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NEEDS OF SATELLITE OPERATORS

As efforts are made to formulate a “rescue package” to handle the current backlog, we suggest that the ITU staff also be encouraged not to lose sight of several basic continuing requirements.
An operating entity, whether an administration or satellite operator, has three sets of basic objectives which are not well met by the current coordination software, procedures and data bases.  These are: the need for software for filing preparation which flags potential errors in real time; the need to know characteristics of networks proposed by other administrations without waiting years for the publication cycle; and the need to find easily any filing which has overlapping frequency bands, overlapping service areas, and priority of date with respect to the filing of its own system.

The operating entity needs:

1)  software tools to simplify preparation of technically correct filings.

Rules for different frequency bands, regions, services and graphics are currently spread through different segments of the Radio Regulations, preface and circular letters. A substantial amount of ITU staff time apparently is occupied in asking administrations to clarify and correct filings.  Administrations need software which will simplify preparation of technically correct filings.  The Space Capture software is a significant improvement over earlier versions  but urgently needs modification to allow correction of any errors or to flag data not in accordance with the RRs, such as pfd limits, before the filing is submitted. This should also be used if pending paper coordination requests were to be resubmitted in electronic files.

2)  to know which filings have been submitted, whether or not they have been published by the ITU.

A number of options might be considered to make unreviewed filings pending with ITU available in real time electronically; such approaches should facilitate a simplified review process by the BR.

3)  to know which existing filings are co-frequency, co-coverage, and ahead of its network in time.

While this may be a longer term issue, the increased computerization of records and the data base structure chosen by the ITU has complicated rather than simplified coordination assessments. In particular, the databases provide fine detail rather than an overall picture, and the on-line databases are not consistently accurate and are not consistently updated.

While the BR has made great strides in recent years, further improvements in the currently-available software and databases will be necessary.  The following are examples of specific shortfalls that should be addressed:

· API publications give no indication of whether frequencies are intended for uplink or downlink (Appendix S4 currently mandates the provision of transmission/reception indicator,  B2, only for non-geostationary networks not subject to coordination).

· Coordination Special Sections list Administrations for coordination, but not networks.

· The records on the Space CD appear complete, but have not consistently included the administrations identified by the ITU for coordination, nor has the CD included ITU comments on filings.

· The Space CD is only produced twice a year.

· On line databases are not consistently updated (most of the SNL lists have not been updated since December 1998 and list 10 has not been updated since 28 September 1999). The operating entities find these lists to be very useful, particularly in electronic (dBase) form.

· A compilation of suppressed filings is not available.

· The online database allows a sort of filings by frequency range, but online coverage contours although appearing authoritative cannot be relied on as accurate (the Space CD does not appear to have these errors). 

· The dates on which specific frequency assignments were filed cannot be established easily in the electronic SRS database.

· Coordination requests for relocated space stations are not consistently identified in List 10.

· Online Graphics linkage problem ---  coverage areas may or may not be accurate (do not match indicated network).

· Queries in the SNS online system are not downloadable to a readily usable formatted database file. (The IWROCKET software provided by the BR to be of help in downloading the queries is not usable and, in many cases, not able to even be installed.)

· Using the online service, one can retrieve from the ITU database a list of FSS filings by orbital positions and publications, but:

-the stated WIC date appears to be that of the most recent filing. As the ITU moves away from distributing copies on paper, it will be harder to establish the sequence of filings for a particular network, which frequencies were published when, and find the filing on which the “protection date” is based;

-the dates now are not in a format which can be readily sorted;

-protection dates are not always shown for N filings;

-it is not easy to determine whether N filings are recorded (WIC Part 2), or pending

examination;

-no general indication of frequency band is given, in contrast to the previous SNL publications.

____________

M:\BRDIR\DMU\Information Exchange Mtg\usa2.doc
13.01.00
13.01.00
M:\BRDIR\DMU\Information Exchange Mtg\usa2.doc
13.01.00
13.01.00

