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Scope of the advance publication








Section I of Article S9 of WRC-95 Final Acts defines the scope of advance publication in this procedure as for information purpose and as a way to minimize any difficulties that might otherwise arise during the coordination stage (S9.5bis).


Paragraph S9.2 allows, at the coordination stage, or at the notification stage when coordination is not necessary, modifications of all the parameters indicated in the advance publication, except the frequency bands in all cases, and the service area in the case of NGSO satellites.


WRC-95 has maintained the status of the advance publication in that it is starting a time period of six months which is used in establishing seniority rights for the assignments which are part of a satellite network. This is because the date of receipt by the Radiocommunication Bureau of the Appendix S4 information for coordination or notification cannot be sooner than the date of receipt of the advance publication information plus six months (S9.1).


WRC-95 has also requested the Radiocommunication Sector to study the conditions for recommencing the procedures for the advance publication of information and to present the results of its investigations to the CPM-97 (Resolution 48). A separate contribution has been provided to SCRPM/SC-1 by Luxembourg and the United Kingdom on this subject.


The question arises whether this procedure is really necessary, in view of the additional delays it introduces in the process. Three options are avaible as regards the treatment of advance publication:





1. 	keep it as it is, with both contents and status unchanged,


2.	simplify its contents, but keep its status (i.e. starting a six month period establishing seniority rights)


3.	delete it all together.





Many contributions to SC-4/5 have proposed to simplify its contents, which is supported by this administration in the case of GSO networks and NGSO networks subject to Resolution 46.


This contribution provides a rationale in favour of keeping the status of API unchanged, i.e. in support of option 2 rather than option 3.





1. 	Advance publication : area of network identification





1.1. 	The concepts for advance publication and coordination/notification are different : the advance publication relates to a network or a satellite system, while coordination and notification relate to frequency assignments to stations in this network or system. 


In the current radio regulations, the advance publication is the only regulatory action and the only publication which relates to the network or the system as such. It is to this network or system, for which advance publication gives identity, that coordinated or notified frequency assignments will refer subsequently.


It therefore seems necessary to keep this network identification, which under the current or simplified procedures is guaranteed only by the advance publication.





1.2. 	Conceived as the origin of the network identification, it is consistent that the advance publication should constitute the origin of the network, and the point from which seniority rights are established, and to which reference is made under S11.44/RR 1550 to terminate a paper network, rather than terminate each assignment in a paper network.





2. Advance publication : means to reduce coordination difficulties





2.1.	The advance publication status as currently in force helps avoiding congestion of the ITU system by paper satellites, in that many satellite networks never go beyond the API stage. The final seniority rights being estbalished by sending the Appendix S4 coordination/notification information, if the advance publication is deleted, it would be necessary to coordinate with all published networks.





2.2	The advance publication gives information before network characteristics are fixed. In allowing for other countries objections and for initiating discussions to ensure compatibility, it gives the possibility to an operator to modify its network parameters to facilitate future coordination. It therefore appears important as a step to keep flexibility in the modification of the networks characteristics between the advance publication and the coordination, without loss of seniority.





2.3	By the information it provides on other administrations projects, the advance publication allows  other administrations to take these projects into account in the design of their own projects not yet published.





2.4. 	For those NGSO satellite networks which are not subject to Resolution 46, there is no coordination procedure. In this case, where only advance publication and notification are to be applied, deletion of the advance publication status would mean that no possibility of discussion to solve potential interference problems prior to notification would exist anymore.





3.	Simplification of the contents of the API





Since in the case of GSO satellite networks, API information is superseded by coordination information, it seems reasonable in this case to leave in the API only that information which cannot be changed without recommencing the process. Simplification of API in this case should therefore rely on the outcome of the studies undertaken in response to Resolution 48.


In the case of those NGSO satellite networks which are not subject to Resolution 46, API is the only information available prior to recording in the master register, and the current level of information should be retained, as a minimum.





4.	Conclusion





It seems necessary to maintain the advance publication and associated status, for the following reasons : in identifying the network, it constitutes the point of reference to which the subsequent procedure will refer (coordination, notification, lapse of the netwotk under S11.44/RR 1550) ; moreover, instead of rendering this procedure more complex, it facilitates its process.


If simplification ofthe content of the API was decided, this simplification should only apply to GSO networks and to NGSO networks for which Resolution 46 applies. I could then be based on the outcome of the studies on Resolution 48.
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