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Vietnam

Proposals to improve the backlog in Appendix S30B

Our Administration has serious concerns about the BR backlog in processing submissions received under the provisions of Appendix S30B. Our Administration has already submitted a set of proposals for consideration by the 25th meeting of the RRB. Unfortunately, none of them is reflected in the summary of decisions. Taking into account some documents submitted to the RAG-2002 meeting, this document contains several proposals as well as a possible course of action.

1.
Background

The delay of the BR in the processing of the satellite network filings is an outstanding issue. Due to the congestion in the unplanned bands for Fixed Satellite Service (GSO‑FSS), there is a tendency to find the frequency spectrum in the planned bands, i.e. to make lots of the modifications in the planned bands in accordance with Article 4 of the APS30/30A and Article 6 of the APS30B for BSS and FSS respectively. Consequently, there are an incredible number of sub‑regional systems submitted to the BR under section II of Article 6 of the APS30B.

1.1
Current backlog

Assuming that the BR was in a position to process RASCOM-1F by end of 2001/early beginning of 2002 (in the light of the information provided by the BR in § 7.3 of document SATBAG-01/6), section 23 of the latest SNL quarterly report can be summarised as follows (Note: submissions for sub-regional systems which add countries in the service area of a previous submission have been ignored as they should be very easy to process):

	Country
	Position (°E)
	6/4 – 13/11 GHz
	Type
	Date

	SEY
	42.5
	Yes – Yes
	Allotment conversion
	03.05.2000

	F/EUT
	7
	No –Yes
	Sub-regional (*)
	17.07.2000

	F/EUT
	-12.5, 36
	No – Yes
	Sub-regional (*)
	17.08.2000

	F/EUT
	40
	No – Yes
	Sub-regional (*)
	17.09.2000

	F/EUT
	70.5, 73.5, 76, 80.5, 83.5, 86, 89.5
	Yes – Yes
	Sub-regional (*)
	From 07.12.2000 to 15.12.2000

	VTN
	107
	Yes – Yes
	Allotment conversion
	22.12.2000

	F/EUT
	16, 28.5
	No – Yes
	Sub-regional (*)
	29.05.2001

	F/EUT
	-64, -37.2, -24, -18, 10, 25.5, 33, 40, 44
	Yes – Yes
	Sub-regional (*)
	From 30.06.2001 to 01.06.2001

	UKR
	38.2
	Yes – Yes
	New country
	22.08.2001


(*) Service area limited to some European countries.

1.2
Expected processing speed

In section 12.1.10 of the draft 2002-2003 operational plan of the ITU-R, it is indicated that “In 2001 the Bureau processed 13 networks but in 2002-2003, it is expected that only 8 networks will be treated. This is because in 2001 there were no sub-regional systems included whereas most of the expected 2002-2003 systems will be sub-regional. In these cases, processing needs to take into account the 30-day "period of adjustment" of technical characteristics stipulated in the Rules of Procedure and the procedure of Section II of Article 6 in which there is a 60-day time limit for comments in relation to sub-regional systems and a requirement to process networks in the date order of their receipt.”
This implies that the Vietnam’s submission will not be processed by the BR before early 2005, i.e. four years after it has been received by the BR. Reminding that such a submission shall be received by the BR not earlier than five years before the planned date of bringing into use (cf. §6.38 of Appendix S30B), there is a need to greatly improve the situation. The following sections provide some proposals for consideration by this meeting.

2.
Proposals and associated course of action

2.1
Proposals

Several proposals are presented hereafter. Some of them will improve the backlog whatever it is, while some others are specifically tailored to the current backlog. Some of these proposals have already been submitted to the 25th meeting of the RRB.

2.1.1
Proposal 1

Reduction of the period for receipt of comments mentioned in §6.34 and §6.50 of Article 6 of Appendix S30B from 60 days to 30 days, except in the case covered in proposal 4 hereafter. Due to the large number of proposed sub‑regional systems to be processed under Section II of Article 6, this proposal would significantly accelerate the treatment of all submitted networks under Articles 6 of APS30B.

2.1.2
Proposal 2

Suppression of the period of comments mentioned in §6.50 of Article 6 of Appendix S30B in the case of addition of a country (several countries) in the service area of a given network without adding new test points. In the light of the current backlog, this proposal would significantly accelerate the treatment of all submitted networks under Articles 6 of APS30B.

2.1.3
Proposal 3

Application of the earth station antenna side-lobe pattern 29‑25log(theta) referred to in Section 1.6 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30B, to all Part A allotments and possibly some systems at design stage, which are using the side‑lobe pattern of 32‑25, log (theta), subject to consultation with the responsible administrations. The use of the improved side‑lobe pattern has already been implemented for many Part A allotments and systems at design stage as a consequence of coordination agreements among responsible administrations.

2.1.4
Proposal 4

This proposal is largely based on the proposal submitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran in Document RAG2002-1/18.

Multiple networks submitted by a given Administration under its name and/or on behalf of other Administrations with consecutive and/or same dates of receipt, without any other networks being received from other administrations between these dates of receipt, should be simultaneously treated by the BR so as to send the results of the compatibility analysis of all these networks, in accordance with the relevant provisions of Appendix S30B and associated Rule of Procedure, to the responsible administrations at the same time and in a single correspondence. That administration should then be granted:

· 30 days if up to 2 networks are simultaneously treated by the BR or;

· 30 days + 10 additional days per network (other than the first two ones) if more than 
2 networks are simultaneously treated by the BR;

to propose a global solution for the resolution of incompatibilities. Still incompatible network(s) will be returned to the notifying Administration and consequently be removed from the backlog, while the other ones will be published in a single set of Special Section(s). Once the BR publishes all compatible networks in a single set of Special Section(s) with a single date of publication, only one single period of 60 days, on this special situation would be required instead of the suggested 30 days (see proposal 1). This would considerably reduce the current backlog.

To illustrate this proposal, let consider the networks submitted by F/EUT between 17.07.2000 and 15.12.2000 (see table above):

Step 1: The BR should simultaneously process, in a timely manner, the 11 networks submitted by 
F/EUT;

Step 2: The BR should send the results of the compatibility analysis of all these 11 networks, in 
accordance with the relevant provisions of Appendix S30B and associated Rule of 
Procedure, to F/EUT;

Step 3: If the results mentioned in step 2 are negative, F/EUT should be granted 120 days to 
propose a global solution for the resolution of all incompatibilities at the same time.

Step 4:  Following the publication by the BR of all compatible networks in a single set of Special 
Section(s) with a single date of publication, a single period of 60 days will be granted for 
comments by other Administrations.

2.1.5
Proposal 5

Technical studies should be undertaken to determine possible reduction in the aggregate and single‑entry protection criteria, e.g. 3 dB. Reductions in the aggregate and single‑entry protection criteria have already been implemented for many Part A allotments and systems at design stage as a consequence of coordination agreements among responsible administrations
2.2
Proposed course of actions

In accordance with its terms of reference, the SATBAG should propose to:

· The BR to develop as a matter of urgency the draft Rules of Procedure corresponding to proposals 1 to 4, and should include them in a dedicated CCRR, so that the RRB can address the issue at its second meeting in 2002;

· WP4A to undertake as a matter of urgency the studies called for in Proposal 5.

______________________
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