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1.	Introduction





An Email message from the SC-4 Rapporteur dated 20 June 1996 requested comments and suggestions on the contributions to SC-4.  It also raised the question of establishing a concensus on how the various issues should be addressed, noting that views and comments would assist in preparing the initial draft report.  





The following comments are addressed to both SC-4 and SC-5 as most of them relate to both groups.





2.	Issues on which there is general agreement





It is expected that there will be general agreement on some aspects of SC-4 work such as the Role of Governments and others, and on many aspects of SC-5 work.  If this is the case then it should be possible and desirable to develop Recommendations for action by WRC-97 in the initial draft reports.





3.	Issues on which there different views





On many of the issues for SC-4, and on some issues for SC-5, there are likely to be conflicting views, and it is most important that these be represented in the reports in a balanced way.





For example the proposals for financial measures need to be reported fully, as do the other approaches to “Due Diligence”.  The advantages and disadvantages of each approach need to be clearly set out.  A single Recommendation seems to be impractical but the options could be set out in a series of alternative Recommendations.





4.	Additional comments on Due Diligence





Due Diligence on extensions beyond the 6 year time scale.


If a network does not come into service within 6 years of the API then it should be cancelled by the BR unless  a due diligence process is applied which demonstrates to the Radio Regulations Board that the network is under development and will come into operation within 9 years of the API.


The RRB should review any such network at 8 years after the API and if it is not  demonstrated that specific arrangements are in place to bring it into service by the 9 year limit, then it should be cancelled at the 8 year point. 





Note.  This proposal does not apply to the Australian Discussion Paper on Fees and deposits.





5.	Additional comments on Regulatory Time Limits for Network 	Registration





Time Limit for submission of Appendix 3 information





Administrations should be required to submit the AP 3 information within 3 years of the publication of the API and failure to do so should result in cancellation of the API. No extensions would be permitted.


6.	 Additional comments on Co-ordination


Coordination and Publications for a number of identical satellites


There are many cases where a number of identical satellites are operated by a single organisation (AUSSAT, INTELSAT, INMARSAT etc.)  Each such case presently requires separate publication and coordination for each orbital position.


The Australian contribution on Procedural Issues to SC-5 addresses the handling of preferred and alternative orbital positions for a single satellite in Section 2.2.4.  It is considered that 2.2.4 could be extended to cover the case where two or more identical spacecraft are intended, specifying the preferred orbital positions and alternative positions in descending order of preference.


To reduce the amount of paper when several identical spacecraft are proposed to be located at different orbit positions, the BR could simply publish a Ôtechnical moduleÕ which contains the unchanging technical information applicable to the spacecraft.  This would reduce the workload on the BR, on administrations, and on operators as they would no longer have to process multiple submissions.


The technical module would contain most of the detail including emissions, strapping etc. which is presently published several times to cover  the individual satellite networks.


A single publication would contain the orbital location information for all the proposed satellites with a link to the technical module.
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