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	Subjects discussed
	Documents

	1
	Use of TELECOM surplus funds
	C02/17

	2
	Requests for exemption from financial contributions
	C02/11 + Add.1

	3
	Proposal to modify Resolution 1180
	C02/59

	4
	Provisional participation of Sector Members and participation of Associates in the activities of the Sectors
	C02/15 + Add.1

	5
	Future ITU TELECOM events 
	C02/12 + Add.1

	6
	Report by the Satellite Backlog Action Group (SAT-BAG)
	C02/40

	7
	Draft terms of reference of the ad hoc group on cost recovery on satellite network filings
	C02/DT/15

	8
	Report of the Council Working Group of Experts on stable election procedures (continued)
	C02/DT/14

	9
	Draft financial plan for the period 2004-2007 (continued)
	C02/DT/17, C02/DT/20

	10
	Obsolete Council resolutions and decisions
	C02/14

	11
	Report of the Council to PP-02 on Resolution 90 (Minneapolis, 1998)
	C02/25 (Add.1)

	12
	Reform issues - Additional text proposed by Argentina for inclusion in the report of the Working Group on ITU Reform (continued)
	C02/57

	13
	Application of cost recovery to TELECOM activities 
	C02/75

	14
	Appointment of chairmen of groups established by the Council
	-

	15
	Tribute to Mr Juan Manuel Bertol de la Torre
	-

	16
	Closure of the 2002 session of the Council
	-


6
Report by the Satellite Backlog Action Group (SAT-BAG) (Document C02/40)

6.1
The Chairman of SAT-BAG introduced Document C02/40 which reported on progress made by SAT‑BAG. He drew attention to the recommendations in § 2.4 of the document, recalling that the Council had decided to set up an ad hoc group on cost recovery on satellite network filings.

6.2
The representative of Morocco proposed that the Rules of Procedure developed by the Radio Regulations Board should be considered separately. Apart from the section dealing with the Rules of Procedure, he was ready to endorse the report by SAT‑BAG contained in Document C02/40. With regard to the Rules of Procedure, he hoped that the Radio Regulations Board would take account of the wishes expressed during the current Council session and would modify the Rules of Procedure accordingly. He considered that the approach adopted by the Radio Regulations Board was depriving satellite procedures of any meaning. Should no action be taken by the Radio Regulations Board, he would be obliged to put the matter before the plenipotentiary conference.

6.3
The representative of France had no objection to dealing with the Rules of Procedure separately but stressed that the Council did not have the competence to take a decision to cancel a rule of procedure. The comments on the Rules of Procedure in the SAT‑BAG report could be qualified as being the views of "several administrations". He stressed that any administration could submit a proposal to the plenipotentiary conference. It was not the role of the Council to submit proposals.

6.4
The representative of Morocco, clarifying his previous remarks, said that he had not wished to propose anything other than the actions envisaged by the representative of France. If his Administration was not satisfied with the approach taken by the Radio Regulations Board, then his Administration would submit a proposal to the plenipotentiary conference. He was not asking for the Council's endorsement in that respect.

6.5
The representative of Spain supported the proposal by the representative of Morocco that the Council should endorse the recommendations in Document C02/40, except for those in § 4. He drew attention to an error in the Spanish translation of "Rules of Procedure". 

6.6
The Chairman suggested that the Council should take note of the comments made by the representatives of Morocco and Spain, and should endorse the recommendations contained in Document C02/40, except for those relating to the Rules of Procedure in § 4.

6.7
It was so agreed.
7
Draft terms of reference of the ad hoc group on cost recovery on satellite network filings (Document C02/DT/15)

7.1
The Chairman of the Standing Committee on Finance introduced Document C02/DT/15, which contained draft terms of reference for the ad hoc group on cost recovery on satellite network filings. 

7.2
The representative of Morocco proposed that § 2 of the text should indicate that the aim was to work towards the application of full cost recovery.

7.3
The representative of France observed that § 2 of the draft terms of reference referred to Document C02/40. The text of that document made it clear that the aim was to achieve full cost recovery. He proposed that the text of the terms of reference should be made clearer by indicating that the group would determine the factors to be taken into account for the evaluation, as well as the practical implications of applying cost attribution to activities associated with the processing of satellite network filings. 

7.4
The Chairman of SAT-BAG endorsed the amendment proposed by the representative of Morocco. He proposed that, in § 3 of the draft terms of reference, the ad hoc group should also be requested to report to the ad hoc group of the Council on the financial plan and to make recommendations, as appropriate. 

7.5
The representative of Australia supported the proposals made by the representative of Morocco and the Chairman of SAT-BAG. The representative of Mali supported the proposal by the Chairman of SAT-BAG.

7.6
The proposal by the Chairman of SAT-BAG to amend § 3 was approved.

7.7
The representative of Mexico, supported by the representative of Russia, said that there was no consensus regarding cost recovery for satellite network filings and considered that the terms of reference should not refer to full cost recovery, as proposed by Morocco.

7.8
The representative of Mali supported the proposal of Morocco, as clarified by the representative of France.

7.9
The representatives of Brazil and South Africa supported the proposal by the representative of Morocco to refer to full cost recovery.

7.10
The representative of Mexico said that there was no basis in the Constitution or Convention for imposing full cost recovery.

7.11
The representative of Russia suggested, as a compromise, that the terms of reference should refer to full cost recovery as an ultimate objective, but that no decision in that respect should be taken prior to PP-02. 

7.12
The representative of Morocco expressed concern that decisions regarding cost recovery were being deferred until the plenipotentiary conference.

7.13
The Director of BR endorsed that concern but pointed out that the topic could be taken up by the plenipotentiary conference in its consideration of Resolution 88 (Minneapolis, 1998).

7.14
The representative of Mexico suggested that the phrase proposed by the representative of Morocco should be sub‑amended to refer to evaluating the application of full cost recovery. 

7.15
The representative of Morocco said that the sub‑amendment proposed by the representative of Mexico would completely alter the sense of his proposal. He suggested that § 2 of the draft terms of reference should read: "In relation to Document C02/40, the group will determine the factors to be taken into account for the evaluation, as well as the practical implications of applying cost attribution to activities associated with the processing of satellite network filings, towards the application of full cost recovery".

7.16
The representative of Saint Lucia endorsed that wording as an acceptable compromise.

7.17
The representative of Mexico reiterated that the draft terms of reference should not include a commitment to full cost recovery.

7.18
The representative of Denmark said that, if the representative of Mexico could not accept the wording proposed by the representative of Morocco, in her opinion it would be better to go back to the original text and remove any reference to evaluation.

7.19
The representative of Mexico said that, while he did not agree with the wording, he would not oppose the draft terms of reference, on the understanding that the group would evaluate the situation.

7.20
The Chairman suggested that the wording suggested by the representative of Morocco for § 2 of the draft terms of reference should be approved.

7.21
It was so agreed.

7.22
The draft terms of reference of the ad hoc group on cost recovery on satellite network filings, as amended, were approved. 

7.23
The representative of France proposed that the ad hoc group should be an open group. The representatives of Algeria and Morocco supported that proposal.

7.24
It was so agreed.

7.25
Responding to a request by the Chairman, the Chairman of SAT-BAG said that he would confer with the Chairman of the Standing Committee on Finance with a view to proposing a convener for the ad hoc group. [NB This was established later as Mr David Barrett from the UK] 

______________
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