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World Radiocommunication Conference Process 
(Resolution 80, Minneapolis, 1998)

Introduction

The Plenipotentiary Conference (Minneapolis, 1998) instructed the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau to study, with advice from the Radiocommunication Advisory Group, ways of improving the preparations for, and the structure and organization of, world radiocommunication conferences, for consideration by WRC-2000 (Resolution 80, Minneapolis, 1998).

In Document RAG99-1/8 the United Kingdom made a number of proposals for improving the preparations for WRCs. These proposals should be considered again in the light of experience of the preparations for WRC-2000, and in order to advise the conference accordingly.

Review the need for CPM-2

It is proposed that this be carried out as follows:

1)
assess the extent of improvements to the draft CPM Report made by CPM-2;

2)
estimate the significance of these changes to the outcome of WRC-2000;

3)
identify any other advantages and disadvantages in holding CPM-2;

4)
relate this to the cost of CPM-2 and the total man-days involved in CPM-2.

In assessing the extent of improvements to the draft CPM Report, improvements related to the updating of information should not be considered, since if CPM-2 were eliminated the compilation of the Report would take place at the same time as the CPM-2 would be held, but it would be produced in the same way as the draft CPM Report is currently produced. This would allow for the latest information to be included, as well as the results of any studies up to this time (in effect allowing an extra six months for study). It is assumed that if CPM-2 were to be abolished, there would be no other change to the current procedure for producing the CPM Report. What is now the draft CPM Report would simply become the Final CPM Report.

CPM-2 also serves the purpose of informing those who have not been involved in the preparatory process to become acquainted with some of the issues, through the observance of the discussions on proposals for changes to the draft text. This advantage needs to be evaluated against other methods of achieving the same objective. 

CPM-2 also permits a wider involvement in the discussion of the issues and at a higher level than in the preparatory groups, and it would be important not to lose this opportunity. 

For example, Resolution 72 (WRC-97), which was endorsed by Resolution 80 (Minneapolis, 1998), instructs the Director of BR and requested the Director of BDT to consult regional organizations on the means by which assistance can be given to their preparations for future world radiocommunication conferences in the following areas:

•
organization of regional preparatory meetings;

•
information sessions;

•
development of coordination methods;

•
identification of major issues;

•
facilitation of regional and interregional meetings;

•
convergence of interregional views on major issues.

One such possibility could, therefore, be for BR, together with regional organizations, and the ITU regional offices, to organize information sessions, once the CPM Report is available, to explain the issues and identify major points of contention. Members of other regional organizations could be invited to give their views. 

Avoid creating new task groups or joint task groups

Joint task groups are inevitably attended by the same persons who attend the relevant working parties. The interval between meetings is so short that most contributions do not appear until the start of a joint task group meeting. A recent example is JTG 4-9-11, which was attended by most regular members of WP 4A, WP 4-9S and WP 10-11S. The JTG inevitably divided its work into elements, which are within the purview of the three working parties. There was consequently little benefit of meeting jointly. Assigning the preparatory work for a specific issue to a single working party, rather than to a new task group or joint task group, would avoid this unnecessary burden. This principle has been adopted previously but has not been applied to any extent in practice.

Allow eight months between working party meetings

The development of CPM text elements requires a minimum of three meetings of the group concerned. Assuming the time allowed for work between two WRCs will be 24 months, then the average interval between successive meetings should be eight months. Allowing six months for study should allow contributions to be made available to BR in electronic form, well before the current seven day deadline.

Relationship of the Radiocommunication Assembly and WRC

The 1998 Plenipotentiary Conference gave the possibility of disassociating the Radiocommunication Assembly from WRC. This creates, for example, the possibility of combining the Radiocommunication Assembly with CPM-2, if CPM-2 were to be retained. Besides the financial savings (assuming both occur during a two-week period), it would allow for the more timely approval of ITU-R Recommendations required by the forthcoming WRC, and for the CPM Report to be able to refer to approved ITU-R Recommendations rather than draft Recommendations.
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