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Introduction

1.  The satellite filing process can be divided in to three stages;

Advance publication,

Coordination, and 

Notification.

The identification and understanding of issues arising at each of these three stages will assist in formulating alternative processes. 

2.  At each stage of the process data is supplied to the ITU for the proposed network, either in paper or electronic form; the amount of data will vary considerably due to a number of factors, including that required by the Radio Regulations.

3.  The treatment of data supplied to the ITU in each stage follows a similar process;

Data validation and capture,

Technical and regulatory examination, and

Publication.

4.  The validation process necessarily has to precede the data capture process to avoid nugatory work. It is estimated that over 90% of submissions have errors needing correction. Such large numbers of incorrect submissions has so far not been helped by the lack of appropriate tools for use in validating the preparation of data for submission to the BR. As at the end of  November 1999 there was a backlog of some 520 filings in the validation process and 240 filings in the data capture process.

5.  Following data capture (of validated data) technical and regulatory examination is carried out by the BR. This can be a lengthy process, and includes computer processing e.g. to verify PFD and to establish coordination requirements. This examination process is not completely computerised and requires manual intervention. This process can take several weeks. As at end of November1999, the backlog in this area was around 420 filings.

6.  The amount of data published by the BR can vary between a few pages to several hundred pages for each network.

Summary of issues

7. The issues identified may be summarised as follows;

· Type and amount of data required by the RRs for inclusion in submissions to the BR, and its impact on the BR workload. 

· Submission of incorrect data from operators and administrations requiring BR corrections to over 90% of submissions.

· No specific tools available so far for operators or administrations to validate the data in their submissions.

· Time taken by the BR in the validation and capture of data for subsequent technical and regulatory examination.

· The possibility of completely computerised examination, without manual intervention. 

· The need to publish hundreds of pages of data resulting from the examination.  

7.  Other issues may be identified which can be added to this list.

8.  An understanding of these issues  is an essential prerequisite to considering any effective solutions. It will also help to identify issues as short, medium or long term. This should assist in determining the time lines for their resolution. 
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