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1
Issues considered at the past RAG meeting

At the RAG meeting in November 2004, Japan raised the following two issues:

–
Distribution of paper documents at the meeting of ITU-R Working Parties or Task Groups;

–
ITU-R studies without a Question.

The results of discussion on these items were provided in Document RAG04-1/32(Rev.1), as reproduced in Annex 1 to this document.

1)
Distribution of paper documents at the ITU-R meetings

After the RAG04 meeting, distribution of paper copies of the input contributions has been limited, on a trial basis, to those not made available on the ITU website prior to the meeting, assuming that participants may prepare by themselves paper copies of contributions (or their electronic files as required) which were made available on the ITU website prior to the meeting. For the documents published during the meeting, participants are requested to indicate whether they need paper copies at the time of registration. Japan would basically support this Bureau’s recent practice and its formalization through the Guidelines.

2)
ITU-R studies without a Question

Following the conclusion at the RAG04 meeting, Resolution ITU-R 1-4 should be modified as indicated in 2.3.4.2 in Document RAG04-1/32(Rev.1).
2
Treatment of Resolution ITU-R 44

Correspondence work has been done on review of the Guidelines for implementation of Resolution ITU‑R 44 in relation to updating of ITU-R Recommendations. Document RAG07‑1/11 prepared by the CG Convenor provides a basis for discussion. 

Concerning this issue, Japan would support Option 1 in Document RAG07-1/11, i.e.:

–
to suppress Resolution ITU-R 44;

–
to redraft the Guidelines so that it could become self-contained;

–
to reflect the content of the revised Guidelines (for Resolution ITU-R 44) in the relevant part of “Guidelines for the working methods of the Radiocommunication Assembly, the Radiocommunication Study Groups and related groups (2005)” under Resolution ITU‑R 1‑4.

Annex 1

Summary of conclusions of the 12th meeting of the Radiocommunication Advisory Group

Geneva, 22-26 November 2004
(Excerpt)

2.3.4.1
With respect to the distribution of paper documents at the meetings of the ITU-R Working Parties or Task Groups (document RAG04-1/17): in addition to the existing practices already undertaken for ITU-R meetings (distribution of all meeting documents in paper form to participants who so indicate at the time of registration; no paper copies to participants who so indicate at the time of registration), the Bureau was advised to implement a new practice - distribution of the meeting documents that were not made available on the ITU web site prior to the meeting, to the participants who so indicate at the time of registration. In this latter case, participants may prepare by themselves paper copies of contributions (or their electronic files as required) which were made available on the ITU website prior to the meeting. Therefore they may need only documents published during the meeting. For implementing this arrangement, the Bureau was advised to modify the registration form similarly to the form used in the ITU-T Sector. The Bureau was advised to implement this new practice on a trial basis, so that it could be reviewed at the next RAG meeting, with a view to its possible formalization through the Guidelines.

2.3.4.2
With respect to the subject of conducting studies without a Question and the possible consequential development of a Recommendation (Document RAG04-1/18): RAG noted the inconsistencies in the texts of § 6.1.2 (definition of Recommendation) and § 6.1.6 (definition of Report) in Resolution ITU-R 1-4, with § 3.3 of the same Resolution, and concluded that the inconsistencies could be eliminated if §§ 6.1.2 and 6.1.6 are modified as follows: 

“6.1.2
Recommendation

An answer to a Question or part(s) of a Question; or the results of the studies referred to in 3.3; which …” (no change to the remaining text)

“6.1.6
Report

A technical, operational or procedural statement, prepared by:

–
a Study Group on a given subject related to a current Question or the results of the studies referred to in 3.3;

–
a CPM.”
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