those containing the proposed agenda items for WRC-27 and the preliminary agenda forWRC-31.
6.2	The Chair invited the meeting to consider Document 502(Rev.1).
ADD Resolution COM6/24 (WRC-23) – Possible new primary allocation to the fixed-satellite service (space-to-Earth) in the frequency band 17.3-17.7 GHz and possible new primary allocation to the broadcasting-satellite service (space-to-Earth) in the frequency band 17.3-17.8 GHz in Region 3, and consideration of equivalent power flux-density limits to be applied in Regions 1 and 3 to non-geostationary-satellite systems in the fixed-satellite service (space-to-Earth) in the frequency band 17.3‑17.7 GHz
6.3	Approved.
ADD Resolution COM6/26 (WRC-23) – Sharing and compatibility studies and development of technical conditions for the use of International Mobile Telecommunications (IMT) in the frequency bands 4 400-4 800 MHz, 7 125-8 400 MHz (or parts thereof) and 14.8-15.35 GHz for the terrestrial component of IMT
6.4	The delegate of Australia made the following statement: 

“Australia has been following this issue closely and has identified concerns with some of the
spectrum included in the document before us. Specifically, we do not support inclusion of the
7 250-7 750 and 7 900-8 400 MHz segments of the broader 7-8 GHz range listed in the document.

Despite this concern, and in recognition of the complexity and sensitivity of this item, we
remained silent when we saw this for the first time two days ago. We also stayed silent out of
respect for the work of the interregional heads and the various offline discussions. However, we now feel the need to express these concerns.

The proposal we have before us removes the 7 250-7 750 MHz part of the band from
consideration in Region 1. We are of the view that unless there is a very good reason not to, any
new bands for consideration for IMT should be studied on a global rather than regional basis.
This maximizes the beneficial opportunities arising from a possible IMT identification, and also
reflects that these satellite bands are used globally, rather than just regionally.

We have seen the issues associated with a fragmented, regional-based agenda item for IMT at
this conference under Agenda Item 1.2. We do not wish to duplicate this for WRC-27.

Therefore, our opinion is that if the 7 250-7 750 MHz band is to be excised from Region 1, it
should also be excised from consideration globally. In terms of drafting, this would be achieved by deleting the Region 2 and 3 specific entry and making the current Region 1 entry global by removing the reference to Region 1.”
6.5	The delegate of New Zealand agreed that for future agenda items on IMT, bands should be studied on a global rather than regional basis, in order to avoid such challenges as had arisen under Agenda Item 1.2 in the current study cycle. The 7 125-7 250 MHz and 7 750‑8 400 MHz bands should therefore be considered on a global basis.
6.6	The delegation of Türkiye expressed concern that bands already allocated or proposed for allocation to IMT included those used extensively for critical satellite, aeronautical and fixed communications, particularly in Region 1. The allocation of those bands to IMT would put critical services at serious risk. To achieve global connectivity, it was necessary to consider proposals that offered the biggest coverage in terms of the number of countries that had a low or minimum level of difficulty for deploying IMT in the proposed bands.
6.7	The delegate of the United Kingdom said that numerous concerns had been raised during the discussion in Committee 6 when the proposed bands had been presented for the first time just two days previously, since several of the bands had scant potential for IMT identification. The studies required would involve a significant amount of work over the coming four years, without much prospect of a positive outcome. The limited amount of time dedicated to discussing the bands concerned at the committee level had been disappointing.
6.8	The delegate of Canada, while expressing appreciation for the work done by the heads of the regional groups, echoed concerns that several of the proposed bands had already been studied or were already known to pose difficulties vis-à-vis incumbent services and in terms of whether the possibility of coexistence existed. While the Canadian Administration was not opposed to conducting studies per se, it would prefer to focus on bands with greater potential for success. It was particularly concerned about the 4.4-4.8 GHz band, portions of the 7 GHz band identified and the 14.8-15.35 GHz band, which had similar properties to millimeter wave bands identified in 2019 that had attracted very little interest or deployment. Further discussion on the rationale for studying such bands again would be appreciated.
6.9	The delegate of Germany expressed similar concern regarding the premature consideration of new resolutions that would pose major problems for ITU-R going forward and requested that additional time be allocated for further consultations.
6.10	The delegate of Azerbaijan expressed concerns regarding the allocation of the 7.1‑8.4 GHz range to IMT. The Azerbaijan Administration, along with many others, wished to safeguard that range for non-GSO operations. Several countries employed non-GSO satellites in the X-band. A significant number of those satellites were in active orbit, while others were ready for launch. Altering the usage of that spectrum could potentially lead to serious issues for satellite owners and the numerous countries involved. Azerbaijan was therefore firmly opposed to inclusion of the band in question in the draft resolution and wished to engage in further discussion at the current conference in view of the global ramifications of the decision.
6.11	The delegate of the Republic of Korea commended all participants in the work of Committee 6, particularly the chair of the committee, the working groups and the sub-working groups, as well as the leaders of the regional groups, for their efforts to seek a compromise. The Administration of the Republic of Korea supported the resolution as proposed. 
6.12	The delegate of Slovenia said that the text before the meeting constituted a significant compromise, which should not be altered any further. 
6.13	The delegate of Saudi Arabia said that the resolution and frequency bands presented had been the subject of lengthy discussions between the regional groups. While there would certainly be challenges, the proposal was simply to study the frequency bands for IMT identification at the next conference. The text before the Plenary was the result of a very delicate and sensitive compromise, which had a potential impact on other agenda items. It should be approved as presented. 
6.14	The delegate of Brazil said that the bands proposed had been the subject of lengthy discussions and the resolution currently before the Plenary was the best possible compromise. It was highly unlikely that further discussion would yield any significant benefit. The Brazilian Administration therefore supported the text as presented. 
6.15	The delegate of Mexico said that the resolution and proposed frequency bands had been discussed in detail and constituted a compromise between all interested parties. The outcome of the studies, which would reveal all the arguments in favour of and against use of the bands in question, could not be prejudged. Regarding the desire for a global rather than regional approach, the bands could be considered globally; the references to specific regions related solely to identification in order to accommodate the concerns of administrations that had difficulties with the bands in question. The interregional group discussions had been fruitful. The reduction in the 7‑8.4 GHz band to accommodate important needs and EESS measurements demonstrated a commitment to and understanding of the importance of all services. The Mexican Administration supported the resolution as presented. 
6.16	In the light of the discussion, the Chair suggested that the resolution be approved, on the understanding that all concerns and comments would be reflected in the minutes of the Plenary. 
6.17	The delegate of South Africa and the delegate of Mexico, the latter speaking on behalf of CITEL, supported the Chair’s suggestion, as did the delegate of Nigeria, who pointed out that the resolution had been discussed at length and agreed by the heads of the regional groups, together with other interested parties.
6.18	The delegate of Argentina said that the frequency bands in question had been the subject of lengthy discussions and the document before the Plenary constituted a very delicate compromise. While the concerns expressed by some administrations were understandable, the best approach would be to support the work that had been done and approve the document as proposed by the Chair.
6.19	The delegate of Slovenia said that while her administration also had reservations regarding some of the frequency bands, it nonetheless accepted that the resolution was the outcome of a very difficult compromise and should be approved as presented.
6.20	The delegate of Egypt, referring to the numerous discussions on the document over the course of the conference, said that delegations should support the work done by the heads of the regional groups and approve the resolution as presented, thereby initiating the next study cycle.
6.21	The delegate of Viet Nam said that the document before the Plenary constituted a balanced outcome and a delicate compromise, which should be respected. It would allow sharing and compatibility studies to be conducted so as to be able to consider the possible identification of IMT spectrum at WRC-27, which was critically important to support the development of IMT, while ensuring the protection of existing services and allowing their continued development.
6.22	The delegate of the Russian Federation also expressed gratitude to Committee 6 for the work done. No decision was being taken at that stage on use of the frequency bands in question, merely to carry out the necessary studies. His administration was willing to study the bands listed and to assess and act on the outcome of those studies at WRC-27. He was therefore prepared to support the approach suggested by the Chair of approving the resolution on the understanding that countries’ concerns and comments were reflected in the minutes. In that regard, his administration submitted the following statement to the secretariat in writing:

“The Russian Federation is concerned that the conference in its decision to consider the
frequency band 7 125-8 400 MHz for IMT identification under Resolution COM6/26
(WRC-23) has not taken into consideration the need for future development of
applications in the Earth exploration-satellite service (EESS) in the frequency bands
7 190-7 250 MHz and 8 025-8 400 MHz and the meteorological satellite service (MetSat) in the
frequency bands 7 450-7 550 MHz, 7 750-7 900 MHz.

In particular, the IMT identification in the frequency bands 7 190-7 250 MHz, 7 450-
7 550 MHz, 7 750-7 900 MHz and 8 025-8 400 MHz may have an adverse negative
impact on the possibility of global harmonized use of the above frequency bands by MetSat
and EESS, and ultimately could jeopardize UN Sustainable Development Goals,
especially the goal to protect, restore and promote sustainable use of terrestrial
ecosystems, promote sustainable agriculture and combat climate change.”
6.23	The delegate of Finland, while not fully satisfied with all of the bands identified for study, said he was able to accept the compromise reached by the regional groups and support the way forward proposed by the Chair.
6.24	The Chair, thanking all delegations for their understanding and spirit of compromise, said he took it that, with due note having been taken of the concerns and comments expressed, the meeting wished to approve Resolution COM6/26.
6.25	Approved.
6.26	The delegate of Australia, speaking also on behalf of Canada, Denmark, Germany, New Zealand, Kingdom of the Netherlands, Sweden and the United Kingdom, delivered the following statement:
“We have strong reservations regarding the process for drafting and approving Resolution COM6/26. The frequency bands listed in the resolution were not afforded sufficient time for debate. The sub-working group tasked with preparing the resolution did not debate frequency bands at all – it simply listed all of the bands up for consideration with explicit instructions that they would be debated at a higher level. That higher-level debate did not ensue, instead frequency bands were provided by regional heads via Committee 6 to the Plenary, which did not provide the opportunity for proper debate at any level, including in the Plenary. There was no opportunity for a substantive discussion on key aspects of the resolution. We are of the view that there are opportunities for improving the broader process for developing the future agendas at WRCs in the future.”
6.27	The delegate of Portugal said that Portugal associated itself with the above statement.

[bookmark: _Toc319401924][bookmark: _Toc450048855]ADD Resolution COM6/23 (WRC-23) – Agenda for the 2027 world radiocommunication conference; ADD Resolution COM6/25 (WRC-23) – Preliminary agenda for the 2031 world radiocommunication conference
6.28	The delegate of Denmark, supported by the delegates of Germany and the Kingdom of the Netherlands, pointed out that Document 517, yet to be considered by the Plenary, contained a proposal for an additional WRC-27 agenda item, the approval of which would have a bearing on the content of draft Resolution COM6/23. 
6.29	The Chair of the Editorial Committee further pointed out that, before taking up Resolution COM6/25, the Plenary might wish to complete its consideration of Agenda Item 1.5, which also contained a proposal for an additional item for the preliminary agenda for WRC‑31, the approval of which would have a bearing on the content of draft Resolution COM6/25.
6.30	The Chair suggested that, in the light of the foregoing, the first reading of Document 502(Rev.1) be suspended until the Plenary had settled those two items.
6.31	It was so agreed.
7	Fifty-third series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B53) (Document 509)
7.1	The Chair of Committee 7 introduced Document 509.
7.2	The Chair invited the meeting to consider Document 509.
SUP Resolution 245 (WRC-19) 
7.3	Approved.
7.4	The fifty-third series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B53) (Document 509) was approved.
8	Fifty-third series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B53) – second reading (Document 509) 
8.1	The fifty-third series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (Document 509) was approved on second reading.
9	Fifty-fourth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B54) (Document 512)
9.1	The Chair of Committee 7 introduced Document 512.
9.2	The Chair invited the meeting to consider Document 512.
Article 5 (MOD Table 3 600-4 800 MHz, ADD 5.A13A, ADD 5.A13B, ADD 5.A13C, ADD 5.A13D, SUP Resolution 246 (WRC-19)
9.3	Approved.
9.4	The fifty-fourth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B54) (Document 512) was approved.
10	Fifty-fourth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B54) – second reading (Document 512) 
10.1	The fifty-fourth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (Document 512) was approved on second reading.
11	Fifty-fifth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B55) (Document 513)
11.1	The Chair of Committee 7 introduced Document 513.
11.2	The Chair invited the meeting to consider Document 513.
Article 5 (MOD Table 2 700-3 600MHz, MOD 5.429A, MOD 5.429B)
11.3	The delegates of Algeria and Tunisia made the following statement: 
“WRC-23 adopted amendments to footnotes RR Nos. 5.429A and 5.429B, for the identification of the frequency band 3 300-3 400 MHz in additional countries in Region 1, except Algeria and Tunisia, due to the objection raised by three administrations (Italy, Spain and Morocco), on the grounds that the radiolocation service is sensitive and has to be protected. To address this concern, the Algerian and Tunisian Administrations offered, during the multilateral coordination meetings, regulatory provisions and practical measures to ensure protection of the radiolocation service (such as not causing harmful interference, not claiming protection, RR No. 9.21, explicit agreement, etc.). However, despite all the efforts deployed by their delegations, no consensus was reached.
Therefore, and in the absence of a clear guidance from BR on the course of action and regulatory basis for such a decision, taking into account that this is a standalone agenda item and does not come under Agenda Item 8, the Administrations of Algeria and Tunisia consider that the exclusion of their countries is an attempt to block the use of the spectrum in these countries and is not in line with the ITU principle of guaranteeing equitable access to the spectrum and not preventing the right of an administration to use the spectrum when it complies with the obligations of not causing harmful interference. Thus, they reserve the rights of these administrations for the use of this frequency band.”
11.4	The delegate of Italy, speaking also on behalf of Greece, Morocco and Spain, made the following statement:
“This statement is made on behalf of Greece, Italy, Morocco and Spain, hereafter referred as ‘the affected countries’:
Regarding WRC-23 Agenda Item 1.2 and revision of the regulatory status of the 3 300-3 400 MHz band in Region 1, the affected countries have reviewed the proposed modifications to Nos. 5.429A and 5.429B of the Radio Regulations. These modifications concern the additional allocation to the mobile, except aeronautical mobile, service and IMT identification, respectively.
The affected countries have agreed to the proposed modifications, which allow for the inclusion of certain countries in the footnotes. This decision was made despite their original position of 'No Change' expressed before the conference, the only exception being rejection of the request by Algeria and Tunisia.
The affected countries carefully considered the reasons behind the request of these two countries, but ultimately decided that it cannot be accommodated. The reasons for this decision have been clearly communicated to the administrations concerned during several ad hoc meetings. The incumbent radiolocation service requires interference-free continuity for critical applications, which cannot be guaranteed despite thorough examination of technical and regulatory provisions in the aforementioned meetings. Interference events may occur in spite of the rules and goodwill of the administrations, and the time needed to resolve them may not be compatible with the continuity constraint. In practice, a de facto geographical contiguity between the affected countries and Algeria and Tunisia, as well as the huge impact of IMT stations on the radiolocation service, increase the likelihood of interference events. 
It is important to note that the radiolocation service is harmonized globally, having enjoyed an allocation in the 3 300-3 400 MHz band for a significant period of time. This has resulted in consolidated use and a large legacy of deployed equipment. In contrast, the IMT application is associated with a non-harmonized band, where the mobile allocation is limited to a national basis.”
11.5	The delegate of Tunisia said that she would have liked to have a clear indication of the regulatory situation in the present case. While it was accepted in the context of Agenda Item 8 that a country name could not be added to a footnote in the event of any objection from another country, it was not clear the same was true for the inclusion of a country name in a new footnote approved by the conference under a different agenda item.
11.6	The Chair said he took it that, on the understanding that the concerns raised had been duly noted, the meeting wished to approve the proposed provisions. 
11.7	Approved.
11.8	The fifty-fifth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B55) (Document 513) was approved.
12	Fifty-fifth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B55) – second reading (Document 513) 
12.1	The fifty-fifth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (Document 513) was approved on second reading.
The meeting was suspended at 1030 hours and resumed at 1125 hours. 
[bookmark: _Hlk155516117]13	Fifth report from Committee 5 to the Plenary (Document 494)
13.1	The Vice-Chair of Committee 5 introduced the fifth report from Committee 5 to the Plenary, contained in Document 494. Under Agenda Item 9.3, Committee 5 had considered the report of RRB relating to actions in response to Resolution 80 (Rev.WRC-07) contained in Document 50. The Plenary was invited to approve the committee’s report and include a number of texts set out therein in the minutes of the Plenary. 
Issues related to the implementation of Resolution 559 (WRC-19)
[bookmark: _Hlk155514703]13.2	On issues related to the implementation of Resolution 559 (WRC-19), it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“In considering section 4.2 of the Report “Issues related to the implementation of Resolution 559 (WRC‑19)”, WRC-23 considered also Document 87(Add.26)(Add.2). In addition to endorsing all of the additional measures proposed by the Board for implementing Resolution 559 (WRC-19), this document contained additional proposed measures to be endorsed by this WRC to help resolve remaining coordination cases as follows:
1	With respect to the remaining coordination cases under § 4.1.1 b) of RR Appendix 30, WRC‑23 approved the following measures:
a)	the notifying administration of an additional use (i.e. assignments in the List and/or pending Article 4 networks) to accept possible interference produced to its test-points located within −3 dB antenna gain contour of the Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submission concerned due to the fact that the ellipse is already the minimum one validated by the Bureau;
b)	the notifying administration of an additional use (i.e. assignments in the List and/or pending Article 4 networks) to accept possible interference produced to its test-points located beyond −20 dB antenna gain contour of the Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submission concerned;
c)	if the equivalent protection margin (EPM) of a test-point of an additional use network is less than −10 dB at the time of examination by the Bureau of Part A of Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submissions, that test-point should not be considered by the Bureau in reviewing the findings of the Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submission concerned;
d)	a coordination is deemed to be completed if the nominal orbital separation between a Resolution 559 submission and an additional use network is equal to or greater than 6 degrees.
2	With respect to the remaining coordination cases under § 4.1.1 e) of RR Appendix 30, WRC‑23 approved the following measures:
a)	a coordination is deemed to be completed if the nominal orbital separation between a Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submission and satellite network in non-planned bands concerned is equal to or greater than 6 degrees;
b)	the service area of a satellite network in non-planned bands to be considered shall be on land and located within −3 dB antenna gain contour of that satellite network in non-planned bands instead of the submitted service area which may include the area with very low relative antenna gain contour. It is noted that the satellite network in non-planned bands only protects a Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submission in a service area on land and situated within its −3 dB antenna gain contour;
c)	if an administration agrees not to protect the area, situated inside its national territory, in which the power flux-density (pfd) limit is exceeded, that part of the service area shall not be considered by the Bureau in reviewing the remaining coordination requirements of a Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submission;
d)	the notifying administration of a satellite network in non-planned bands to accept possible interference produced to its service area located beyond −20 dB antenna gains contour of the Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submission concerned.
3	With respect to the remaining coordination cases under  No. 4.1.1 b) of RR Appendix 30A, WRC‑23 approved that the remaining coordination cases are deemed to be completed due to the fact that:
a)	the Article 4 satellite networks have very large coverage with very high receiving sensitivity over the national territory of the Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) administration concerned;
b)	the coverage areas of those Article 4 satellite networks extend far beyond the national territory of the notifying administrations whereas feeder-link earth stations of the Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submission concerned are only located inside the national territory and that cannot be further reduced;
c)	the objective of Resolution 2 (Rev.WRC‑03) and Topic F of WRC‑23 Agenda Item 7.
4	With respect to the remaining coordination cases under § 4.1.1 a) of Appendices 30 and 30A, WRC‑23 approved the following measures:
a)	for multi-beam Plan assignments, if downlink single-entry C/I values are above 21 dB except for one test-point where single-entry C/I is greater than 18 dB, Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submissions and the corresponding Regions 1 and 3 Plan frequency assignments are considered compatible. In order to preserve the same level of protection for such compatible cases of those Regions 1 and 3 Plan frequency assignments from incoming Article 4 submissions, the reference situation of those Regions 1 and 3 Plan frequency assignments shall not be updated when the Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) frequency assignments in the List are included in the Plans;
b)	for multi-beam Plan assignments, if feeder-link single-entry C/I values are above 27 dB, Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) submissions and the corresponding Regions 1 and 3 Plan frequency assignments are considered compatible. In order to preserve the same level of protection for such compatible cases of those Regions 1 and 3 Plan frequency assignments from incoming Article 4 submissions, the reference situation of those Regions 1 and 3 Plan frequency assignments shall not be updated when the Resolution 559 (WRC‑19) frequency assignments in the List are included in the Plans.
5	The Bureau is instructed to:
a)	review the status of all the remaining coordination cases taking into account all the above-mentioned proposals including those of the RRB and BR. In this connection, for the remaining coordination cases under § 4.1.1 b) of Appendix 30, if after taking into account all the above-mentioned proposals, there is only one remaining test-point potentially affected, the coordination is deemed to be completed in respect of affected assignments entered in the List on or after 1 January 2017;
[bookmark: _Hlk158112193]b)	apply all the measures endorsed by WRC‑23 to the Resolution 559 submissions of the Administrations of AFG, GNE, MLT and SEY and to the future applications of §§  4.1.26 or 4.1.27 of Article 4 of Appendices 30 and 30A, which have the same nature as Resolution 559 (WRC‑19).”
[bookmark: _Hlk155514943]13.3	It was so agreed.
Issues related to the extension of time-limits for bringing into use or bringing back into use a frequency assignment
13.4	On situations of force majeure related to the extension of time-limits, it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“WRC-23 confirms that, while each case is considered on its merits, providing the following information facilitates the consideration of a request for extension of the regulatory time-limit due to force majeure by the Board:
–	a summary description of the satellite to be launched, including the frequency bands;
–	the name of the manufacturer selected to build the satellite and the contract signature date;
–	the status of the satellite construction before the force majeure event, including the date it began and whether it was expected to be completed prior to the initial launch window;
–	the name of the launch service provider and the contract signature date;
–	the efforts and measures taken or envisaged to avoid missing the deadline, to overcome the difficulties faced and to reduce the project timelines, if possible, with supporting evidence by the satellite manufacturer and/or launch service provider as appropriate;
–	detailed rationale and assessment against all four conditions of force majeure:
1	the event must be beyond the control of the obligor;
2	the event constituting force majeure must be unforeseen or, if it was foreseeable, must be inevitable or irresistible;
3	the event must make it impossible for the obligor to perform its obligation;
4	a causal effective connection must exist between the event constituting force majeure and the failure by the obligator to fulfil the obligation.
–	the initial and revised project milestones for the construction, launch window, launch and orbit raising of the satellite, as well as relocation and in-orbit testing timelines when the satellite is not directly launched in its nominal orbital position or its non-geostationary satellite orbit;
–	a detailed rationale for the length of the extension requested, including a breakdown of the nature and extent of the delay experienced so far, the additional delay projected by the manufacturer and launch service provider, and any planned contingency;
–	any other relevant information and documentation.
WRC-23 also confirms the Board’s approach with respect to contingency periods in the determination of the length of an extension in cases of force majeure.
WRC-23 also noted that the Board is now examining how all four conditions of force majeure are met on a case-by-case basis when the COVID-19 pandemic is invoked as the force majeure event.
WRC-23 instructs the Board to reflect the above-confirmations in the RoP concerning the extension of the regulatory time-limit for bringing into use satellite assignments.”
13.5	It was so agreed.
13.6	On situations of co-passenger delay related to the extension of time-limits, it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“WRC-23 confirms that the WRC-19 decision for the provision of information as required when dealing with a request for extension of regulatory time-limits due to co-passenger delay should be revised as shown below:
–	a summary description of the satellite to be launched, including the frequency bands;
–	the name of the manufacturer selected to build the satellite and the contract signature date;
–	the status of the satellite construction, including the date it began and whether it was expected to be completed prior to the initial launch window;
–	the name of the launch service provider and the contract signature date;
–	the initial and revised project milestones for the launch window, launch and orbit raising of the satellite, as well as relocation and in-orbit testing timelines when the satellite is not directly launched in its nominal orbital position or its non-geostationary satellite orbit;
–	sufficient detail to justify that the request for extension is due to co-passenger delay (e.g. a letter from the launch service provider indicating that the launch is delayed because of a delay affecting the co-passenger satellite);
–	a detailed rationale for the length of the extension requested, including a breakdown of the nature and extent of the delay experienced so far, the additional delay projected by the launch service provider, and any planned contingency, and
–	any other relevant information and documentation.
WRC-23 instructs the Board to reflect the above-confirmation in the RoP concerning the extension of the regulatory time-limit for bringing into use satellite assignments.” 
13.7	It was so agreed.
13.8	On requests from developing countries related to the extension of time-limits that do not qualify as force majeure or co-passenger delay, it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“WRC-23 reiterates its invitation to ITU-R to study the matter of requests for extensions of regulatory time limits from developing countries that do not qualify as cases of force majeure or co‑passenger delay and to develop the specific criteria and conditions upon which the Board could consider granting an extension of the regulatory time-limit to a developing country for consideration at a future competent WRC.” 
13.9	It was so agreed.
Issues related to the Appendices 30/30A/30B Plans
13.10	On issues related to the Article 7 procedure of Appendix 30B, it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“WRC-23 urges administrations with Appendix 30B Part A submissions received before 12 March 2020 to make all efforts to accommodate Article 7 submissions of other administrations and to take into account the results of the analyses of the Bureau and the measures to avoid further degradation of the C/I levels when preparing their Part B submissions.
WRC-23 instructed the Bureau to contact the additional seven countries (Eritrea, Estonia, Latvia, Saint Lucia, Tajikistan, Timor-Leste and Turkmenistan) and the State of Palestine which still have no allotment in the Appendix 30B Plan and to identify orbital resources should they wish to initiate the process under Article 7.”
[bookmark: _Hlk155515355]13.11	It was so agreed.
13.12	On long-term protection of the Plans, it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“While some of the issues raised in section 4.6.3 of the Report of the RRB, Document 50, were considered in WRC-23, WRC-23 instructs ITU-R to further study these issues under the standing WRC Agenda Item 7, and report to WRC-27 on any required measures to enhance the protection of AP30/30A in Regions 1 and 3 as well as long-term protection of AP30B, while taking into account the usability and access by developing countries in the associated frequency bands.”
13.13	It was so agreed.
Issues related to Resolution 40
13.14	On issues related to Resolution 40 (Rev. WRC-19), it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“WRC-23 instructs ITU-R to study, for consideration at a future competent WRC, possible measures to restrain the use of the same satellite or different satellites to repeatedly bring into use and bring back into use the same frequency assignments of a satellite network or system for a short period of time. It was recognized that such study and related issues including the capability in RR No. 11.44B raised during WRC-23 could be conducted under the standing WRC Agenda Item 7.”
[bookmark: _Hlk155515601]13.15	It was so agreed.
Issues related to the bringing into use of non-GSO networks
13.16	On issues related to the BIU of non-GSO networks, it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“WRC-23 instructs ITU-R to study possible measures to limit the practice of introducing a completely different orbital plane that is not foreseen to be required for operation of the constellation in order to satisfy requirements to bring or bring back into use frequency assignments, while at the same time recognizing that this issue is connected to Agenda Item 7, Topic A, that is being addressed at this WRC.”
[bookmark: _Hlk155515735]13.17	It was so agreed.
Long-term sustainability and equitable access and rational use of the non-GSO orbit/spectrum resources
13.18	On issues related to the long-term sustainability and equitable access and rational use of the non-GSO orbit/spectrum resources, it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“In response to the content of section 4.13 of this Board Report on “Long-term sustainability and equitable access and rational use of the non-GSO orbit/spectrum resources”, WRC-23 recognized the relevance of the matters raised by the RRB, and also a recent decision from the Radiocommunication Assembly 2023 (RA-23) which approved a new Resolution ITU-R 74 on “Activities related to the sustainable use of radio-frequency spectrum and associated satellite-orbit resources used by space services”;
In this regard WRC-23 recognized the decision made by RA-23 on the approval of Resolution ITU-R 74, and the need for the outputs from ITU-R expected by this Resolution as a matter of urgency.”
13.19	It was so agreed.
Recording of frequency assignments to satellite networks and systems under No. 4.4
13.20	On issues related to the recording of frequency assignments to satellite networks and systems under No. 4.4, it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“WRC-23 discussed the use of RR No. 4.4 raised in section 4.14 of the Report “Recording of frequency assignments to satellite networks and systems under No. 4.4” and confirmed “that frequency assignments recorded under RR No. 4.4 are not entitled to protection from harmful interference from other frequency assignments recorded under RR No. 4.4”.
The international rights and obligations of administrations in respect of their own frequency assignments and other administrations frequency assignments are defined in Article 8 as well as other provisions of the RR. See also Article 8 of the RR.
In order to increase the transparency, WRC-23 instructs the Bureau to insert the indication of the frequency assignment submission under RR No. 4.4 at the Summary Table of the Special Section or Part. In addition, to facilitate information sharing, WRC-23 instructs the Radiocommunication Bureau (BR) to make any information it may have regarding notification and bringing into use of frequency assignments under RR No. 4.4 available in an easily accessible format, such as publishing it in BR’s website and implementing a new filter option in the ITU Space Explorer Data Analytics tool. The shared information could include a list of filings that are using RR No. 4.4 as well as historical data, including the date of receipt of these assignments. In addition, BR is also instructed to periodically inform administrations on the updated information regarding notification and bringing into use of frequency assignments under RR No. 4.4 made available by BR in its website and to invite the notifying administrations to take steps to cancel the RR No. 4.4 assignments if no longer in use.
WRC-23 urges administrations when using frequency assignments under RR No. 4.4 to fully comply with the objectives and purpose of this provision, including the RoP related to RR No. 4.4.”
13.21	It was so agreed.
13.22	The delegate of the Russian Federation made the following statement with respect to Document 494:
The Administration of the Russian Federation expresses concern regarding the broad use of frequency bands by satellite systems under Article 4.4 of the Radio Regulations. Article 4.4 was devised to provide for derogation from the Table of Frequency Allocations or other provisions of the Radio Regulations and must only be used in exceptional circumstances. Recently, certain administrations seem to have taken the view that Article 4.4 can be used as a means of evading their obligation to comply with technical restrictions, coordination requirements and regulatory considerations. This is resulting in violations of the fundamental principles and aims of the Radio Regulations with respect to the prevention of harmful interference.
The Administration of the Russian Federation urges administrations to refrain from applying Article 4.4 of the Radio Regulations in relation to satellite systems with service areas outside their national territory. The use of frequency bands by satellite systems on the territory of other countries under Article 4.4 is allowed only with the express consent of those countries.
The Administration of the Russian Federation notes that the rights to international recognition and protection of frequency assignments arise from their recording in the Master International Frequency Register (MIFR) and are set out in the provisions of the Radio Regulations. Notifying ITU of frequency assignments pursuant to Article 4.4 is for information purposes only and does not confer the right to international recognition of the use of such frequency assignments. The use of such frequency assignments shall not cause harmful interference to stations operating in accordance with the provisions of the Constitution, Convention and Regulations, and shall not claim protection from harmful interference by those stations.
13.23	The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran said that the matter had already been discussed at length. To address the point raised, wording had been included at the very end of the text included in the minutes to urge administrations, when using frequency assignments under RR No. 4.4, to fully comply with the objectives and purpose of this provision. Nothing in the document would prevent studies being carried out on the topic in future.
13.24	The delegate of Slovakia made the following statement with respect to Document 494:
“The Slovak Administration understands that in the case of the application of RR No. 4.4, the rights and obligations of any administration are governed by the ITU Constitution and Convention, particularly Articles 44 and 45, and by the provisions of Article 8 of the Radio Regulations and the relevant RoP in the field of No. 4.4. No less but also no more.”
13.25	The delegate of Slovenia supported that statement.
13.26	Document 494, as a whole, was approved.
14	Sixth report from Committee 5 to the Plenary (Document 495)
14.1	The Vice-Chair of Committee 5 introduced the sixth report from Committee 5 to the Plenary, contained in Document 495. Under Agenda Item 9.2, Committee 5 had considered the Director’s report on difficulties or inconsistencies encountered in the application of the Radio Regulations. The Plenary was invited to approve the committee’s report and include two texts set out therein in the minutes of the Plenary. 
14.2	For the application of Article 21 of the Radio Regulations, in regard to the pfd scaling factor to be applied to non-GSO FSS constellations with 1 000 or more space stations operating in the 17.7-19.3 GHz frequency band, it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
[bookmark: _Hlk152919614]“WRC-23 revised RR No. 21.16.6 and instructs the Bureau to issue qualified favourable findings under RR Nos. 9.35/11.31 when examining compliance of frequency assignments to non-GSO FSS satellite systems with RR Article 21 pfd limits applicable in the frequency band 17.7-19.3 GHz if the notifying administration requested it to do so. WRC-23 determined that this practice would also apply to non-GSO FSS satellite systems for which coordination requests have been received from 16 December 2023 until the entry into force of the Final Acts of WRC-23. WRC-23 also instructs the Bureau to review these findings, as well as those issued from 23 November 2019 until the last day of WRC-23, once the pfd examination software incorporates the decision of WRC-23 on No. 21.16.6. See also Document 420.” 
14.3	It was so agreed.
14.4	For the application of Resolution 35 (WRC-19), it was proposed that the following text be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary:
“WRC-23 considered section 3.3.3 of the Report “Resolution 35 (WRC-19)”, and its associated sub-sections, of the Report and agreed to the following course of action for the issues raised:
As regards sub-section 3.3.3.2 and resolves 11 of Resolution 35 (WRC-19), WRC-23 instructs the Bureau to reflect the aspect of implementation of resolves 11 of Resolution 35 (WRC-19) described in this section of the Report in a Rule of Procedure with a view to include this issue in the Director’s Report to WRC-27.
As regards sub-section 3.3.3.3, concerning changes to orbital parameters in accordance with resolves 14, WRC-23 decided that further study of the issues raised are needed before the clarification requested in the Report can be provided.
As regards sub-section 3.3.3.4 and resolves 17 b) of Resolution 35 (WRC-19), WRC-23 noted the Bureau’s course of action in implementing resolves 17 of Resolution 35 (WRC-19) and calls for study of the issue raised in this section.
In addition to the above point, WRC-23 agreed specific revisions to Resolution 35 (WRC-19). See also Document 422.”
14.5	It was so agreed.
14.6	Document 495, as a whole, was approved.
15	Seventh report from Committee 5 to the Plenary (Document 496)
15.1	The Vice-Chair of Committee 5 introduced the seventh report from Committee 5 to the Plenary, contained in Document 496. It was proposed that the following texts concerning Agenda Item 9.2 be approved and included in the minutes of the Plenary: 
Delays in fulfilling the application of assistance procedures under Appendices 30/30A or Appendix 30B due to communication difficulties with some administrations
“WRC‑23 instructs the Bureau to apply the same course of action as adopted for Topic H of Agenda Item 7 by WRC-23 with regard to the “officially unreachable” administrations referred to in section 3.2.4.2 of Addendum 2 to Document 4 (Part II of Report of the Director to WRC-23).”
“With regard to administrations with affected assignments in the Appendices 30 and 30A Plan and/or affected allotments in the Appendix 30B Plan that have not replied to the second reminder of the Bureau referred to in § 4.1.10c of Appendices 30 and 30A and/or § 6.14bis of Appendix 30B, as appropriate, WRC-23 urges the notifying administrations of Part B submissions, with the assistance of the Bureau, to exercise their utmost effort to avoid degrading the reference situation of the assignments/allotments concerned in the Appendices 30 and 30A Plans and Appendix 30B Plan by modifying technical characteristics at the Part B stage.”
Topic 7F and Resolution 170 (WRC-19) relating to the generation of minimum coverage
“WRC-23 also instructs the Bureau to align the Rule of Procedure on Resolution 170 (WRC-19) with the relevant decisions of the conference related to the modifications to Appendices 30A and 30B adopted to address Agenda Item 7, Topic F.”
Implementation of modifications to Appendix 30A and Appendix 30B in relation to Topic 7F
“WRC-23 instructs the Bureau, when receiving a request for assistance from the notifying administrations of national or regional systems in relation to frequency coordination with affected administrations:
–	to assist in preparation of necessary material including but not limited to C/I calculations, interference analysis and link budget calculations;
–	to participate in such coordination meetings in order to provide support and facilitate technical discussions/negotiations.”
15.2	It was so agreed, and Document 496 was approved.
16	Fifty-second series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B52) (Document 508)
16.1	The Chair of the Editorial Committee introduced Document 508, which contained a compilation of all proposals on Appendix 4, in line with the approach agreed at the fifth plenary meeting.
16.2	The Chair invited the meeting to consider Document 508.
Appendix 4 (MOD Table A, MOD Table B, MOD Table C, MOD Table D)
16.3	Approved.
16.4	The fifty-second series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B31) (Document 508) was approved.
17	Fifty-second series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B52) – second reading (Document 508)
17.1	The fifty-second series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B52) (Document 508) was approved on second reading.
[bookmark: _Hlk155643174][bookmark: _Hlk155645585]18	Note to the Plenary from the ad hoc group of Committee 4 (Document 516(Rev.1))
18.1	The Chair of Committee 4 introduced Document 516(Rev.1), containing a note to the Plenary on text related to Agenda Item 1.5. The original Document 516 had been based on the outcomes of informal consultations among the parties concerned, held the previous evening. The parties had met again that morning to resolve the remaining matters; the outcomes of those discussions were reflected in Document 516(Rev.1), which was a clean document with no square brackets. Document 516(Rev.1) contained several footnotes for different frequency ranges and conditions, as well as a proposal for a new agenda item for WRC-31 and proposed modifications to the associated Resolution 235 (WRC-15).
18.2	The Chair invited the meeting to consider Document 516(Rev.1).
18.3	The delegate of Italy said that his country’s name had been removed from ADD 5.15A without its approval. Nevertheless, even though the proposed new footnote already provided all the necessary guarantees against harmful interference, in order to heed the Chair’s earlier direction his delegation was willing to discuss the matter further with other parties with a view to resolving any potential issues during the upcoming study cycle and securing the inclusion of his country’s name in the proposed footnote at the next conference.
18.4	The delegate of Spain said that his country’s name had not been included in ADD 5.15A, contrary to its wishes and without justification, given the protection measures provided for in the proposed new footnote. If his country’s name could not be included in ADD 5.15A, his delegation would discuss the matter with the countries concerned with a view to ensuring its inclusion in that footnote at the next conference.
18.5	The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran having suggested that, in ADD 5.15B, the word “operating” should be replaced with “which are”, as it applied to future stations, the Chair urged participants not to dwell on editorial improvements or consider the inclusion of country names in footnotes in the Plenary, as such matters would necessitate further coordination. He encouraged the meeting to agree to transmit Document 516(Rev.1) to Committee 7 as it stood.
18.6	The delegate of Türkiye said that his country’s name had been removed from ADD 5.15A, against its wishes. Türkiye wanted the frequency band 470-614 MHz to be allocated to the mobile service on a secondary basis in its territory, and the frequency band 614-694 MHz to be allocated on a primary basis, on a par with its neighbours.
18.7	The delegate of Libya said that his country’s name had been removed from ADD 5.15B without consulting his delegation. Despite Libya having coordinated with representatives of neighbouring countries, some African countries had opposed its inclusion in the proposed new footnote. His country reserved the right to use the frequency band 614-694 MHz on a primary basis in its territory.
18.8	The Chair reiterated that the Plenary was not in a position to debate the inclusion of country names in footnotes at that late stage. He encouraged all affected administrations to raise the matter again at the next conference.
18.9	The delegate of Türkiye noted that, as his delegation had not taken part in the informal meetings at which the decision had been made to remove his country’s name from ADD 5.15A, the decision was not in line with the spirit of the ITU Convention. Türkiye should be reinstated in the proposed footnote for the secondary allocation. Otherwise, it wished to be added in the proposed footnote for the primary allocation. His country had the right to have its name included in a new footnote being developed at the present conference, in order to accommodate its concerns regarding compatibility with its neighbours.
18.10	Responding to a request for clarification from the Chair, the delegate of the United Arab Emirates, as convenor of the informal discussions, said that, at the informal meetings on the topic, some countries had objected to the inclusion of certain countries’ names in the footnotes. The participants in the informal meetings had tried to find delegates of the countries concerned to discuss the matter with them, but it had not been possible. While he sympathized with those countries, the proposed new footnotes contained in Document 516(Rev.1) represented a delicate compromise. He reminded the countries concerned that they could enter reservations, and urged them to follow the same course of action as Italy and Spain.
18.11	The delegate of Türkiye objected that his delegation had not been invited to attend the informal meeting of heads of regional groups and had thus not been able to participate in a meeting at which a decision had been taken to remove his country’s name from ADD 5.15A. He questioned the validity of meetings if there was no opportunity for a country to have its say or to request that its name be included in a proposed new footnote. In that case, the names of the neighbouring countries should also be removed from the proposed footnote to ensure fair treatment. Türkiye would comply with all the technical conditions set out in ADD 5.15B and stood ready to meet with countries that opposed its inclusion and make any necessary commitments if given the opportunity to do so.
18.12	At the request of the Chair, the delegate of the United Arab Emirates undertook to continue the discussion informally so as to come back to the Plenary with a solution.

The meeting was suspended at 1150 hours and resumed at 1350 hours.
19	Forty-first series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B41) (Document 481)
19.1	The Chair of Committee 7 introduced Document 481, which contained the customary modifications to Article 59 and Resolution 99 (Rev.WRC-19), relating to the entry into force and provisional application of the Radio Regulations and the abrogation of resolutions. Any remaining square brackets in the document, which concerned texts still pending approval, would be removed as soon as the conference had completed its work.
19.2	The Chair invited the meeting to consider Document 481.
Article 59 (MOD 5.9.1, ADD 59.17, ADD 59.18); MOD Resolution 99 (Rev. WRC-19)
19.3	The delegate of the United States drew the Plenary’s attention to an error in resolves of MOD Resolution 99 (Rev.WRC-19): the reference to “bands 1 615.28–1 621.35 MHz” should be corrected to read “bands 1 614.4225–1 618.725 MHz or 1 616.3–1 620.38 MHz” in the third line as in the second line. That correction was confirmed by the Chair of Committee 4.
19.4	It was so agreed.
19.5	The Secretary of Committee 5, referring to the decision consigned earlier in the meeting that certain provisions of the Radio Regulations would enter into force on 16 December 2023, said that the provisions in question were §§ 4.1.10.d, 4.1.13bis, 4.1.13ter, 4.1.30, 4.1.31, 4.1.32 and 5.1.6bis of Appendix 30, §§4.1.10.d, 4.1.13bis, 4.1.13ter, 4.1.34, 4.1.35, 4.1.36 and 5.1.10bis of Appendix 30A, and  §§ 6.4bis, 6.15, 6.15quat, 6.15quin, 6.27bis, 6.29bis, 6.29ter, 8.10bis and 8.10ter of Appendix 30B. 
19.6	In response to a question from the Secretary of the Plenary, the Chair of Committee 7 said that, if the Plenary agreed, the Editorial Committee could handle those modifications to Document 481 without reintroducing the document for first and second reading, for reasons of time.
19.7	The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran pointed out that the paragraphs listed by the Secretary of Committee 5 were fundamental components of the appendices and that any modifications introduced in respect of their entry into force were therefore not purely editorial. Having said that, for the reasons indicated by the Chair of Committee 7, he had no objection to the Plenary authorizing the Editorial Committee to proceed with the modifications to reflect the Plenary’s decision. 
19.8	The Chair proposed that the Plenary authorize Committee 7 to proceed with the necessary modifications to reflect the agreed dates of entry into force and to make any further consequential editorial changes required.
19.9	It was so agreed.
19.10	On that understanding, the forty-first series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B41) (Document 481), as amended, was approved.

20	Forty-first series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B41) – second reading (Document 481)
20.1	The forty-first series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B41) (Document 481), as amended on first reading, was approved on second reading.

21	Note to the Plenary from the ad hoc group of Committee 4 (Document 517)
21.1	The Chair of Committee 4 introduced Document 517, which contained a note from the ad hoc group of Committee 4 to the Plenary in respect of the frequency band 6 GHz under Agenda Item 1.2. 
21.2	The ad hoc group had formulated two proposals relating to the output for the frequency band 6 GHz, namely “IMT Identification” and “No Change”. It had been decided to submit the IMT Identification proposal as part of the eighteenth series of texts from Committee 4 to Committee 7 (Document 514), with a view to agreement on that proposal, the “No Change” option being retained only until such time as agreement was reached in the Plenary on IMT Identification. In view of the time and format constraints for document processing, only the “No Change” option had been reproduced in the annex to Document 517. It was his understanding that the ad hoc group of Committee 4 was now ready to agree on the “IMT Identification” approach in the frequency band, as reflected in Document 515 submitted to the Plenary by Committee 7.
21.3	In addition, Document 514 also set out text elements providing background information on the proposed new WRC-27 agenda item “to consider possible primary allocations in all Regions to the Earth exploration-satellite service (passive) in the frequency bands 4 200-4 400 MHz and 8 400-8 500 MHz”. That had also been reflected in Document 515 by the inclusion of ADD Resolution COM4/8.
21.4	The content of Document 517, in particular the proposed agenda item for WRC-17, was to be considered in conjunction with the approval of Document 515.

22	Fifty-sixth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B56) (Document 515)
22.1	The Chair of Committee 7 introduced Document 515.
22.2	The Chair invited the meeting to consider Document 515.
[bookmark: _Hlk155649669]Article 5 (MOD Table 5 570-6 700 MHz, ADD 5.6A12)
22.3	Approved.
Article 5 (ADD 5.6B12)
22.4	The delegate of Indonesia said that constructive conversations had been held with the administration that had expressed concern regarding the addition to footnote 5.6B12 of other countries in Region 3. He asked whether other countries in the region could therefore request to be added to the footnote so long has they had coordinated with their neighbouring countries during the conference and there was no objection.
22.5	The delegate of Thailand asked the same question and sought guidance on the way forward. His delegation had requested that Thailand be added to the footnote during the meetings of the ad hoc group of Committee 4, which had noted the request and said that it would be brought to the attention of the Plenary. In the meantime, his delegation had engaged in positive discussions with Thailand’s neighbouring countries, which appeared to have no objection to its request. 
22.6	The delegate of Viet Nam said that his delegation, having carefully reviewed the regulatory conditions set out in Resolution COM4/7 and consulted with its neighbouring countries, wished to reiterate the request that it had made during the meeting of the ad hoc group of Committee 4 that the name of Viet Nam be added to footnote 5.6B12.
22.7	The Chair of Committee 4 explained that the ad hoc group had received requests from several Member States to include their names in footnote 5.6B12. At the time, the group did not know what the situation was regarding coordination with other countries in the region, some of which were concerned about potential interference from IMT stations in neighbouring countries. Since there had not been enough time to discuss the matter, the ad hoc group had suggested that the countries requesting inclusion propose to add their names after having consulted with their neighbouring countries. He did not know the outcome of those consultations. The drafting of footnote 5.6B12 had been a relatively sensitive process, and the introduction of any additional country names would require careful consideration.
22.8	At the request of the Chair, the delegate of the United Arab Emirates, as the convenor of the informal discussions, highlighted the delicate nature of the deliberations under Agenda Item 1.2. A number of names had been submitted at the start of the conference for inclusion in the footnote, and more had been submitted later. The ad hoc group had agreed to include only those names appearing in the footnote in Document 515. He did not know whether those countries currently asking to be included had completed the coordination process with their neighbouring countries. He asked all countries to refrain from requesting the addition of any names at the present time, in order not to upset the compromise reached during the previous two days. 
22.9	The delegate of the Philippines asked that his country’s name be added to the footnote, since it had no neighbouring countries. 
22.10	The Chair urged the Plenary to consider the document before it, without adding any country names. The concerns and requirements of the delegations that had taken the floor would be recorded in the minutes and those delegations could continue the process of coordination and consultation with a view to inclusion of their country names at the next conference. Opening the door to additions at the present time would only create other problems.
22.11	The delegate of Indonesia made the following statement for inclusion in the minutes of the Plenary:
“It was recognized that there are some Region 3 countries requesting to join footnote 5.6B12 but they were unable to do so due to the concern of some administrations. After discussion with the concerned administrations, it was clarified that those Region 3 countries are invited to join the footnote at WRC-27 rather than at WRC-23 due to the time needed to accommodate the necessary preparation of the concerned administrations’ FSS service. This invitation is consistent with recognizing f) of new Resolution COM6/26. It is recognized that the existing provisions in the draft new resolution will be sufficient to protect the FSS and allow its continual use in the future. Therefore, no further studies nor change in the technical conditions are needed when additional countries in Region 3 are added to footnote 5.6B12. The addition of countries to footnote 5.6B12 at WRC-27 would be in accordance with Resolution 26 (Rev.WRC-23).”
22.12	The delegate of China expressed support for Document 515, which reflected the outcome of a very sensitive compromise reflecting wisdom and accommodation from all sides. His delegation had no objections in principle to the addition of further APT country names to footnote 5.6B12, although unfortunately not at the present conference. He expressed regret and sympathy for the countries concerned, adding that he wished to submit the following statement for inclusion in the minutes of the Plenary:
“The frequency bands 6 425-7 025 MHz and 7 025-7 125 MHz are the bands allocated to the mobile service on a primary basis in the Radio Regulations. China supports their identification for IMT. At WRC‑23, China and six other Region 3 countries promoted the identification of the frequency band 6 425-7 025 MHz for IMT in these countries via a footnote. Unfortunately, one administration objected to the inclusion of its neighbouring countries, including China, in the proposed footnote, for reasons that were difficult for China and many other countries to understand. In a spirit of solidarity, mutual understanding and cooperation, China accepted the outcome of this Conference.”
22.13	The delegates of Viet Nam and Thailand associated themselves with the statement made by the delegate of Indonesia and expressed support for the way forward proposed by the Chair.
22.14	The delegate of Japan said that his delegation had no objection to the way forward proposed by the Chair. Japan pointed out that insufficient studies had been conducted for Region 3 for the 6 425-7 025 MHz band for IMT identification and stood ready to collaborate with surrounding countries on further studies to ensure adequate protection of existing systems.
22.15	ADD 5.6B12 was approved.
Article 5 (ADD 5.6C12, MOD Table 6 700-7 250 MHz)
22.16	Approved.
[bookmark: _Hlk155649431]ADD Resolution COM4/7 - Terrestrial component of International Mobile Telecommunications (IMT) within the frequency band 6 425-7 125 MHz
[bookmark: _Hlk155960355]22.17	At the behest of the Chair of Committee 4, the Chair suggested that several purely editorial corrections in Resolution COM4/7 be dealt with directly with the Chair of Committee 7.
22.18	It was so agreed, and ADD Resolution COM4/7 was approved, on that understanding.
ADD Resolution COM4/8 - Studies on possible allocations to the Earth exploration-satellite service (passive) in the bands 4 200-4 400 MHz and 8 400-8 500 MHz 
22.19	Approved.
22.20	The fifty-sixth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B56) (Document 515), subject to the editorial corrections to Resolution COM4/7, was approved on first reading.

23	Fifty-sixth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B56) (Document 515) – second reading
23.1	The fifty-sixth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B56) (Document 515), as amended on first reading, was approved on second reading.
23.2	Referring to the information provided in Document 517, the Chair took it that the following additional agenda item for WRC-27 was also approved on first and second reading:
“to consider possible primary allocations in all Regions to the Earth exploration-satellite service (passive) in the frequency bands 4 200-4 400 MHz and 8 400-8 500 MHz, in accordance with Resolution COM4/8 (WRC-23)”.
23.3	It was so agreed.
23.4	The Chair said that the additional item set out in Document 517 would thus be added to draft new Resolution COM6/23 relating to the agenda for WRC-27.
23.5	The delegate of Mexico expressed gratitude to everyone who had participated in the deliberations on Agenda Item 1.2 (6 GHz). Region 2 administrations in particular had demonstrated great flexibility in reaching an outcome that acknowledged the importance of all services, including the Earth exploration-satellite service (EESS), when modifying the bands considered for IMT identification. 
23.6	The delegate of Cambodia also thanked the facilitators and coordinators of the ad hoc discussions as well as all the participants in the deliberations, in particular those administrations that had agreed not to have their names added to footnote 5.6B12 for the sake of compromise. He regretted that the names of Cambodia’s neighbouring countries in Region 3 could not be added to the footnote and trusted that the 6 GHz band would be open to them at the next WRC.  
23.7	The delegate of Denmark, supported by the delegate of Germany, said that, in approving the document, the conference had fulfilled a dual responsibility: to the world, in setting a course for finding a safe home for EESS (passive) for the measurement of sea surface temperatures, and to communication, in respect of IMT. To that end, with a view to facilitating studies on EESS (passive) and IMT in adjacent bands and arriving at a good decision at WRC-27, he proposed the following text for inclusion in the minutes of the Plenary:
“WRC-23 invites ITU-R to take due account of the possible allocation at WRC-27 to the Earth exploration-satellite (passive) service in the frequency bands 4 200-4 400 MHz and 8 400-8 500 MHz while conducting the sharing and compatibility studies for the terrestrial component of IMT in the adjacent bands 4 400-4 800 MHz and 7 125-8 400.”
23.8	The delegates of Slovenia and Saudi Arabia echoed the appreciation expressed by previous speakers to all countries in all regions for their work and cooperation to enable agreement on a very difficult agenda item.
23.9	The observer for the World Meteorological Organization expressed gratitude to all the parties involved in reaching a conclusion on Agenda Item 1.2. The adoption by the conference of new Resolution COM4/8 for a potential EESS allocation at WRC-27 provided a lifeline for the measurement of sea surface temperatures.
23.10	The Chair thanked the Chair of Committee 4 and all the delegations working on Agenda Item 1.2 for their hard work. He especially appreciated the support of, and cooperation between, all regional groups.  

24	Note to the Plenary from the ad hoc group of Committee 4 (resumed) (Document 516(Rev.1))
24.1	The Chair of Committee 4 recalled that during the earlier consideration of Document 516(Rev.1), which related to Agenda Item 1.5, some issues had been raised about the removal of certain country names from a particular footnote. It was his understanding that, following consultations among the relevant parties, the concerns had been alleviated to some extent and that the Plenary could proceed with consideration of the document.
24.2	The Chair invited the meeting to resume its consideration of Document 516(Rev.1).

Article 5 (MOD Table 460-890 MHz)

24.3	Approved.

ADD 5.15A

24.4	The delegate of the United Arab Emirates, reporting on the consultations conducted on Agenda Item 1.5, said that agreement had been reached to add Türkiye in footnote 5.15A. However, despite coordination efforts, it had unfortunately not been possible to add other country names. He urged countries not to insist, as any further changes would break the delicate compromise on the very important agenda item. 
24.5	ADD 5.15A, as amended, was approved. 
Article 5 (ADD 5.15 B, ADD 5.15 C, MOD 5.294, MOD 5.296, MOD 5.300, MOD 5.317A, 2.XX); MOD Resolution 224 (Rev. WRC-19); MOD Resolution 235 (Rev. WRC-15)
24.6	Approved. 
24.7	Document 516 (Rev.1) was approved on first and second readings. 
24.8	The Chair expressed his appreciation to all those who had worked on the very difficult agenda item, especially the delegates of the United Arab Emirates and the Islamic Republic of Iran.
24.9	The delegate of Nigeria said that he was pleased that a conclusion to which all could adhere, albeit perhaps tentatively, had finally been reached. However, the practice of countries blocking others from adding their name to footnotes for no apparent technical reason, which had happened in connection with agenda items other than Agenda Item 8, was unacceptable and must be addressed once and for all. The aim should be to identify solutions suitable for every administration, to which end working methods and processes must be reviewed. 
24.10	Speaking also on behalf of Chad, Libya, Mauritania, Gambia, Senegal, Sudan and Türkiye, he delivered the following statement:
“The co-signing administrations proposed to have an allocation to the mobile service on a primary basis with IMT identification in the band 614-694 MHz and to be included in No. 5.15B at WRC‑23.
Due to time constraints and the concerns from certain administrations to add the names of the above administrations to No. 5.15B, the country names were either removed from or not added to the primary footnote 5.15B. 
However, the administrations co-signing this declaration have serious concerns due to the objection of certain countries without any technical basis and despite other administrations with similar positions being added to the same footnote. In addition, such objection did not consider the multiple conditions for protection of broadcasting services in neighbouring countries that were added in addition to the GE06 Agreement.
The co-signing administrations declared the needs and the plan for immediate or timely implementation of IMT systems under the mobile service in their countries considering the technical conditions agreed in No. 5.15B at WRC-23.  In addition, the co-signing administrations emphasized the requirement to add their names to the related footnote on the allocation to the mobile service on a primary basis and identification for IMT systems in the band 614-694 MHz at WRC‑27.”
24.11	The delegate of Mauritania said that, as a co-signatory of the above statement on the addition of country names to footnotes on a primary basis for IMT, Mauritania considered that the frequency bands in question constituted a golden opportunity for developing countries to provide quality services across the entire territory of a country, and developed countries should facilitate access to those bands so that less privileged nations could benefit from them.
24.12	The delegate of Italy made the following statement:
“In Agenda Item 1.5 concerning the use of the 470-694 MHz band, a proposal was submitted for allocating the band to the secondary mobile service in a footnote, which Italy had asked to join. In the document submitted to the Plenary for approval, Italy was excluded from inclusion in the above-mentioned note.
Following the indications of the Chair regarding not re-opening the discussion, no change was allowed and the document was approved maintaining the exclusion of Italy.
Italy regrets the course of action that has resulted. At the same time, it declares its full willingness to address the concerns of the opposing countries, so that these can be resolved and Italy can apply for inclusion in a future WRC.”
25	Third report from Committee 4 to the Plenary (Document 465)
25.1	The Chair of Committee 4 introduced Document 465, which contained the following text concerning Agenda Item 1.1 for approval in conjunction with Document 472 and inclusion in the minutes of the Plenary:
“WRC-15, WRC-19 and WRC-23 could not reach agreement on the issue of the need for protection and the associated conditions of AMS/MMS stations operation in international airspace and waters in the 4 800-4 990 MHz band from IMT stations operating on national territories. Due to diverging views with regard to the relevance of a pfd criterion to protect AMS/MMS, its value, conditions and the frequency band for its application, no solution could be reached to resolve this issue and therefore the conference decided to keep the regulatory and technical conditions in No. 5.441B unchanged. The conference also decided not to continue further studies in this regard.”
25.2	It was so agreed, and Document 465 was approved. 
26	Thirty-ninth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B39) (Document 472)
26.1	The Chair of the Editorial Committee introduced Document 472. 
26.2	The Chair invited the meeting to consider Document 472.
Article 5 (MOD Table 4 800-5 250 MHz)
26.3	Approved.
Article 5 (MOD 5.441B)
26.4	The Chairman of Committee 4 said that he had omitted to remove Mauritius and Mozambique from the footnote before Document 472 had been submitted to the Editorial Committee. 
26.5	The delegate of Nigeria said that his country’s name should also be removed from the footnote. 
26.6	The delegate of Mauritius praised the efforts made to enable the removal of country names from the footnote.  
26.7	Article 5 (MOD 5.441B), as amended, was approved. 
MOD Resolution 223 (Rev.WRC-19)
26.8	The delegate of Lithuania said that the compatibility studies between the MSS and IMT in the so-called L-band had been concluded and the relevant Report and Recommendation had been developed. Accordingly, invites the ITU Radiocommunication Sector 1, which was not related to Agenda Items 1.1 and 1.2, could be deleted. 
26.9	The Chair of Committee 4 confirmed that the relevant Recommendation had been adopted by ITU-R Study Groups 4 and 5, and agreed that invites the ITU Radiocommunication Sector 1 could be deleted. The delegates of the United Arab Emirates and the Islamic Republic of Iran endorsed that view. 
26.10	Following a comment from the delegate of Nigeria, the Secretary of the Plenary explained that any square brackets in the document concerned references to resolutions which would be updated in the light of the decisions of the conference, at which point the square brackets would be removed editorially. 
26.11	MOD Resolution 223 (Rev. WRC-19), as amended, was approved. 
26.12	The thirty-ninth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B39) (Document 472), as amended, was approved.
27	Thirty-ninth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B39) – second reading (Document 472)
27.1	The thirty-ninth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B39) (Document 472), as amended on first reading, was approved on second reading.
27.2	The delegate of France, after thanking the Chairs of Committee 4, Working Group 4A and Sub-Group A1 as well as the convenor of the ad hoc discussions for their guidance and hard work on the very complex Agenda Item 1.1, delivered the following statement on behalf of the CEPT countries:
“WRC-23 investigated possible measures to address, in the frequency band 4 800-4 990 MHz, the protection of AMS and MMS stations located in international airspace and waters from other stations located within national territories and to review the pfd criteria in No. 5.441B (see Resolution 223 (WRC-19)).
In response to Agenda Item 1.1, the possibility of relaxing pfd limits in No. 5.441B and removing the countries’ exemption in Resolution 223 (WRC-19) has been examined during WRC-23, but could not be adopted. The decision of WRC-23 to retain the initial pfd limit confirms that pfd is the only adequate measure to enable the protection of AMS and MMS stations located in international airspace and waters and their continued operation, although it its regrettable that the exemption could not be removed, which may lead to interference in some international airspace and waters.”
27.3	The delegates of Canada and Spain supported that statement. 
27.4	The delegate of Nigeria delivered the following statement on behalf of the Administrations of Cameroun, Cote D’Ivoire, Benin, Brazil, Ghana, Gambia, Mauritius, Mozambique, Nigeria, Somalia, Tanzania, Kenya, the Russian Federation and Mexico:
“The above-mentioned countries would like to express their concern with the unacceptable conditions in No. 5.441B, namely the pfd criterion, that were imposed on IMT stations in national territories to protect non-internationally recognized AMS and MMS mobile stations operating in international airspace and waters, respectively. In our view, these conditions are not justified since there is a common understanding that no country has jurisdiction over the use of spectrum in international airspace and waters, nor does any frequency plan exist that could provide international recognition of such AMS and MMS stations. 
The existence of a pfd criterion for IMT stations in No. 5.441B is not consistent with the regulatory approach implemented in the Radio Regulations for other bands identified for IMT, which are also used by AMS and MMS systems. 
Due to no agreement being reached by WRC-23 on Agenda Item 1.1 with regard to the necessity for protection of AMS and MMS stations operating in international airspace and waters, respectively, these countries reserve the right to implement IMT systems in the 4 800 – 4 990 MHz band in national territories, consistent with the sovereign right of each State to regulate its telecommunications, as reflected in the Preamble of the ITU Constitution, while respecting the international rights, as provided in RR Article 8.1, of neighbouring countries.”
27.5	The delegate of Viet Nam said that his administration had been among those following the issue of No. 5.441B for a number of years. It had been seeking the regulatory conditions to support the development of IMT in the 4 800-4 990 MHz band taking into account the operation of internationally recognized stations in the aeronautical and maritime mobile services located outside the national territory of any country. The frequency band would give administrations the flexibility to select the bands identified for IMT according to their own circumstances. Regrettably, however, the situation had not improved after three conferences. He supported the statement made by Nigeria.
[bookmark: _Hlk155913048]27.6	 The delegate of Cuba said that Cuba also supported the statement made by Nigeria.

28	Fifty-first series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B51) (resumed) (Document 502(Rev.1)) 
28.1	Noting that the Plenary had now taken decisions on the outstanding items 1.2 (6 GHz) and 1.5, the Chair invited the meeting to resume its consideration of Document 502(Rev.1).
28.2	The Chair of the Editorial Committee recalled that there remained two draft new resolutions for approval in the document. 
ADD Resolution COM6/23 (WRC-23) – Agenda for the 2027 world radiocommunication conference
28.3	The Director of BR confirmed that the new WRC-27 Agenda Item corresponding to Resolution COM4/8 (WRC-23), which had already been approved by the Plenary in its consideration of Documents 515 and 517, would be added to Resolution COM6/23 by the Editorial Committee as item 1.19. 
28.4	On that understanding, ADD Resolution COM6/23 (WRC-23) was approved.
[bookmark: _Toc35789443][bookmark: _Toc35857140][bookmark: _Toc35877775][bookmark: _Toc35963719][bookmark: _Toc39649640]ADD Resolution COM6/25 (WRC-23) – Preliminary agenda for the 2031 world radiocommunication conference
28.5	The Director of BR confirmed that the new Agenda Item corresponding to Resolution 235 (Rev. WRC-23), which had already been approved by the Plenary in its consideration of Document 516(Rev.1), would be added to Resolution COM6/25 by the Editorial Committee as item 2.14. 
28.6	On that understanding, ADD Resolution COM6/25 (WRC-23) was approved.
28.7	The fifty-first series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B51) (Document 502(Rev.1)), as amended, was approved.

29	Fifty-first series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B51) – second reading (Document 502(Rev.1))
29.1	The fifty-first series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B51) (Document 502(Rev.1)), as amended on first reading, was approved on second reading.
29.2	The delegate of Canada delivered the following statement:
“Now that we have addressed future agenda items for both 2027 and 2031, Canada makes the following statement addressing our concerns.
Canada, like many other countries, came to this conference to work towards the goals and objectives of the ITU – to connect the unconnected, to support sustainable development and to base our decisions on technical, engineering and regulatory expertise.
However, we have seen some things that cause us concern.
We have seen different procedures applied for a single item – the study of Article 22 epfd limits. On this item only, which could have the potential to improve spectrum efficiency, equitable access and connectivity, more time was allowed for preventing discussion than for actually discussing the substance of the document.
We have seen an expanding role for the regional heads. We are a body of individual Member States. While the regional heads perform a crucial and valuable role in helping to manage and guide the meeting, and to facilitate discussions on difficult topics, they do not have the authority to make decisions on behalf of all Member States. The regional heads are not the highest level of the conference, the Plenary of Member States is, and must continue to be, the highest level. 
Finally, we have seen tremendous difficulty with general discussions around Agenda Item 10. We saw this clearly in the lack of discussion at the working group or committee level on the selection of frequency bands to be considered for future IMT identification. As a result, bands have been chosen that have been studied before, or that have little possibility for success.
In the context of Agenda Item 10, despite best efforts and intentions, there have been process and procedural issues, lack of discussion, lack of consideration for the ability to manage future workload and clear linkages being made between the progress of agenda items at this current conference and the adoption of future agenda items. We hope that, together, we will work to develop a more considered and inclusive process to address Agenda Item 10 for future conferences.”
29.3	The delegates of Germany, Spain and Switzerland endorsed that statement and hoped that it would be taken seriously by administrations to improve processes throughout the next study cycle. It was important to learn from the experience of WRC-23 so as to improve procedures and increase efficiency. 
29.4	The delegate of France said that France associated itself with the statement by Canada. Although his administration was satisfied with the compromises reached, more time must be given in future conferences to work through difficulties with respect to such sensitive issues and frequency bands.
29.5	The delegate of Brazil expressed appreciation for the work accomplished at all levels of Committee 6 on Agenda Item 10 and the role of the regional heads in eliciting the agreements and decisions of the plenary meeting. In his view, the agenda item had been handled with remarkable efficiency and the objective of having agendas for WRC-27 and WRC-31 had been met. Although the results might not be agreeable to all, it was important to move forward.
29.6	The Chair, noting that the conference had now completed all the items on its agenda, expressed special gratitude and sincere appreciation on behalf of the conference to the Chair of the Editorial Committee and his team for their tireless work.
29.7	The Chair of Committee 7 thanked all those who had participated in the Editorial Committee, notably the vice-chairs. The highest praise was due, however, to the ITU secretariat team, not least the translators and operators both on site and in Geneva, who had worked day and night in the committee and behind the scenes to prepare the huge volume of documents in all languages. 
29.8	The delegate of Switzerland expressed particular thanks to the Chair of Committee 7 and wished him every success in his retirement.
29.9	The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran, in his capacity as chair of the interregional informal group, extended his heartfelt gratitude to all the chairs of the committees and for their hard work and efforts. They had been selected as being the best of the best, and so they had proved to be. 

30	Statement by the Chair of RRB
30.1	The Chair of the Radio Regulations Board expressed his deepest appreciation to all delegates for their spirit of collaboration and thanked Mr Arasteh for his guidance and expertise. He expressed his gratitude to the ITU Secretary-General, the Director of BR and the Bureau for their support to the RRB. He delivered the statement reproduced in Annex B.

31	Statement by a delegation
31.1	The delegate of Samoa emphasized the importance of ensuring reliable connectivity for small island developing States and delivered the statement reproduced in Annex C.

32	Deadline for the deposit of declarations and reservations
32.1	The Secretary of the Plenary said that, in accordance with Document 435 (Final days of the conference), the deadline for the submission of declarations and reservations would be 1900 hours, Dubai time.
32.2	It was so agreed.

The meeting rose at 1555 hours.
The Secretary-General:		The Chair:
D. BOGDAN-MARTIN	M. AL RAMSI


[bookmark: _Hlk155792970]Original: English

ANNEX A
Statement by the delegate of Botswana
							
The Administration of Botswana would like to express its heartfelt gratitude for the opportunity given to Botswana to serve this august gathering of the WRC-23. 
Botswana extends its sincere appreciation to SADC and ATU for having confidence in us, as they rendered support to Botswana to serve as chair of Committee 2, through the capable hands of Ms Basebi Mosinyi. 
We hope and believe that our contribution will go a long way in shaping ITU to better serve its Member States. 
Botswana is committed to ensuring rational and equitable use of spectrum resources. 
Botswana is a large country with a very small population density, making it a challenge to easily connect the population. However, we have benefited immensely from the work of ITU in terms of harmonization, enabling us to use different frequency resources suitable for our environment while obtaining the benefits of global economies of scale. 
Mr Chair, 
We once again reiterate our gratitude and congratulate you for your success in delivering such a fruitful WRC‑23. 



[bookmark: _Hlk155623099]Original: Arabic

ANNEX B
Statement by the Chair of the Radio Regulations Board

Thank you, Chair.
Her Excellency the Secretary-General of the International Telecommunication Union (ITU),
Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau (BR),
God’s blessings upon you all,
Chair, I take the floor at this session to congratulate you on the successful and efficient conclusion of WRC-23 and to express to you my sincere gratitude for your work to secure the approval of Document 494, relating to the Report by the Radio Regulations Board to WRC-23 on Resolution 80 (Rev.WRC-07).
The members of the Radio Regulations Board wish to present their sincere thanks to you and to all the distinguished Member States and administrations. We also thank everyone who contributed in one way or another to the Board’s report to the conference. Those contributions led to numerous discussions, at which delegates made many valuable statements, reflecting the extent of the interest in the issues raised in the report.
The constructive suggestions presented by delegations, and their cooperation with the Board during the discussions, was one of the key tools in developing high-quality, practical solutions to many points and had a significant influence on securing the adoption of the report presented to the conference. For this you are all owed thanks.
Chair, the members of the Radio Regulations Board convey their thanks, respect and appreciation to the Secretary-General, the Director of BR and the staff of BR for the full support that they provided during all meetings of the Board.
At this opportunity, allow me, through you, Chair, to express profound thanks and appreciation to Mr Arasteh on behalf of all the members of the Board. We greatly appreciate the time and effort that he put in, in addition to his vast experience in providing important and valuable suggestions and practical solutions to help overcome many of the challenges and difficulties faced, not only with regard to several areas of the Board’s report, but also in relation to various items on the agenda of WRC-23.
Through you, Chair, the members of the Radio Regulations Board offer their sincere thanks and appreciation to Mr Wengryniuk who had the tricky task of chairing SWG 5C2, which was responsible for discussing the most challenging items on the agenda, in particular agenda item 7, the report of the Director of BR and the report of the Radio Regulations Board. Thanks to Mr Wengryniuk’s extensive experience, he was able to deal with various issues with dedication, a positive attitude and a wise guiding hand, which enabled him to complete all the tasks assigned to him to an excellent, professional standard and in record time. This great achievement on several difficult topics and sensitive agenda items would not have been possible without his exceptional skills, his positive attitude and his warm demeanour and without the support of the distinguished members.
Chair, through you I invite the meeting and the distinguished participants to loudly applaud Mr Wengryniuk and to thank him for his excellent work.
Lastly, I wish to remind you all that we will continue to work to support the interests of the Radiocommunication Sector in all its forms. We are well aware that we will have much to do over the coming period.
Thank you, Chair, and apologies for the length of my statement.


Original: English
Annex C
Statement by the delegate of Samoa

Your Excellency Mr Chair,
Secretary-General,
Elected officials, 
Ladies and gentlemen,
First and foremost, I give credit where it is due, to the Almighty for the strength, wisdom and guidance rendered to each and every one of us throughout the four weeks in which we have engaged tirelessly in several meetings and deliberations which in turn has led to this meeting taking decisions on consensus and as a result of hard/delicate compromises. 
Mr Chair, on behalf of the Government of Samoa, we would like to thank the Government of the United Arab Emirates and its people for their hospitality and kind generosity in hosting this World Radiocommunication Conference 2023.   Furthermore, we would like to thank the ITU secretariat, including the interpreters, for their dedication and hard work in ensuring the success of this conference. 
As my minister stated in his address at the opening plenary, Samoa is a small island developing State and we are faced with numerous challenges and issues that require efficient management and allocation of spectrum, recognizing the specific needs of being small and surrounded by vast oceans. 
As you can appreciate, Samoa’s livelihood depends on having reliable connectivity through satellite communication services. Any interference with these satellites would result in losing connectivity within the country and with the outside world. 
The frequencies allocated to satellite services are used in Samoa for many applications, including commercial or non-commercial, which enables land, sea and air transportation, monitoring of Earth resources, advanced weather information, and climate-change mitigation. 
Therefore, Samoa and other island States need to safeguard their existing use of spectrum bands such as C, L, Ku and Ka. 
It’s essential, Mr Chair, that we recognize the island States' needs globally and ensure that necessary protection measures are in place. In this conference, decisions were taken on agenda items related to IMT identification in the 6 GHz bands where an e.i.r.p mask level was adopted that may undermine the protection required for satellite receivers. Such a decision will have an enormous impact on having reliable satellite connectivity for the island States.    
Mr Chair, as I conclude, I would like to thank the Network of Women for its welcome and mentoring, as this is my first conference; I have met and connected with some incredible women and I look forward to great things ahead from now. I would also like to especially thank Samoa’s special adviser, Mr Bashir Patel, for his wealth of expertise, commitment and guidance through this maze of agenda items. And finally, Mr Chair, I would like to thank you for your patience and leadership during this conference. Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to address this plenary meeting. Furthermore I would kindly request for this statement to be reflected in the minutes of this plenary. I wish your good self and everyone in this meeting a safe and blessed festive season ahead. 
Thank you, Mr Chair.
______________
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