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Chairman ITU-R Study Group 8

Application of the alternative approval procedure

Resolution ITU-R 5-3 states in its resolves 3:


‘ that, as early as possible in the study period beginning in 2000, the Study Groups shall identify which of their Questions, if any, are suitable for approval by the alternative procedure according to Resolution ITU-R 45. Identification of Questions using this procedure is subject to being approved, without opposition, by correspondence.


This approval procedure........ etc, etc.’

This resolution ITU-R 5-3 refers in its considering b) to Resolution 82 of the Plenipotentiary Conference (Minneapolis, 1998); this Resolution 82 states in its resolves:


‘ that Nos. 246A and 246B of the Convention shall not be used for questions and recommendations having policy or regulatory implications such as:

· questions and recommendations approved by the Radiocommunication Sector relevant to the work of the radiocommunication conferences, and other categories of questions and recommendations that may be decided by the radiocommunication assembly;

· etc....’

During its meeting, held 30 and 31 October 2000, Study Group 8 reviewed the conclusions of its working parties, being that no Question of the category S1, 2 or 3 within their mandate could be identified as “/AP”.  The main reason for this conclusion was that any proposal made for such identification met with opposition, as it was argued that all the Questions being proposed for “/AP” contained issues having policy or regulatory implications. 

When debating the matter within Study Group 8, a number of delegations indicated once more their view that all the Questions being proposed for “/AP” contained issues having policy or regulatory implications. However, other delegations supported proposals for identification of certain Questions for “/AP”, as they could not see any policy or regulatory implications. Therefore, due to lack of consensus, the Study Group could not identify any Question for “/AP”.

Study Group 8 concluded that further work, according to agreed guidelines, would be necessary, before any Question could be identified for “/AP”. 

The following guidelines were agreed on:

· redrafting of the Questions (possibly into one or more Question(s)), such to avoid issues in the Questions which could contain regulatory or policy implications;

· review preliminary draft new / revised Recommendations (possibly into one or more Recommendation(s)) such to avoid these to contain issues having regulatory or policy implications;

· observe that Recommendations are an exact response to the Question concerned. 

· revise a Question, at the moment a Recommendation in response to it, is adopted.

Furthermore, it was commented that identification of a Question as “/AP”, does not yet dictate that the resulting Recommendation shall also be approved according to the alternative approval procedure, as the decision on the approval procedure has to be taken, when the draft Recommendation becomes available for adoption by the study group (see Resolution ITU-R 45). 

Study Group 8 concluded that there is lack of consensus among the administrations participating in the work of Study Group 8, on the interpretation of the words ‘any policy or regulatory implications’. Study Group 8 has the impression that such lack of consensus is also existing within other study groups.

It was concluded within Study Group 8, that there is a need to have within the study groups, common criteria in evaluating whether a Question can be identified for the Alternative Approval Procedure. 

Therefore the RAG is asked to advise on the problem of identification of Questions for “/AP”, and, where possible, to develop evaluation criteria, common for the study groups.

___________________
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