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(Direct Fax N°. +41 22 730 57 85)


	Circular Letter


CCRR/15
	24 September 2001


To Administrations of Member States of the ITU

Subject:
Draft modifications to the Rules of Procedure

To the Director General

Dear Madam/Sir,


Following the conclusions reached by WRC-2000 (Istanbul, 2000), the Radiocommunication Bureau identified a number of cases, which would appear to require new Rules of Procedure or the modification or suppression of existing Rules of Procedure.


In this Circular Letter, please find enclosed proposed draft new Rules of Procedure, draft modifications to and suppression of some existing Rules of Procedure relating to provisions S5.219, S5.220, S5.441 and Appendices S30 and S30A, which are considered necessary for immediate application. These proposed draft Rules of Procedure are intended for consideration by the RRB at its 25th Meeting (03 – 07 December 2001). The proposals in this Circular Letter relate to the following provisions:

-
Provision S5.441 (Annex 1).

-
Article 6, 7 and Annex 1 to Appendix S30 (Annex 2).

-
Article 4 of Appendix S30A (Annexes 3, 4 and 5).

· Article 4 of Appendix S30 (Annexes 6 and 7).

· Provisions S5.219 and S5.220 (Annex 8).


In accordance with Article S13.17 of the Radio Regulations, these proposals are made available to administrations for comment before being submitted to the RRB pursuant to Article S13.14.
















./.



To enable the Radiocommunication Bureau to prepare, translate and post on the ITU website the consolidated submission to the RRB in time for the 25th Meeting, which commences on 03 December 2001, any comments that you may wish to submit should reach the Bureau not later than 7 November 2001. All e-mail comments should be sent to: brmail@itu.int.






Yours faithfully,






Robert W. Jones





Director, Radiocommunication Bureau

Annexes: 8

Distribution:

-
Administrations of Member States of the ITU
-
Members of the Radio Regulations Board
- 
Director and Heads of Department of the Radiocommunication Bureau

ANNEX 1

Draft modification to the current Rules of Procedure relating to provision S5.441 to align its text with the decisions adopted at WRC-2000

MOD S5.441
1
Article S5 defines, in the band 10.7-11.7 GHz, a bi-directional allocation for the Fixed-satellite service in Region 1. Three footnotes (S5.441, S5.484 and S5.484A) further regulate the usage of the bands. The provisions of No. S5.484 apply to the up-link (Earth-to-space) allocation for BSS feeder-links. Numbers S5.441 and S5.484A (covering parts of the band 10.7-11.7 GHz) apply to the down-link. The following problems were noted:

1.1
the Table of Frequency Allocations defines a bi-directional allocation of the whole band 10.7-11.7 GHz for the FSS in Region 1. Number S5.484 defines the up-link allocation for Region 1, while Nos. S5.441, and S5.484A and Resolution 130 (WRC-97) regulate the down-link use for GSO and non-GSO FSS. The sub-bands 10.7-10.95 GHz and 11.2-11.45 GHz, for the space-to-Earth direction, are, for GSO applications, covered by the provisions of Appendix No. S30B. The up- and down-link allocations, for GSO use, are of the same category. Non-GSO uses are under equivalent power flux-density limitations defined by Article S22 and are subject to certain conditions as stipulated in No. S22.2 which is referred to in Resolution 130 (WRC-97) (resolves 3, 6.1.2 and 7); the application of No. S22.2 is described in No. S22.5I;

Reason: consequential to the decision of WRC-2000 to delete Resolution 130 and to include EPFD limits and the conditions for application of S22.2 in Article S22 

1.2
the applicable Radio Regulatory Procedures for the fixed-satellite service are as follows:

a)
Earth-to-space (No. S5.484): 10.7-11.7 GHz (Region 1): Articles S9 and S11 apply;

b)
Space-to-Earth:

10.7-10.95 GHz and 11.2-11.45 GHz:

–
for GSO use:  Appendix S30B (and Article S11) apply (No. S5.441);

–
for non-GSO:  Articles S9, S11 and S22 apply.

10.95-11.2 GHz and 11.45-11.7 GHz: 

–
for GSO:  Articles S9 and S11 apply;

· for non-GSO:  Articles S9, S11 and S22 apply.

2
While the regulatory situation between non-GSO and GSO uses is clear, the regulatory relationship between GSO FSS uses, namely the up-link (Region 1) and the down-link (Appendix S30B) utilization of the spectrum is not covered by any Radio Regulatory procedure. The Board thus considered this situation as follows. Based on the general principle that the utilization of the spectrum by two internationally recognized applications (coordinated vs. planned use), with the same status, should be mutually taken into account even if the case is not covered by specific procedures and also on the basis of the existing analogies (Article 7 of Appendix S30, Article 7 of Appendix S30A, existing systems in Part B of the Appendix S30B Plan), the Board considering that (1) up to now the Bureau has received only one case of the bi-directional use by GSO FSS of the bands 10.7-10.95 GHz and 11.2-11.45 GHz and (2) that the complexity of the issue does not justify the establishment of a sophisticated methodology to treat this case, and thus decided that the Bureau act as follows:

2.1
Up-link FSS applications in the bands 10.7-10.95 GHz and 11.2-11.45 GHz (Article S9)

The FSS up-link usage (according to No. S5.484) should protect the continuing rights of the Appendix S30B Plan as well as the entries in the Appendix S30B List, as evolve. To this effect the FSS up-link networks shall apply the coordination (Article S9) and notification (Article S11) procedures not only vis-à-vis other up-link FSS networks of the same direction (Earth-to-space) but also vis-à-vis the Plan and List entries of the opposite direction (space-to-Earth). To take into account the Appendix S30B Plan within the Article S9 procedure, the Plan shall be considered as a coordinated usage of the spectrum. Administrations responsible for the FSS up-link shall obtain coordination agreements from those other administrations whose systems in the Plan or assignments in the List are likely to be affected. The method and criteria for the identification of the administrations to be coordinated with shall be, similar to the case of Appendix S30A (where the same bi-directional problem exists between planned feeder-links and other FSS), as follows:

a)
Since in the space-to-space interference scenario a receiving space station of the up‑link FSS is subject to receive interference from a transmitting space station of the Appendix S30B FSS Plan, and since currently an agreed method for the assessment of this interference is not available to the Bureau, assignments to receiving space stations operating in the up-link FSS submitted under Articles S9 or S11, shall provisionally not undergo the examination relating to compatibility with Appendix S30B. Therefore a note shall be included in the relevant Special Section to reflect the situation and a symbol shall be inserted in the MIFR to indicate that such assignments shall not claim protection from Appendix S30B.

b)
For the compatibility assessment between Earth stations (transmitting ES of the FSS up‑links and the receiving ES within the Plan allotment) the  method defined in  Appendix S7 (WRC-2000) will be used. The service areas defined in Appendix S30B will be extended by the coordination distance to form an “agreement area” within which a transmitting earth station of the FSS up-link has to be coordinated. For the calculation of the coordination distance the most up-to-date ITU-R Recommendation will be used.

Reason: consequential to the decisions of WRC-2000 to delete § 3 of Annex 4 to Appendix S30A (WRC-97), due to the inclusion of the subject matter in Appendix S7 (WRC-2000).

2.2
Down-link FSS applications in the bands 10.7-10.95 GHz and 11.2-11.45 GHz (Appendix S30B, planned usage):

a)
As for the interference which is likely to be caused to FSS uplink from Appendix S30B downlink the same condition referred to in 2.1 a) above applies, i.e, in the examination of Appendix S30B Plan and List entries no account shall be taken of the FSS uplink assignments included in the MIFR with the above mentioned symbol. 

b)
As for the interference which is likely to be caused to Appendix S30B downlink receiving earth stations from FSS uplink transmitting earth stations the same condition referred to in 2.1 b) above applies.
_______________

ANNEX 2

Deletion of the sub-title of the current Rules of Procedure relating to Appendix S30 and the current Rules of Procedure relating to former §§ 6.3.9 and 6.3.10 of Article 6, former §§7.1.1, 7.2.2 and Sections III to VIII of Article7 and former Section 6 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30 (WRC-97)

It is proposed to delete the sub-title of the current Rules of Procedure relating to Appendix S30 and the current Rules of Procedure relating to former §§ 6.3.9 and 6.3.10 of Article 6, former §§7.1.1, 7.2.2 and Sections III to VIII of Article7 and former Section 6 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30   (WRC-97).
Reason:

In reviewing the implementation of the regulatory procedures of these Appendices, the Bureau noted that the sub-title of the current Rules of Procedure relating to Appendix S30 and the current Rules of Procedure relating to former §§ 6.3.9 and 6.3.10 of Article 6, former §§7.1.1, 7.2.2 and Sections III to VIII of Article 7 and former Section 6 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30 (WRC-97) are no longer required due to the adoption of the new Regions 1 and 3 downlink and feeder-link Plans and Lists and the new Articles 6, 7 and Annex 1 to Appendix S30 by          WRC-2000.

ANNEX 3

Deletion of the current Rules of Procedure relating to former
§§ 4.2.1.2, 4.2.1.3, 4.2.2, 4.2.3.2, 4.2.3.3 and 4.2.6 of Article 4 to Appendix S30A (WRC-97)

It is proposed to delete the current Rules of Procedure relating to former §§ 4.2.1.2, 4.2.1.3, 4.2.2, 4.2.3.2, 4.2.3.3 and 4.2.6 of Article 4 to Appendix S30A (WRC-97).
Reasons:

1.
WRC-2000 decided to exclude from the coordination procedure of Article 4 of Appendix S30A, for all Regions, the coordination requirements under former §§ 4.2.1.2, 4.2.1.3, 4.2.2, 4.2.3.2 and 4.2.3.3 of Appendix S30A (WRC-97), which are related to the transmitting feeder-link earth stations associated with the space stations submitted under that Article. These coordination requirements are now covered by relevant provisions of Articles S9 and S11 of the Radio Regulations.

2.
WRC‑2000 clarified the regulatory time period applicable for the coordination of space stations submitted under these Articles (former § 4.3.5 of Appendix S30 (WRC-97) and former §§ 4.2.5 and 4.2.6 of Appendix S30A (WRC-97)). Both Appendices refer now to a regulatory time period of 8 years.

3.
The current Rules of Procedure relating to the above-mentioned former paragraphs of Appendix S30A (WRC-97) are no longer required due to the adoption of the new Regions 1 and 3 downlink and feeder-link Plans and Lists and the new Article 4 to Appendix S30A by WRC-2000.

ANNEX 4

Draft modification to the current Rules of Procedure relating to 
former §§ 4.1 a), 4.1 b), 4.1 c), 4.2.1.1, 4.2.3.1, 4.2.5, 4.2.9, 4.2.10, 4.2.11, 4.2.13, 4.2.14, 4.2.18 and 4.3 of Article 4 of Appendix S30A (WRC-97) to align its text with the decisions adopted at WRC-2000

The following modifications are proposed in order to:
1.
Align the text with the provisions contained in the new Article 4 of Appendix S30A (WRC-2000).

2.
Clarify the purpose of paragraph 3 of the current Rules of Procedure relating to former § 4.2.5 of Article 4 of Appendix S30A (WRC-97), on the one hand, and the last two paragraphs of the current Rules of Procedure relating to former § 4.2.1.1 of the same Article on the other hand. These clarifications are related to the grouping of networks involving multiple orbital positions. This type of grouping is normally prohibited as indicated in the last two paragraphs of the current Rules of Procedure relating to former § 4.2.1.1 of Article 4 of Appendix S30A (WRC-97). However, grouping involving multiple orbital positions between a network submitted under Article 4 and beams of a Plan might be necessary under specific conditions, i.e.: for the proper implementation of the first sentence of § 2.3 of the current Rules of Procedure relating to former § 4.2.5 of Article 4 of Appendix S30A (WRC-97) in case of a request for replacement of assignments/entries in the Region 2 Plan, and for proper implementation of § 4.1.27 of Article 4 of Appendix S30A (WRC‑2000) in case of Regions 1 and 3.
3.
Clarify the situation of the coordination requirements of the networks already processed but still engaged in the coordination procedure of Article 4 of Appendix S30A, in the case of an update of the EPM/OEPM reference situations of the Region 2 Plan or of the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List, when this update results from a successful application of the coordination procedure or from a cancellation of a frequency assignment in the Region 2 Plan or in the Regions 1 and 3 List. In these cases, the coordination requirements of the above-mentioned networks are not updated, thus avoiding a significant delay in the coordination process of these networks.

4.2.1 a)
This paragraph refers to the modification in the sense of a change to “the characteristics of any of its frequency assignments in the fixed-satellite service which are shown in the Region 2 feeder-link Plan”. The Plan as it appears in Article 9 contains only eight characteristics, while Annex 2 contains a greater number of characteristics which were used by the RARC-SAT-R2 (Geneva, 1983) conference to establish the Plan. The Board considers that modifications of characteristics other than those listed in Article 9 may be considered as modifications to the Plan. These other characteristics are listed in the Rules of Procedure relating to § 5.2.1 b) of Article 5. 


See also Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.6.

4.2.1 b)
See Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.1 a) above.

See also Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.6.

4.2.1 c)
When an administration cancels an assignment from the Region 2 Plan under this paragraph, or when the Bureau, in applying § 4.2.6 deletes an assignment from the Plan, the Reference Situation of the Plan assignments and those in the process of modification would be updated. The Bureau does not need  to recalculate the affected administration(s) as result of the above-mentioned cancellation.
4.1.1 a) and 4.1.1 b)
1
In determining those administrations of Regions 1 and 3 that may be affected, the proposed new or modified assignment to the List is examined with respect to the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List as they exist at the date of receipt of the proposed new or modified assignment to the List, including the other proposed new or modified assignments to the List received before that date (whether the procedure of Article 4 is complete or not). The examination consists of ensuring that the limits of Section 4 of Annex 1 of Appendix S30A are not exceeded. Account is also taken of any time-limited new or modified assignments to the List in accordance with § 4.1.13.

2
Following the introduction by 1983 Conference of the grouping concept for Region 2 (Articles 9 and 10 of Appendices S30A and S30 respectively) and further to the decision of WARC Orb-88 to apply the grouping concept to the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plan (Article 9A of Appendix S30A), the IFRB decided to extend this concept to the 1977 Conference BSS Plan. WRC‑2000 endorsed this decision and decided to include the same grouping concept definition in Articles 11 and 9A of Appendices S30 and S30A respectively. On the other hand, the cluster concept was introduced by 1983 Confer​ence for Region 2 for BSS and associated feeder-links (§ B of Annex 7 of Appendix S30, § 4.13 of Annex 3 of Appendix S30A) and for Regions 1 and 3 by WARC Orb-88 for feeder-links (§ 3.15 of Annex 3 of Appendix S30A). The IFRB decided that Regions 1 and 3 could also apply this concept for the BSS Plan provided that the required agreement is obtained from administra​tions in the cluster. See also the Rules of Procedure relating to § 3.15 of Annex 3 of Appendix S30A.
3
The Board’s understanding of the group concept is that in the interference calculation to assignments that are part of the group, only the interference contribution from assignments that are not part of the same group are to be considered. On the other hand, for the interference calculation from assignments belonging to a group into assignments that are not part of the same group, only the worst interference contribution from that group is to be taken into consideration.

For the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plans and Lists, the Board did not find any regulatory basis to extend the use of multiple orbital positions for networks involving grouping beyond those cases which were accepted by WRC-2000 and included in the revised Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plans and in the WRC-2000 feeder-link Lists.
For the Region 2 Plan, the Board did not find any regulatory basis to extend the use of groupings involving multiple orbital positions (except for the case of 0.4( orbital separation which was allowed for clusters within the Region 2 Plan and its subsequent modifications).

However, in case of a request for replacement of assignments/entries in the Region 2 Plan, the implementation of the first sentence of § 2.2 of the Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.6 of Appendix S30A may require some groupings involving multiple orbital positions. Similarly, for the Regions 1 and 3 Plans and Lists, the implementation of § 4.1.27 of Appendix S30A may also require some groupings involving multiple orbital positions.

4.2.2 c)
1
In determining those administrations of Region 2 that may be affected, the proposed modification is examined with respect to the Region 2 Plan as it exists at the date of receipt of the request for modification including the proposed modifications received before that date (whether the procedure of Article 4 is complete or not). The examination consists of ensuring that the limits of Section 3 of Annex 1 of Appendix S30A are not exceeded. Account is also taken of any time-limited modifications to the Plans in accordance with § 4.2.17.

2
According to Resolution 42 (Rev.Orb-88), the Board decided that, when applying this paragraph, the Bureau shall not take account of the interim systems.

3
For considerations related to application of the Group concept see Rules of Procedure related to §§ 4.1.1 a) and 4.1.1 b).

4.1.3 and 4.2.6
1
Appendix S30A contains assignment Plans with beams covering only a territory or a part of a territory, which leads one to conclude that the usual wording used in similar paragraphs “or an administration on behalf of a group of named administrations” is not necessary. However, it is to be noted that some beams have been included in both Plans or in the Lists for some groups of named administrations. Consequently the Board decided that the Bureau shall accept the application of the procedure of Article 4 for a modification of the Region 2 Plan or a proposed new or modified assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Lists of additional uses by an administration on behalf of other named administrations.

2
Paragraph 4.2.6 of Appendix S30A states that modifications to the Region 2 Plan submitted under § 4.2.1 b) shall lapse if the assignment is not brought into use by the date indicated. There is no mention about the modifications submitted under § 4.2.1 a) of Article 4 of Appendix S30A which should logically be treated in the same manner. The Board therefore decided that:

2.1
Modifications to the Region 2 Plan submitted under § 4.2.1 a) and 4.2.1 b) of Article 4 of Appendix S30A shall lapse if the assignment is not brought into use within the envelope of the characteristics as coordinated and published under § 4.2.19 of this Appendix by the notified date on which they were to be brought into use.


2.2
During the 8-year regulatory period, both the initial assignment and the modified assignment submitted under § 4.2.1 a) shall be protected until the modified assignment is brought into use. In cases where a modification made under § 4.2.1 a) is consequently suppressed from the Plan, the original Plan entry which was concerned with the lapsing modification shall be maintained.

3
In the event that the Bureau cancels a frequency assignment in application of § 5.3.2 of Article 5 of this Appendix, the corresponding assignment, which has been submitted either under § 4.2.1 b) and entered in the Region 2 Plan, or under § 4.1 and entered in the Regions 1 and 3 List(s), shall also be removed from the Plan or the List(s) according to the case. The Bureau does not need to recalculate the affected administration(s) as result of the above-mentioned cancellation.
4
See also Rules of Procedure concerning Receivability of the Forms of Notice.

4.1.7 and 4.2.10
Any request by an administration to be included in the list of administrations to be published shall be based only on technical reasons to be verified using Annex 1 as well as other relevant Annexes. If this indicates that the requesting administration should have been included in the list, the Bureau will include it; otherwise the requesting administration will be informed that its name will not be published, it being left to the notifying administration to consider if it is appropriate to take the request into account.

4.2.11
The agreement referred to in this paragraph is the agreement of the administrations identified under § 4.2.2 and of those under § 4.2.10 which have been confirmed by the Bureau using the appropriate criteria. 

4.1.8 and 4.2.12
An administration which has only requested additional information in accordance with § 4.1.8 or § 4.2.12 will not be considered by the Bureau to have submitted comments in accordance with § 4.1.10 or § 4.2.14 respectively.

4.1.10 and 4.2.14
This paragraph specifies that, an administration that has not notified its comment within four months (from the publication date of the special section) shall be understood to have agreed to the proposed modifications. The Board considered the adverse effect of such missing replies and decided that the Bureau shall send reminder telegrams 30 days before the expiry of the above four month period.

4.1.11 and 4.2.15
See also comments under §§ 4.1.3 and 4.2.6 and Rules relating to the Receivability of Forms of Notice.

4.1.15 and 4.2.19
The second part of these paragraphs applies only to those assignments for which the procedure of Article 4 has been successfully applied, i.e., all administrations identified by the Bureau in application of §§ 4.1.5 or 4.2.8 and §§ 4.1.7 or 4.2.10 have either given their agreement or failed to comment on the proposed new or modified assignment to the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link List(s) or on the proposed modification to the Region 2 Plan.

The Bureau shall update the Reference Situation of the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plan(s) and List(s) or of the Region 2 Plan entries and of those networks which are the subject of requests for new or modified assignment to the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link List(s) or for Region 2 Plan modifications which are still at the stage of application of Article 4. Nevertheless, the Bureau does not need to recalculate the affected administration(s) as result of the above-mentioned update.
4.1.23 and 4.2.24
If the assignments in question were deleted from the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link List(s) or the Region 2 Plan, the Bureau shall update the Reference Situation of the assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plan(s) and List(s) or in the Region 2 Plan and of the assignments under Article 4 procedure and inform all administrations of the action taken together with Special Sections published as result of cancellation of frequency assignments from the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link List(s) or the Region 2 Plan. The Bureau does not need to recalculate the affected administration(s) as result of the above-mentioned cancellation.
_______________

ANNEX 5

Draft modification to the current Rules of Procedure relating to former §§ 4.2.1.4 and 4.2.3.4 of Article 4 of Appendix S30A (WRC- 97) to align its text with the decisions adopted at WRC-2000

The following modifications are proposed in order to align the text with the provisions contained in the new Article 4 of Appendix S30A (WRC-2000).
 4.1.1 c)
In determining those administrations of Region 2 that may be affected, the proposed  new or modified assignment to  the 17 GHz Regions 1 and 3  List is examined with respect to the Region 2 Plan as it exists at the date of receipt of the  proposed new or modified assignment including the proposed modifications of the Region 2 Plan received before that date (whether the procedure of Article 4 is complete or not). The examination will consider only those administrations having assignments whose necessary( bandwidth overlaps the necessary*bandwidth of the proposed  new or modified assignment to the 17 GHz Regions 1 and 3 List. The Region 2 administration is identified as having services which are considered to be affected when the limits specified in Section 5 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30A are exceeded.

 4.2.2 a) and    4.2.2 b)
In determining the administrations of Regions 1 and 3 that might be affected, the proposed modification of the Region 2 Plan is examined with respect to the 17 GHz Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List as it exists at the date of receipt of the proposed modification including all proposed  new or modified assignments to the 17 GHz Regions 1 and 3 List received before that date (whether the procedure of Article 4 is complete or not). The examination will identify only those administrations having assignments whose necessary* bandwidth overlaps the necessary* bandwidth of the proposed modification of the Region 2 Plan. An administration is identified as having services which may be affected when the limits specified in Section 5 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30A are exceeded.

_______________

ANNEX 6

Draft modification to the current Rules of Procedure relating to
former §§ 4.1 a), 4.1 b), 4.1 c), 4.3.1.1, 4.3.3.1, 4.3.5, 4.3.8, 4.3.9, 4.3.10, 4.3.12, 4.3.13, 4.3.17 and 4.4 of Article 4 of Appendix S30 (WRC-97) to align its text with the decisions adopted at WRC-2000

The following modifications are proposed in order to:

1.
Align the text with the provisions contained in the new Article 4 of Appendix S30 (WRC-2000).

2.
Clarify the purpose of paragraph 3 of the current Rules of Procedure relating to former § 4.3.5 of Article 4 of Appendix S30 (WRC-97), on the one hand, and the last two paragraphs of the current Rules of Procedure relating to former § 4.3.1.1 of the same Article on the other hand. These clarifications are related to the grouping of networks involving multiple orbital positions. This type of grouping is normally prohibited as indicated in the last two paragraphs of the current Rules of Procedure relating to former § 4.3.1.1 of Article 4 of Appendix S30 (WRC-97). However, grouping involving multiple orbital positions between a network submitted under Article 4 and beams of a Plan might be necessary under specific conditions, i.e.: for the proper implementation of the first sentence of § 2.3 of the current Rules of Procedure relating to former § 4.3.5 of Article 4 of Appendix S30 (WRC-97) in case of a request for replacement of assignments/entries in the Region 2 Plan, and for proper implementation of § 4.1.27 of Article 4 of Appendix S30 (WRC-2000) in case of Regions 1 and 3.
3.
Clarify the situation of the coordination requirements of the networks already processed but still engaged in the coordination procedure of Article 4 of Appendix S30, in the case of an update of the EPM/OEPM reference situations of the Region 2 Plan or of the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List, when this update results from a successful application of the coordination procedure or from a cancellation of a frequency assignment in the Region 2 Plan or in the Regions 1 and 3 List. In these cases, the coordination requirements of the above-mentioned networks are not updated, thus avoiding a significant delay in the coordination process of these networks.

4.2.1 a)
This paragraph refers to the modification in the sense of a change to “the characteristics of any of its frequency assignments to a space station in the broadcasting-satellite service which are shown in the Region 2 Plan”. The Plan as it appears in Article 10 of Appendix S30 contains only eight characteristics, while Annex 2 contains a greater number of characteristics which were used by the RARC-SAT-R2 (Geneva, 1983) conference to establish the Plan. Among these characteristics only one, the energy dispersal (former Annex 2, § 14 h), now item C.9.b.8 of Annexes 2A and 2B of Appendix S4), is referred to in the footnote of § 4.2.1. The Board considers that modifications of characteristics other than those listed in Article 10 of Appendix S30 may be considered as modifications to the Plan. These other characteristics are listed in the Rules of Procedure relating to § 5.2.1 b) of Article 5 of Appendix S30.

See also the last paragraph of Rules of Procedure relating to §§ 4.2.3 d) and 4.2.3 e).
See also Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.6.

4.2.1 b)
See Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.1 a) above.

See also Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.6.

4.2.1 c)
When an administration cancels an assignment from the Region 2 Plan under this paragraph, or when the Bureau, in applying § 4.2.6 deletes an assignment from the Plan, the Reference Situation of the Plan assignments and those in the process of modification would be updated. The Bureau does not need  to recalculate the affected administration(s) as result of the above-mentioned cancellation.

4.1.1 a) and 4.1.1 b)
1
In determining those administrations of Regions 1 and 3 that may be affected, the proposed new or modified assignment to the List is examined with respect to the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List as they exist at the date of receipt of the proposed new or modified assignment to the List, including the other proposed new or modified assignments to the List received before that date (whether the procedure of Article 4 is complete or not). The examination consists of ensuring that the limits of Section 1 of Annex 1 of Appendix S30 are not exceeded. Account is also taken of any time-limited new or modified assignments to the List in accordance with § 4.1.13.

2
Following the introduction by 1983 Conference of the grouping concept for Region 2 (Articles 9 and 10 of Appendices S30A and S30 respectively) and further to the decision of WARC Orb-88 to apply the grouping concept to the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plans (Article 9A of Appendix S30A), the IFRB decided to extend this concept to the 1977 Conference BSS Plan. WRC‑2000 endorsed this decision and decided to include the same grouping concept definition in Articles 11 and 9A of Appendices S30 and S30A respectively. On the other hand, the cluster concept was introduced by 1983 Conference for Region 2 for BSS and associated feeder-links (§ B of Annex 7 of Appendix S30, § 4.13 of Annex 3 of Appendix S30A) and for Regions 1 and 3 by WARC Orb-88 for feeder-links (§ 3.15 of Annex 3 of Appendix S30A). The IFRB decided that Regions 1 and 3 could also apply this concept for the BSS Plan provided that the required agreement is obtained from administrations in the cluster. See also the Rules of Procedure relating to § 3.15 of Annex 3 of Appendix S30A.
3
The Board’s understanding of the group concept is that in the interference calcu​lation to assignments that are part of the group, only the interference contribution from assign​ments that are not part of the same group are to be considered. On the other hand, for the interference calculation from assignments belonging to a group into assignments that are not part of the same group, only the worst interference contribution from that group is to be taken into consideration.

For the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List, the Board did not find any regulatory basis to extend the use of multiple orbital positions for networks involving grouping beyond those cases which were accepted by WRC-2000 and included in the revised Regions 1 and 3 Plan and in the WRC-2000 List.

For the Region 2 Plan, the Board did not find any regulatory basis to extend the use of groupings involving multiple orbital positions (except for the case of 0.4( orbital separation which was allowed for clusters within the Region 2 Plan and its subsequent modifications).

However, in case of a request for replacement of assignments/entries in the Region 2 Plan, the implementation of the first sentence of § 2.2 of the Rules of Procedure relating to § 4.2.6 of Appendix S30 may require some groupings involving multiple orbital positions. Similarly, for the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List, the implementation of § 4.1.27 of Appendix S30 may also require some groupings involving multiple orbital positions.
4.2.3 c)
1
In determining those administrations of Region 2 that may be affected, the proposed modification is examined with respect to the Region 2 Plan as it exists at the date of receipt of the request for modification including the proposed modifications received before that date (whether the procedure of Article 4 is complete or not). The examination consists of ensuring that the limits of Section 2 of Annex 1 of Appendix S30 are not exceeded. Account is also taken of any time-limited modifications to the Plans in accordance with § 4.2.17.

2
According to Resolution 42 (Rev.Orb-88), the Board decided that, when applying this paragraph, the Bureau shall not take account of the interim systems.

3
For considerations related to application of the Group concept see Rules of Procedure related to §§ 4.1.1 a) and 4.1.1 b).

4.1.3 and 4.2.6
1
Appendix S30 contains assignment Plans with beams covering only a territory or a part of a territory, which leads one to conclude that the usual wording used in similar paragraphs “or an administration on behalf of a group of named administrations” is not necessary. However, it is to be noted that some beams have been included in both Plans or in the List for some groups of named administrations. Consequently the Board decided that the Bureau shall accept the application of the procedure of Article 4 for a modification of the Region 2 Plan or a proposed new or modified assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 List of additional uses by an administration on behalf of other named administrations. See Rules of Procedure under No. S23.13.

2
Paragraph 4.2.6 of Appendix S30 states that modifications to the Region 2 Plan submitted under § 4.2.1 b) shall lapse if the assignment is not brought into service by the date indicated. There is no mention about the modifications submitted under § 4.2.1 a) of Article 4 of this Appendix which should logically be treated in the same manner. The Board, therefore decided that:

2.1
Modifications to the Region 2 Plan submitted under § 4.2.1 a) and 4.2.1 b) of Article 4 of Appendix S30 shall lapse if the assignment is not brought into use within the envelope of the characteristics as coordinated and published under § 4.2.19 of this Appendix by the notified date on which they were to be brought into use.


2.2
During the 8-year regulatory period, both the initial assignment and the modified assignment submitted under § 4.2.1 a) shall be protected until the modified assignment is brought into use. In cases where a modification made under § 4.2.1 a) is consequently sup​pressed from the Plan, the original Plan entry which was concerned with the lapsing modification shall be maintained.

3
In the event that the Bureau cancels a frequency assignment in application of § 5.3.2 of Article 5 of this Appendix, the corresponding assignment, which has been submitted either under § 4.2.1 b) and entered in the Region 2 Plan, or under § 4.1 and entered in the Regions 1 and 3 List, shall also be removed from the Plan or the List according to the case. The Bureau does not need to recalculate the affected administration(s) as result of the above-mentioned cancellation.
4
See also Rules of Procedure concerning Receivability of the Forms of Notice.

4.1.7 and 4.2.10
Any request by an administration to be included in the list of administrations to be published shall be based only on technical reasons to be verified using Annex 1 as well as other relevant Annexes. If this indicates that the requesting administration should have been included in the list, the Bureau will include it; otherwise the requesting administration will be informed that its name will not be published, it being left to the notifying administration to consider if it is appropriate to take the request into account.

4.2.11
The agreement referred to in this paragraph is the agreement of the administrations identified under § 4.2.3and of those under § 4.2.10which have been confirmed by the Bureau using the appropriate criteria.

4.1.8 and 4.2.12
An administration which has only requested additional information in accordance with § 4.1.8 or § 4.2.12 will not be considered by the Bureau to have submitted comments in accordance with § 4.1.10 or § 4.2.14 respectively.

4.1.10 and 4.2.14
This paragraph specifies that, an administration that has not notified its comment within four months (from the publication date of the special section) shall be understood to have agreed to the proposed modifications. The Board considered the adverse effect of such missing replies and decided that the Bureau shall send reminder telegrams 30 days before the expiry of the above four month period.

4.1.11 and 4.2.15
See also comments under §§ 4.1.3 and 4.2.6 and Rules relating to the receivability of forms of notice.

4.1.15 and 4.2.19
The second part of these paragraphs applies only to those assignments for which the procedure of Article 4 has been successfully applied, i.e., all administrations identified by the Bureau in application of §§ 4.1.5 or 4.2.8 and §§ 4.1.7 or 4.2.10 have either given their agreement or failed to comment on the proposed new or modified assignment to the Regions 1 and 3 List or on the proposed modification to the Region 2 Plan.

The Bureau shall update the Reference Situation of the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List or of the Region 2 Plan entries and of those networks which are the subject of requests for new or modified assignment to the Regions 1 and 3 List or for Region 2 Plan modifications which are still at the stage of application of Article 4. Nevertheless, the Bureau does not need to recalculate the affected administration(s) as result of the above-mentioned update.
4.1.23 and 4.2.24
If the assignments in question were deleted from the Regions 1 and 3 List or the Region 2 Plan, the Bureau shall update the Reference Situation of the assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List, or in the Region 2 Plan and of the assignments under Article 4 procedure and inform all administrations of the action taken together with Special Sections published as result of cancellation of frequency assignments from the Regions 1 and 3 List or the Region 2 Plan. The Bureau does not need to recalculate the affected administration(s) as result of the above-mentioned cancellation.
_______________

ANNEX 7

Draft modification to the current Rules of Procedure relating to former §§ 4.3.1.2, 4.3.1.4, 4.3.1.5, 4.3.3.2, 4.3.3.4, 4.3.3.5 and 4.3.3.6 of Article 4 of Appendix S30 (WRC- 97) to align its text with the decisions adopted at WRC-2000

The following modifications are proposed in order to align the text with the provisions contained in the new Article 4 of Appendix S30 (WRC-2000).

 4.1.1 c)
In determining those administrations of Region 2 that might be affected, the proposed  new or modified assignment to  the Regions 1 and 3  List is examined with respect to the Region 2 Plan as it exists at the date of receipt of the  proposed new or modified assignment including the proposed modifications of the Region 2 Plan received before that date (whether the procedure of Article 4 is complete or not). The examination will consider only those administrations having assignments whose necessary( bandwidth overlaps the necessary* bandwidth of the proposed  new or modified assignment to the Regions 1 and 3 List. The Region 2 administration is identified as having services which are considered to be affected when the power flux-density  at any  test point which lies within the service area of the Region 2 assignment under examination exceeds the limits specified in Section 3 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30.  

 4.1.1 d)
1
This paragraph is understood by the Board as being intended to protect terrestrial services in any territory or part of a territory in the three Regions where this territory or part of a territory is not covered by a broadcasting-satellite assignment in a given  necessary* bandwidth. Therefore the  proposed new or modified assignment to the Regions 1 and 3  List should take account of

terrestrial stations in all Regions
 

2
 For terrestrial stations in all Regions the limit for the power flux-density not to be exceeded by  the proposed new or modified assignment to the Regions 1 and 3 List is that specified in Section 4 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30. The agreement of an administration is required when a pfd excess exists over some part of its territory, unless the  necessary( bandwidth of the examined assignment is completely within the  necessary* bandwidth(s) of one or more assignments1 of the potentially affected administration in the  Region 2 Plan or in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan or List and the area of pfd excess is inside the service area(s) of those  assignments. In the absence of a defined service area contour, the area on the surface of the Earth within the _3 dB contour shall be considered as the service area of those  assignments in this examination.
3
The Bureau, in applying Section 4 of Annex 1 shall, where applicable, compare the power flux density values resulting from the proposed new or modified assignments to the Regions 1 and 3 List with those values in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan or List as appropriate. If it is not possible to do so, the Bureau should use the absolute limit expressed in Section 4 of Annex 1 to that Appendix.
 4.1.1 e)
1
The bands 11.7-12.2 GHz in Region 2 and 12.2-12.5 GHz in Region 3 are allocated to the fixed-satellite service (FSS). See comments made under the Rules of Procedure concerning Nos. S5.488 and S5.491.

2
An administration in Region 2 is identified among those whose agreement is required under this paragraph when the following conditions are fulfilled: 

a)
it has assignment to fixed-satellite service space stations in the band 11.7-12.2 GHz whose  necessary* bandwidth overlaps the necessary* bandwidth of the proposed new or modified Regions 1 and 3 assignment and which is: 

–
recorded in the MIFR, with a favourable Finding under No. S11.31; or

–
published or received for publication for coordination under provision S9.7; or

–
published or received for publication under § 7.1 of Article 7 of Appen​dix S30 and

b)
the power flux-density over any portion of the service area of the above mentioned Region 2 FSS assignment resulting from the proposed new or modified Regions 1 and 3 BSS assignment exceeds the limits prescribed in §§ 1 and 3 of Section 6 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30.


3
An administration of Region 3 is identified among those whose agreement is required under this paragraph when the following conditions are fulfilled:

a)
it has assignment to fixed-satellite service space stations in the band 12.2-12.5 GHz whose  necessary( bandwidth overlaps the necessary* bandwidth of the proposed new or modified Region 1 assignment and which is:

–
recorded in the MIFR, with a favourable Finding under No. S11.31; or

–
published or received for publication for coordination under provision S9.7; or

–
published or received for publication under § 7.1 of Article 7 of Appen​dix S30; and 

b)
the power flux-density over any portion of the service area of the above mentioned Region 3 FSS assignment resulting from the proposed new or modified Region 1 BSS assignment exceeds the limits prescribed in §§ 1 and 3 of Section 6 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30.


4
In the case of inclusion of a new assignment  in the Regions 1 and 3  List, different from the frequency assignments in the Plan or List for Regions 1 and 3 as established by WRC-2000, the limit prescribed in § 3 of Section 6 of Annex 1 shall be applied with the same conditions as those mentioned in §§ 2 and 3 above .
5
The Bureau, in applying Section 6 of Annex 1 shall, where applicable, compare the power flux density values resulting from the proposed new or modified assignments to the Regions 1 and 3 List with those values in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan or List as appropriate. If it is not possible to do so, the Bureau should use the absolute limit expressed in Section 6 of Annex 1 to that Appendix.
 4.2.3 a) and    4.2.3 b)
In determining the administrations of Region 1 that might be affected, the proposed modification of the Region 2 Plan is examined with respect to the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List as it exists at the date of receipt of the proposed modification including all proposed  new or modified assignments to the Regions 1 and 3 List received before that date (whether the procedure of Article 4 is complete or not). The examination will identify only those administrations having assignments whose necessary* bandwidth overlaps the necessary* bandwidth of the proposed modification of the Region 2 Plan. An administration of Region 1 is identified as having services which might be affected when the power flux-density  at any  test point which lies within the service area of the Region 1 assignment under examination exceeds the limits specified in Section 3 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30.  

 4.2.3 d)
1
As indicated in the Rules of Procedure relating to §  4.1.1 d), a modification to the Region 2 Plan should take account of

terrestrial stations in all Regions

2
 For terrestrial stations in all Regions, the limit for the power flux-density not to be exceeded by  the proposed modification to the Region 2 Plan is specified in Section 4 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30. The agreement of an administration is required when a pfd excess exists over some part of its territory, unless the  necessary( bandwidth of the examined assignment is completely within the  necessary* bandwidth(s) of one or more assignments2 of the potentially affected administration in the  Region 2 Plan or in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan or List and the area of pfd excess is inside the service area(s) of those  assignments. In the absence of a defined service area contour, the area on the surface of the Earth within the – 3 dB contour shall be considered as the service area of those  assignments in this examination.
3
The Bureau, in applying Section 4 of Annex 1 shall, where applicable, compare the power flux density values resulting from the proposed modification to the Region 2 Plan with those values in the Region 2 Plan. If it is not possible to do so, the Bureau should use the absolute limit expressed in Section 4 of Annex 1 to that Appendix.
 4.2.3 e)
1
See item 1 in the Rules of Procedure relating to §  4.1.1 e).

2
An administration of Regions 1 and 3 is identified among those whose agreement is required under this paragraph when the following conditions are fulfilled:

a)
it has assignment to fixed-satellite service space stations (space-to-Earth) in the band 12.5-12.7 GHz (Region 1) or 12.2-12.7 GHz (Region 3) whose  necessary( bandwidth overlaps the necessary* bandwidth of the proposed Region 2 assignment and which is : 

–
recorded in the MIFR with a favourable Finding under No. S11.31; or 

–
published or received for publication for coordination under provision S9.7; or

–
published or received for publication under § 7.1 of Article 7 of Appen​dix S30 and

b)
the power flux-density over any portion of the service area of the above mentioned Regions 1 and 3 FSS assignment resulting from the proposed Region 2 BSS assignment exceeds the limits prescribed in §§ 2 and 3 of Section 6 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30.

3
In the case of inclusion of a new assignment to the Region 2 Plan, the limit prescribed in § 3 of Section 6 of Annex 1 shall be applied with the same conditions as those mentioned in § 2 above .

4
An administration of Region 1 is identified among those whose agreement is required under this paragraph when the following conditions are fulfilled:

a)
it has assignment to fixed-satellite service space stations (Earth-to-space) in the band 12.5-12.7 GHz whose  necessary* bandwidth overlaps the necessary* bandwidth of the proposed Region 2 assignment and which is: 

–
recorded in the MIFR with a favourable Finding under No. S11.31; or

–
published or received for publication for coordination under provision S9.7; or

–
published or received for publication under § 7.1 of Article 7 of Appen​dix S30; and

b)
the (T/T resulting from the proposed modification of the Region 2 BSS assignment exceeds the limit prescribed in Section 7 of Annex 1 to Appendix S30.

5
In the case of inclusion of a new assignment to the Region 2 Plan, the limit prescribed in the second indent of Section 7 of Annex 1 shall be applied with the same conditions as those mentioned in § 4 above .
6
The Bureau, in applying Sections 6 and 7 of Annex 1 shall, where applicable, compare the power flux density and (T/T values, respectively, resulting from the proposed modification to the Region 2 Plan with those values in the Region 2 Plan. If it is not possible to do so, the Bureau should use the absolute limit expressed in Sections 6 and 7 of Annex 1 to that Appendix.
 4.2.3 f)
1
Until there is a Plan for Region 3 for the band 12.5-12.7 GHz, administrations of Region 3 having broadcasting-satellite assignments in the MIFR or published for coordination under Resolution 33 (Rev.WRC-97) shall be identified as possibly affected if their necessary( bandwidth overlaps the necessary* bandwidth of the proposed modification and the limits of Section 3 of Annex 1 of Appendix S30 are exceeded.

2
See comments under No. S5.493.

_______________

Annex 8

Rules concerning Article S5 of the RR

ADD S5.219


This provision specifies that the mobile satellite service (MSS), whose allocation in the band 148 – 149.9 MHz is limited to non-geostationary-satellite systems and subject to coordination under No. S9.11A, shall not constrain the development and use of the fixed, mobile and space operation services in the band 148 – 149.9 MHz. The Board considers that this condition is of an operational nature, which cannot be verified by the Bureau. However, as the allocation to the MSS is in the Earth-to-space direction, and in view of the fact that Table S21-2 in Article S21 contains no power limits for terrestrial stations in this band, the Board considers the absence of power limits for terrestrial stations as a governing principle which ensures the fulfillment of the intent of this provision with respect to the fixed and mobile services. Furthermore, the Board considers that the condition of non-constrained development and use involves full flexibility in the deployment of terminals in the fixed and mobile service, which, in turn, implies that terminals in these services could not be subjected to any mandatory coordination procedure in respect to the MSS. By analogy, and as the space operation service is also quoted as service which is subject to non-constrained development and use from the MSS, the Board considers that the space operation service, whose allocation is governed by No. S5.218, is not subject to the coordination procedure of Nos. S9.12 to S9.14.

ADD S5.220


This provision specifies that the mobile satellite service (MSS), whose allocations in the bands 149.9 –150.5 MHz and 399.9 – 400.5 MHz are limited to non-geostationary-satellite systems that are subject to coordination under No. S9.11A, shall not constrain the development and use of the radionavigation-satellite service in the bands 149.9 –150.5 MHz and 399.9 – 400.5 MHz. The Board considers that this condition is of an operational nature which cannot be verified by the Bureau. By analogy with the situation described in No. S5.219, the Board considers that the radionavigation-satellite service is not subject to the coordination procedure of Nos. S9.12 to S9.14 with respect to the MSS.

Justification: in considering the Rule of procedure on S9.11A, at its 24th meeting (10 – 18 September 2001), the Radio Regulations Board suggested that the matter of the applicability of the procedures of S9.11A – S9.16 in these specific bands could be better dealt with through a Rule of procedure related to the allocation footnotes, which should also clarify the meaning of the term “shall not constrain the development and the use of .. services” and its relationship with the coordination mechanisms stipulated in Nos. S9.11A – S9.16. The above draft Rule of procedure was prepared on that basis, taking into account the discussions at WRC-97 on a similar provision using the same terminology (see document 377 from WRC-97).

____________________

1	The Radiosat-6 and -7 feeder link networks were accepted by the WRC-97 for subsequent inclusion in the Regions 1 and 3 feederlink Plan by the Bureau.


( 	In the absence of a clear indication of the precise frequency of each carrier within the assigned frequency band, the Bureau uses in its analysis the assigned frequency band (i.e. data item C.3.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4) instead of the necessary bandwidth (i.e. data item C.7.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4).


( 	In the absence of a clear indication of the precise frequency of each carrier within the assigned frequency band, the Bureau uses in its analysis the assigned frequency band (i.e. data item C.3.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4) instead of the necessary bandwidth (i.e. data item C.7.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4).


( 	In the absence of a clear indication of the precise frequency of each carrier within the assigned frequency band, the Bureau uses in its analysis the assigned frequency band (i.e. data item C.3.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4) instead of the necessary bandwidth (i.e. data item C.7.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4).


1 	Assignments to satellite networks of international organizations should not be considered as being national assignments of administrations which notify them on behalf of international satellite organizations.


( 	In the absence of a clear indication of the precise frequency of each carrier within the assigned frequency band, the Bureau uses in its analysis the assigned frequency band (i.e. data item C.3.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4) instead of the necessary bandwidth (i.e. data item C.7.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4).


( 	In the absence of a clear indication of the precise frequency of each carrier within the assigned frequency band, the Bureau uses in its analysis the assigned frequency band (i.e. data item C.3.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4) instead of the necessary bandwidth (i.e. data item C.7.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4).


2 	Assignments to satellite networks of international organizations should not be considered as being national assignments of administrations which notify them on behalf of international organizations.


( 	In the absence of a clear indication of the precise frequency of each carrier within the assigned frequency band, the Bureau uses in its analysis the assigned frequency band (i.e. data item C.3.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4) instead of the necessary bandwidth (i.e. data item C.7.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4).


( 	In the absence of a clear indication of the precise frequency of each carrier within the assigned frequency band, the Bureau uses in its analysis the assigned frequency band (i.e. data item C.3.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4) instead of the necessary bandwidth (i.e. data item C.7.a of Annex 2A of Appendix S4).
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