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1
Approval of the minutes of the second Plenary Meeting (Document 197)

1.1
Document 197 was approved, subject to the replacement of “mid-day” by “1200 hours” in § 2.6.

2
Oral reports by the committee chairmen
2.1
The Chairman invited the committee chairmen to comment on the progress of work and in particular on areas where progress was needed.

2.2
The Chairman of Committee 7 (Future agendas and work programme) said that Committee 7 had continued its work, in particular on agenda items 1.21, 1.22 and 2, and had completed its work on item 4. A new ad hoc group had been set up and results were expected shortly. With regard to item 7.2, all proposals had been examined and working documents were under preparation. Committee 7 was awaiting output documents from Committees 4, 5 and 6 in order to be able to complete its task of proposing agendas for the next WRCs.

2.3
The Chairman of Committee 6 (Appendices 30, 30A and 30B) said that the Committee had held 19 meetings to date. All proposals relating to agenda items 1.27, 1.30 (with respect to appendices), 1.35, and the Report of the Director of BR under item 7.1 had been discussed. The working group on the use of the BSS feeder‑link Plan assignments for FSS transmission had completed its work. Significant progress had been made in other ad hoc groups, and some of the output of one of those groups would be considered by the present meeting in Document 190(Rev.1). Committee 6 had discussed all documents dealing with amendments and modifications to be introduced in Appendices 30, 30A and 30B, including Resolutions relating to appendices. A document was being prepared concerning Appendix 4 and would be transmitted to Committee 4 for appropriate incorporation in the Radio Regulations. The majority of proposals for amendments to Articles 4 and 5 of Appendices 30, 30A and 30B had been adopted by Committee 6, although several areas remained to be resolved. In particular, a consensus was needed with regard to §§ 4.1.10, 4.1.18, 4.1.20 and the grouping concept. He hoped that it would be possible to resolve those issues in Committee 6. Discussions concerning the technical Annexes were progressing and the majority of modifications had been prepared, although a compromise was still needed regarding the use of 45-60 cm antenna for BSS. The deadline for the Committee 6 ad hoc groups to complete their work was Monday, 23 June 2003.

2.4
The Chairman of Committee 5 (Specified agenda items) said that Committee 5 had met four times and had completed work on four agenda items, as indicated in his Report to the previous Plenary Meeting. He expected that work on the following items would be completed the next day: 1.3 (public protection and disaster relief); 1.12 (space science services between 35 and 38 GHz); 1.17 (the upgrade of radiolocation in the band 2.9 to 3.1 GHz); 1.28 (use of the band 108-118 MHz for ground-based transmission systems); and 1.38 (Earth exploration-satellite service allocation at UHF). The present Plenary Meeting would later consider the output of Committee 5 on items 1.18 and 1.20. While progress towards consensus was being made on a number of the other issues before Committee 5, progress had been less than desirable on items 1.15 (radionavigation-satellite service, particularly in regard to Resolution 605 (WRC-2000), 1.13 (HAPS), and 1.5 and 1.6 (the 5 GHz issues). With time running out, the delegates were being made aware that the next three days were the last opportunity to find compromise solutions to bring back to the working groups. He would attempt to clear any outstanding difficulties at the remaining meetings of Committee 5 scheduled for 24 and 25 June.

2.5
The Chairman of Committee 4 (Specified agenda items) said that Committee 4 had held four meetings to date and progress had been reasonable, bearing in mind that it took time to resolve difficult and contentious issues. With regard to Working Group 4A, work on agenda item 1.1 (deletion of country footnotes) would follow the ruling of the second Plenary Meeting and continue with consideration of footnotes. For item 1.8.1 (boundary between spurious and out‑of‑band emission), work on Article 1 was complete and work on Appendix 3 would be completed during the day. Work on Recommendation 66 (under item 1.8.2) had been completed. Work on item 1.2 (protection of passive services from unwanted emissions) was progressing but there was a fundamental disagreement about the need for further provisions. Work on item 1.11 (aeronautical mobile‑satellite service at 14 GHz) was making good progress, although requirements for coordination remained controversial. Work on item 1.26 (stations on board vessels) had essentially been completed in the form of a draft Resolution and a draft Recommendation. Item 1.30 (procedures for advance publication, coordination and notification of satellite networks in accordance with Resolution 86 (Minneapolis, 1998) and related issues) was somewhat complex; work on Articles 9 and 11 and Appendix 5 was under way, and progress was being made, in particular on No. 9.35, Resolution 49 (Rev.WRC-2000) and provisions for the RRB. Some difficulty was being faced regarding No. 9.35, especially with regard to budgetary implications. Work on Appendix 4 was progressing but Committee 4 needed the output of other committees in order to complete its task. In order to meet the deadline for working groups, ad hoc Group 4A5 would most likely submit its results directly to Committee 4. Work on item 1.33 (HAPS within IMT-2000) had been completed and a document was awaited for consideration in Committee 4. Work on item 7.1 (Report of the Director of BR) was being handled in conjunction with work on item 1.30. In particular, the comments on Resolution 80 (Rev.WRC-2000) in Addendum 5 to Document 4 would probably be dealt with in connection with Resolutions 2 (WARC-79) and 4 (Rev.Orb-88).

2.6
Working Group 4B had completed work on agenda item 1.19 (misapplication of single-entry limits for non-GSO FSS). For item 1.29 (sharing between non-GSO and GSO systems), a modification to Resolution 136 (WRC-2000) had been drafted and work on Resolution 78 (WRC‑2000) was almost finished, resulting in a proposed new Resolution on frequency sharing between non‑GSO and GSO systems and a proposed modification to Article 22. Item 1.34 (BSS around 2.6 GHz) was very contentious. A difficult matter concerning 2.3 GHz was also being discussed in the context of that item, one of the main problems being that there was no pfd limit in the 2.3 GHz band. Work on item 1.37 (satellite networks using highly elliptical orbits) had been divided into three areas: below 3 GHz; below 1 GHz (agreement had been reached that no modification was required); and 1.5 GHz (where views continued to differ). No agreement had yet been reached for pfd masks at 4, 11 and 18 GHz. With regard to epfd values, some text had been prepared for a footnote to Article 5, for the band 19.7-20.2 MHz.

2.7
Working Group 4C had completed work on agenda item 1.2 (new modulation techniques in the HF bands). The amateur issue was still under consideration in the context of item 1.7.1 (Article 25). Work had been concluded on item 1.7.2 (Article 19 on call signs) and the output appeared in Document 190(Rev.1). Work on item 1.7.3 was being held in abeyance, pending the outcome of work on Article 25. Work on maritime issues (maritime distress and safety, maritime mobile service identities, distress communication priorities, harmful interference in the mobile services) was almost complete, except for one article and consideration of the Director’s Report.

2.8
The following more difficult issues remained to be resolved: item 1.23 (Realignment at around 7 MHz) for which proposals ranged from no change to an additional 200 kHz for the amateur service; item 1.36 (linked to item 1.23), for which, so far, there had only been a brief introduction of documents; and Resolutions 2 (WARC-79) and 4 (Rev.Orb-88) - an informal agreement having been reached to consider those two Resolutions in Committee 4, he would 

suggest the setting up of an ad hoc group to deal with the matter, following the introduction of proposals and a general discussion. He was optimistic that Committee 4 would complete its work by the deadline, Friday, 27 June 2003, but some of the output documents submitted to the Plenary Meeting might contain square brackets.

2.9
The Chairman of Committee 3 (Budget control), drawing attention to Document 19 on the financial responsibilities of conferences, and to Document 147 which had been submitted to the second Plenary Meeting, urged the Conference to give careful consideration to all decisions, Resolutions or modifications that might have financial consequences, and to strive to minimize their financial impact. He drew attention to a note from the Chairman of Committee 5 (Document 203) indicating that Committee 5 had approved Document 187 containing a Resolution instructing the Director of BR to undertake regulatory tasks relating to RNSS networks, and suggesting that Committee 3 might wish to consider whether or not that decision might have financial implications in the context of matters referred to in Document 147. He appreciated receiving such indications, which facilitated the work of Committee 3.

2.10
He stressed the serious financial situation facing ITU and recalled that PP‑02 had established a financial plan making a significant reduction in resources compared with former and current budgets. For ITU‑R, the reduced resources in the financial plan for 2004‑2007 would lead to a reduction in some 700 work months, corresponding to around 30 unfunded posts, which would progressively be left vacant. With such a reduced staffing level (around a 15% decrease in the overall work force), it would be difficult for the BR to undertake even its existing responsibilities and missions, which represented a very heavy workload. Moreover, the Bureau would be involved in the preparations and intersessional work for the regional radiocommunication conference in the 2004‑2005 time-frame. No provision had been made in the 2002‑2003 budget for post‑conference work, or in the 2004‑2007 financial plan for such activities. Implementing the current 2002‑2003 budget and balancing the accounts for 2002‑2003 would thus pose a serious challenge, mainly because of a shortfall in income and cost increases. He nevertheless observed that Member States and Sector Members always had the option of increasing their contributions to the Union.

2.11
The representative of the Syrian Arab Republic suggested that the Conference might appeal to the Council not to attempt to resolve the financial crisis by cutting posts, especially in ITU‑R.

2.12
The representative of Islamic Republic of Iran said that the forthcoming regional radiocommunication conference was subject to full cost recovery and therefore would place no burden on the resources of the Bureau. He pointed out, however, that future agendas would have a major impact on the activities of the Bureau and the work of the study groups, as well as on the burden to be borne by the next conference. It was therefore important that Committee 7 should give careful consideration to financial implications, as urged by the Chairman of Committee 3. Nevertheless, in areas that affected the rights of administrations and where corrections were needed - in particular the rules of procedure on No. 9.35 on which many administrations had expressed serious concerns - budgetary implications should not be invoked as a pretext for not taking action.

2.13
The Chairman of Committee 3 said that, while it was not the responsibility of a WRC to decide on staffing levels in ITU‑R, it should be borne in mind that the financial plan adopted by PP-02 foresaw an across-the-board reduction in staff of 5%. With regard to the regional radiocommunication conference, the costs associated with participation would be borne in the period 2004‑2005, while the invoices to offset those costs would probably be delayed until 2006.

2.14
The Chairman of Committee 2 (Credentials) said that the working group set up by the Committee had met three times, on 12, 17 and 19 June 2003, and had examined 121 sets of credentials as well as one request for transfer of credentials. A total of 14 sets of credentials required clarification, and 13 Member States present at the Conference had not yet submitted credentials. He recalled that the Plenary Meeting had set 23 June 2003 as the deadline for Committee 2 to submit its conclusions and he urged those delegations that had not yet clarified their credentials or had not yet submitted credentials to do so as soon as possible. If they did not do so before the deadline, they would forego their right to have a full say in the decisions of the Conference.

3
Second series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B2) (Documents 171 and 190(Rev.1))

3.1
The Chairman of the Editorial Committee explained that Document 190 had been revised because it had initially contained some texts that fell under item 1.11 of the Conference agenda. Subsequently, Committee 5 had realized that the Conference would have to stay examination of those texts pending the outcome of the deliberations of Committee 4 in the matter. The texts in question had therefore been withdrawn; however, the same should have been done for the proposed deletion of Resolution 216 (Rev.WRC‑2000).

3.2
The Chairman invited the participants to examine the texts produced by Committee 5 (Documents 152 and 164 and Corrigendum 1), Committee 4 (Document 174) and Committee 6 (Documents 183 and 189) as presented in Document 190(Rev.1), but without the proposal to delete Resolution 216 (Rev.WRC‑2000).

Article 5 (MOD 17.3‑17.7 GHz, MOD 5.514 and MOD 148‑149.9 MHz)

3.3
The texts were approved, with the addition, at the request of the delegates of Italy, Lithuania and Kyrgyzstan, of the names of their countries to those listed in footnote 5.514. 

Article 5 (MOD 5.221)

3.4
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic pointed out that the footnote in question listed close to one half of all the Member States of the Union. In his view, a forthcoming conference should perhaps remedy that incongruous situation. 

3.5
The proposal MOD 5.221 was approved. 

SUP Resolution 214 (Rev.WRC‑2000)

3.6
The proposal was approved.

Article 5 (MOD 31.8‑32 GHz, MOD 32‑32.3 GHz, MOD 32.3‑33 GHz, MOD 5.547C and MOD 5.548)

3.7
The proposals were approved, taking into account an error in the Spanish text of MOD 5.548 indicated by the delegate of Spain.

Article 21 (MOD Table 21-4)

3.8
The proposal was approved.

Article 19 (SUP 19.49 c), MOD 19.50.1, MOD 19.68 § 30 1), ADD 19.68A 1A), MOD 19.72 § 32 and ADD 19.82A § 35A)

3.9
The proposals were approved.
Article 23 (MOD 23.11 C and MOD 23.12 § 3)

3.10
The delegate of Cuba considered that the phrase “except the bands as referred to in No. 23.6” in MOD 23.11 should be used in No. 23.12 also. The Chairman of Committee 4 agreed that the phrase was needed in 23.12, immediately after the words “to the broadcasting service”, so as to make it clear that the frequency bands of the Tropical Zone were excluded, as had been agreed in Committee 4.

3.11
MOD 23.11 C and MOD 23.12 § 3 with the amendments proposed by the delegate of Cuba and the Chairman of Committee 4 were approved.

MOD Resolution 136 (WRC‑2000)

3.12
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic drew attention to the passage in considering g) to the effect that GSO FSS and non-GSO FSS operators would be expected to exhibit flexibility. He considered that, particularly in an official text, such an expectation should be addressed to administrations and not operators. He also expressed the hope that the expression “to urge administrations” would not enter into the language, and that the usual practice of “inviting” or “encouraging” administrations would be retained.

3.13
The Chairman explained that the phrase “WRC-07/a future competent conference” in resolves to urge administrations was enclosed in square brackets to indicate a choice between two possibilities which would have to be made once Committee 7 had finished its work. The same would be done for all other passages in which the same problem arose. 

3.14
The revision of Resolution 136 (WRC‑2000) was approved, replacing “both GSO FSS and non-GSO FSS operators” with “administrations concerned with GSO FSS networks and non‑GSO FSS systems”.

SUP Resolution 348 (WRC‑97)

3.15
The Chairman of Committee 4 introduced Document 171, which gave the reasons that led Committee 4 to propose the deletion of the Resolution in question, dealing with studies required to provide priority to distress communications originated by shore-based search and rescue authorities. It was clear from recognizing c) of the Resolution that it was Inmarsat which was to conduct the ongoing studies. The studies had been completed, and it was noted that a standard procedure, which may have resulted from those studies, would only apply to GMDSS mobile-satellite systems approved for use prior to 1 February 2002. Furthermore, since Inmarsat no longer existed in its original form, the Resolution needed to be completely changed in any event. The best solution was clearly to delete it; if a need was identified for further studies on the subject, not restricted to systems approved for use prior to 1 February 2002, it would be more logical to have ITU‑R Study Group 8 conduct them, by creating an appropriate Question. 

3.16
The deletion of Resolution 348 (WRC‑97) was approved.

SUP Resolution 537 (WRC‑97), SUP Recommendation 515 (Rev.WRC‑97) and SUP Recommendation 519 (WARC‑92)

3.17
The proposals were approved.

Article 5 (SUP 5.491 and MOD 12.2‑12.5 GHz) 

3.18
The proposals were approved.

Appendix 30B (Article 6 - ADD 6.43bis and ADD 6.56bis)

3.19
The Chairman of the Editorial Committee explained that, in the English version of the two texts in question, the phrase “received in between” had been replaced with “received in the meantime”; however, that phrase in turn had been faulted for its lack of clarity. Perhaps the English-speaking delegations would have suggestions for the Editorial Committee. 

3.20
The Chairman of Committee 6 indicated that “in the meantime” was as clear as it needed to be; given the complexity of the subject at hand, it would be best to approve the two texts without further change. The Chairman agreed.

3.21
The proposals ADD 6.43bis and 6.56bis were approved.

Appendix 30B (Annex 1 - MOD Title and SUP Note by the Secretariat)

3.22
The proposals were approved.
Appendix 30B (Annex 1 - MOD § A 1.7)

3.23
The Chairman of Committee 6 proposed adding the following footnote to the heading of Figure 2: “Figure 2 represents patterns for some combination of Bmin and (0”. That would address the concerns which certain delegations had expressed. 

3.24
With the addition of the footnote proposed by the Chairman of Committee 6, MOD § A 1.7 was approved.

Appendix 30B (Annex 2)

3.25
The deletion of the existing text of Annex 2 and the addition of the text proposed in replacement were approved.

3.26
With the exception of the proposed deletion of Resolution 216 (Rev.WRC‑2000), which should have been withdrawn from Document 190(Rev.1), the entire second series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B2) (Document 190(Rev.1)) was approved on the first reading, with the modifications that had been made.

3.27
The Chairman of Committee 4 announced that, with the approval of the proposals relating to Article 19, examination of item 1.7.2 of the Conference agenda had been completed; with the deletion of Resolution 348 (WRC‑97), examination of item 1.10.2 had been completed.

4
Report from the Radiocommunication Assembly, (Geneva, 2003) (Document 162)

4.1
The representative of the Radiocommunication Bureau introduced Document 162, containing the Report from the ITU Radiocommunication Assembly (Geneva, 2003) to the Conference in accordance with item 5 of the Conference agenda and No. 136 of the Convention. Essentially, the Report was composed of five Annexes. Annex 1 was a list of ITU-R Recommendations in force as of 6 June 2003, the final day of the Assembly. Annex 2 contained, for the same date, a list of the ITU-R Recommendations related to the CPM Report to WRC-03. Annex 3 was a list of the ITU-R Recommendations incorporated by reference, for the same date; the four Recommendations modified since WRC-2000 being indicated with an asterisk. Annex 4 contained statements made by administrations relating to draft Recommendations considered and approved by the Assembly. Annex 5 concerned the WRC preparatory process. The Assembly had not made any amendments to Resolution ITU-R 2; however, after discussing the subject, it had decided to invite WRC-03 to provide guidance to CPM-1 on possible improvements to the existing 

process. Annex 5 was therefore of particular relevance to Committee 7 for item 7.2 of the Conference agenda. WRC‑03 was called upon to take note of the Report from the Radiocommunication Assembly, which was a useful reference for the work of all the committees.

4.2
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic said that the Report was of interest for administrations, too, particularly Annex 4. The Arab Group had registered its concerns about Recommendation ITU‑R SA.1260 and intended to return to the question under item 1.38 of the WRC agenda.

4.3
Document 162 was duly noted.

5
Statement by the Chairman

5.1
The Chairman said that, as indicated in the oral reports from committee chairmen, certain agenda items had already been finalized and a reasonable amount of progress had been achieved in others. The remaining agenda items, however, had not advanced as far as might have been expected, although the second week of the Conference was nearing its end. The differences that impeded progress on those items were well-known, and delegations had had sufficient time to discuss them and come up with compromise solutions during regional preparations, interregional consultation and the first part of the Conference. Delaying matters further was likely to be less successful a tactic than was perhaps being hoped in some quarters, particularly as the budgetary situation described by the Chairman of Committee 3 meant that the Conference schedule would be strictly followed, with no chance of carrying a meeting into the early hours of the morning. The committee chairmen had fixed the end of Monday, 23 June as the deadline for the working groups to complete their work. The committees would subsequently do everything in their power to avoid sending bracketed text passages to the Plenary, a step that would reflect badly on their willingness to make compromises. All delegations were therefore requested to do everything possible to reach as many compromises as possible before the first part of the next week. Those provisions on which compromises were needed were in effect preconditions to the development of the new technologies and services being examined by the Conference; it would be unfortunate if it became necessary to take those decisions in a hurried manner during the final Plenary, on account of the amount of text still left in square brackets as time ran out. Delegations should accordingly plan their work and their efforts better. For that reason the Chairman asked for cooperation from all, and was confident that it would be forthcoming. 

6
Logistical arrangements

6.1
The delegate of Saudi Arabia pointed out that there were not enough seats for participants in the meeting.

6.2
The Chairman said that altering the configuration of the room to provide additional seating would waste the precious time of the Conference. She therefore urged heads of delegation to help to alleviate the problem by considering who should participate in Plenary Meetings, taking into account the subjects to be discussed.

The meeting rose at 1700 hours.

The Secretary:


The Chairman:
Y. UTSUMI


V. RAWAT
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