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1
First report of Ad hoc Group 2 Chairman to the Plenary (continued) (Document 364)

1.1
The Chairman of Ad hoc Group 2 of the Plenary invited the Plenary Meeting, on the basis of Document 364, to consider certain questions which it had not taken at its tenth session, and which had to do with his first report. In Article 5, he proposed to look only at the text of MOD 5.134 in square brackets, the remainder of that footnote having already been approved in Committee 4. Ad hoc Group 2 of the Plenary had, during its examination of the footnote, decided to delete the square brackets and keep the frequency band intact.

1.2
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic had understood that, in the present case, it was a matter of identifying frequency bands for the broadcasting service and examining them at the following conference with a view to possible allocation. Reading the footnote text, however, he observed that the use of those bands appeared now to be firmly planned to commence on 1 April 2007. He would reserve the right to return to the question following consultation within a smaller group, at which time he would make known the position of his country concerning the footnote as a whole.

1.3
The Chairman explained that the only changes being proposed were for the 1 April 2007 date and the provisions relating to the implementation of digital modulation in those bands.

1.4
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic pointed out that the band in question had, under a different agenda item, been allocated to the broadcasting service with effect from a date other than 1 April 2007. That discrepancy needed to be resolved.

1.5
The delegate of Saudi Arabia supported the position of the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic and promised likewise to work on a specific proposal for that item.

1.6
The Chairman suggested approving the footnote, with a reservation for statements that would be made subsequently by the delegates of the Syrian Arab Republic and Saudi Arabia.

1.7
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran asked why the text under discussion used the future and not the present tense. The phrase “shall be used” could be replaced by “are used”, for example.

1.8
The Chairman of Ad hoc Group 2 of the Plenary suggested removing the square brackets and reverting to the previous version of the footnote with the following wording: “The use of the bands 5 900-5 950 kHz, 7 300-7 350 kHz, 9 400-9 500 kHz, 11 600-11 650 kHz, 12 050-12 100 kHz, 13 570-13 600 kHz, 13 800-13 870 kHz, 15 600-15 800 kHz, 17 480-17 550 kHz and 18 900-19 020 kHz by the broadcasting service as from 1 April 2007 is subject to the application of the procedure of Article 12”.

1.9
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran agreed to that proposal.

1.10
The delegate of Italy inquired as to the status of the identified bands in the event they were required for use by the broadcasting service before 1 April 2007.

1.11
The representative of BR replied that those bands were not available for the broadcasting service before 1 April 2007. They would therefore not be allocated to that service before that date. Any such use would be on a non‑interference basis.

1.12
MOD 5.134 was approved as modified.

1.13
Turning to ADD Resolution [COM4/11] (WRC‑03), the Chairman of Ad hoc Group 2 of the Plenary explained that some of the passages were still in square brackets, pending the outcome from agenda item 1.23. Under considering b), the abbreviation “HF” should be deleted. Under considering d), the text was in square brackets pending a decision from Committee 7 as to whether WRC‑07 would have an agenda item concerning allocations to the HF broadcasting service. Considering i), which also remained in square brackets, might have to be changed in accordance with the outcome of the examination of agenda item 1.23. In noting, a frequency band was given in square brackets; it should be replaced by the band 7 450-7 750 kHz, without square brackets. The draft Resolution had been approved in Committee 4, with square brackets, and was being submitted to the Plenary Meeting for consideration.

1.14
The Chairman proposed removing the square brackets around considering d) and to put them instead around “WRC‑07” only, pending an outcome for the relevant agenda item. In considering i), she suggested putting the band 7 100-7 550 kHz in square brackets, pending a decision following the examination of agenda item 1.23.

1.15
It was so decided.

1.16
The delegate of France, commenting on the modification of the band which the Chairman of Ad hoc Group 2 of the Plenary had proposed in noting, said that starting the allocation at 7 450 kHz would not allow for the future alignment of Region 2 in the broadcasting service. He would prefer starting the allocation at 7 400 kHz while leaving full scope to a future decision by WRC‑07.

1.17
The Chairman of Ad hoc Group 2 of the Plenary answered by saying that noting and noting further had been the subject of intense discussion within the group, and the conclusion had been that, if it were decided to increase the allocations by 100 kHz, the increase should be carried over into the text of the draft Resolution in question. In noting further the text read: “further studies are required on the potential allocation of the bands identified in the noting above or any other bands between 4 and 10 MHz that may be considered for allocation to the broadcasting service”. The passage was intended simply to indicate to WRC‑07 some of the bands which had been examined and which could be identified as additional spectrum allocated to the broadcasting service. Nonetheless, he had no objection to retaining the square brackets while awaiting a decision on agenda item 1.23.

1.18
It was so decided.

1.19
The representative of the Syrian Arab Republic stated that the administrations of certain Arab States had difficulty accepting the use and the identification of the three bands below 7 MHz for the broadcasting service, and wished that to be taken into account in future studies.

1.20
The Chairman said that “WRC‑07” in resolves to invite ITU‑R and in further resolves to invite WRC‑07 should be placed in square brackets, and any changes that might be required following decisions taken under the relevant agenda item would be made later.

1.21
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran thought it was important, in resolves to invite ITU‑R, to add to the phrase “technical, operational, economic and other relevant factors” the words “including the appropriate transitional arrangements”.

1.22
That proposal was approved.

1.23
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran proposed that, in further resolves to invite WRC‑07, “to conclude” should be followed by the expression “where appropriate” and the word “sufficient” should be deleted, to avoid anticipating decisions which WRC‑07 or some other future conference might take.

1.24
The delegate of Ireland argued for retaining the word “sufficient” in order to emphasize the need to make additional spectrum available for the purposes of the broadcasting service.

1.25
The Chairman explained that further studies would show how much additional spectrum would be needed for the broadcasting service. She therefore proposed retaining “sufficient” at the present stage. The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran agreed to that proposal.

1.26
It was so decided.

1.27
ADD Resolution [COM4/11] (WRC‑03), as amended, and with text still in square brackets, was approved.

2
Second report of Ad hoc Group 2 Chairman to the Plenary (Document 367)

2.1
The Chairman of Ad hoc Group 2 of the Plenary introduced Document 367, and explained that when the small group had discussed the question of whether to retain Recommendation 718 (WARC‑92), pertaining to additional allocations to the amateur service in the 7 MHz band for Regions 1 and 3, the conclusion had been that it could be suppressed. Subsequently, there had been a discussion of the need for a resolution covering the additional allocation of 100 kHz for the amateur service and the broadcasting service, and the conclusion had been that it would be sufficient to deal with the question under agenda item 1.13 of WRC‑07. However, the delegate of Canada had later proposed a draft Resolution for submission to the Plenary, reproduced in Document 367, examining an additional alignment of allocations to the amateur and broadcasting services between 7 200 and 7 550 kHz. If the draft Resolution [COM4/26] (WRC‑03) given in Document 367 was accepted, the intention was to make reference to it in item 1.13 of the WRC‑07 agenda and to take it up at that conference. The meeting was therefore invited to consider Document 367.

2.2
The delegate of France was not in favour of the draft Resolution. The text appeared to make assumptions about the outcome of the deliberations on the relevant agenda item, with the noting section implying that a worldwide allocation of 100 kHz between 7 200 and 7 300 kHz was necessarily required, something with which France did not agree. During discussions, particularly within Ad hoc Group 2 of the Plenary, a member of the RRB had proposed studying the possibility initially, by way of worldwide alignment for the three Regions, of making a 200 kHz allocation to the amateur and broadcasting services, an issue that had yet to be addressed under agenda item 1.23, and attempting to identify an additional 100 kHz for worldwide alignment. France was in favour of that proposal and was prepared to conduct corresponding studies. A settlement for the amateur service would sure to be achieved under item 1.13 of the WRC‑07 agenda.

2.3
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic considered that it was early to attribute to the forthcoming WRC the difficulties which were being seen at the present conference. In the Arab region, the number of users of the amateur service remained very modest, and there was, therefore, no urgency in addressing the question. In the Syrian Arab Republic the services being considered were essentially fixed services, which were of the highest importance for the country. For that reason he could not support the proposed draft Resolution.

2.4
The delegate of the Vatican City State was not in favour of the draft Resolution for the reasons that had been given by the delegates of France and the Syrian Arab Republic. He was joined by the delegate of Italy.

2.5
The representative of CITEL explained that one of the reasons for drafting the new Resolution was that Recommendation 718 (WARC‑92) was to be abolished at the end of the present conference. Now, Recommendation 718 did no more than draw attention to the problems caused by the sharing of frequencies between the amateur service and the broadcasting service and request that a future conference take that into account with a view to the possible alignment of allocations. The draft Resolution dealt, in particular, with the frequency band between 7 200 and 7 300 kHz, which had not been aligned, and asked the forthcoming conference, in looking at the possibility of aligning the allocations made to the amateur service and the broadcasting service, to take into account the difficulties created by sharing between the two services in that band.

2.6
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran, faced with these difficulties, proposed that ADD Resolution [COM4/26] (WRC‑03) be suppressed. He was supported by the delegate of Saudi Arabia.

2.7
The delegate of Australia was in favour of suppressing the draft Resolution, as long as the wording of item 1.13 of the WRC‑07 agenda was adapted accordingly.

2.8
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran said that he could accept such a compromise.

2.9
The delegate of Ireland supported the representative of CITEL, saying that the examination of the alignment of allocations discussed in the draft Resolution was part of a whole range of issues to be examined under agenda item 1.23 of the Conference.

2.10
The delegate of France replied that the draft Resolution was by no means among the questions to be examined under agenda item 1.23.

2.11
The Chairman of Ad hoc Group 2 of the Plenary said that, if the Plenary would accept the proposal to rework item 1.13 of the WRC‑07 agenda, it would be possible to suppress Recommendation 718 (WARC‑92).

2.12
The Chairman suggested waiting while the wording of item 1.13 of the WRC‑07 agenda was examined before taking a decision on Recommendation 718.

2.13
The delegate of the Islamic Republic of Iran wanted to avoid making any assumptions about whether or not the question would be on item 1.13 of the WRC‑07 agenda, and considered that it should not be bound up with any item whatsoever of the WRC‑07 agenda. He proposed suppressing the draft Resolution without necessarily making any changes to item 1.13.

2.14
The Chairman confirmed that ADD Resolution [COM4/26] was suppressed, and that no modification of the wording of agenda item 1.13 was implied as a result. However, item 1.13 in its current form excluded the bands between 7 000 and 7 200 kHz, although they needed to be re‑examined. The wording of item 1.13 of the WRC‑07 agenda would therefore be examined, taking into account the remarks made at the present meeting.

2.15
It was so decided.

3
Fourteenth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B14) (Document 363)

3.1
The Chairman invited the participants to examine the texts produced by Committee 6 (Document 348), as set out in Document 363.

Appendix 30 (Article 11 – SUP 11.2, SUP 11.3, ADD 11.2);
Appendix 30A (Article 9A – SUP 9A.2, SUP 9A.3, ADD 9A.2)

3.2
Approved.

3.3
The fourteenth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B14) (Document 363) was approved.

4
Fourteenth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for second reading (B14) (Document 363)

4.1
At the suggestion of the Chairman, the texts in Document 363 were submitted for second reading.

4.2
The fourteenth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee (B14) (Document 363) was approved on second reading.

4.3
The Chairman of Committee 6 said that all discrepancies had now been removed from the remarks columns for Appendices 30 and 30A. The work had been done by the Radiocommunication Bureau in compliance with the relevant provisions of the Radio Regulations. No further review would be necessary.

5
Sixteenth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (B16) (Document 374)

5.1
The Chairman invited the participants to examine the texts produced by Committee 4 (Document 357), as set out in Document 374.

Article 47 (SUP 47.1, SUP 47.3)

5.2
Approved.

ADD Resolution [COM4/14] (WRC‑03)

5.3
The Chairman of Committee 4 drew attention to an omission in the Table. The phrase “(Region 1)” should be inserted after “49.44‑50.2 GHz”. Below that, in the same box, the text “47.2‑50.2 GHz (Regions 2 and 3)” should also be inserted.

5.4
The delegate of the United States said that a number of issues relating to the Resolutions contained in Document 374 had been left pending and the relevant text placed between square brackets. They had been the subject of extensive discussion at different levels. When agreement had nearly been reached among regional groups and individual countries, the member of one regional group had withdrawn his support for a compromise solution. He hoped that the administration in question would either explain its position or participate in further consultation with a view to seeing solution to the problem. Referring to recognizing c), he proposed the addition of the parenthesis “(in the Table below)” after the words “all band-pairs”. Under resolves 3 he proposed the deletion of “[a future competent conference]”.

5.5
It was so agreed.

5.6
The Chairman pointed out that the square brackets around “WRC‑07” would be retained to allow consequential editorial amendment.

5.7
ADD Resolution [COM4/14], as emended, was approved.

ADD Resolution [COM4/15] (WRC-03)

5.8
The Chairman drew attention to the square-bracketed text under resolves 2 and 3. She was aware that there had been extensive discussion on the issues at stake and that many compromises had been made.

5.9
The delegate of Canada said that his Administration would have difficulty in reaching agreement on the Resolutions in Document 374 unless an acceptable solution was found for resolves 2a), 3a) and 3b). Basically there were two options: either to remove the square brackets from resolves 2a) and 3a) and delete resolves 3b); or to replace the whole of resolves 2 and 3 by two new longer paragraphs, the text of which could be made available.

5.10
The Chairman suggested that instead of opening debate on a new and rather lengthy text, resolves 2 and 3 should be held in abeyance, so as to allow Canada and the parties concerned to hold further informal consultations, with a view to reaching agreement on the texts in question. She took it that the remaining text of Resolution [COM4/15] and the introductory paragraphs in its Annex were acceptable to the Plenary Meeting.

5.11
It was so agreed.

5.12
The Chairman invited participants to consider the Tables contained in the Annex to Resolution [COM4/15].

5.13
The delegate of the United States, referring to Table 1-1, proposed the deletion of “[RNSS (s‑to‑E) 1 559‑1 160]”.

5.14
The delegate of France recalled that the square‑bracketed text in both Table 1‑1 and Table 1‑2 was part of an overall package of proposals. No decision could be taken on it until agreement had been reached on resolves 2 and 3.

5.15
The delegate of the Netherlands said that if it were decided to delete the reference to the RNSS service from Table 1‑2, Note(4) would no longer be applicable and should also be deleted.

5.16
In response to a query from the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic, the delegate of Canada pointed out that the levels given in the Tables were threshold levels for initiating consultations and not fixed limits.

5.17
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic nevertheless expressed concern about the inclusion in the Tables of pfd threshold levels of the BSS service in the 21.4‑22.0 GHz bands. Studies might well be carried out on the future planning of high-definition television in those bands; it was essential that the pfd threshold levels should not in any way hinder such planning activities.

5.18
The Chairman stressed that future planning activities would be governed by the relevant provision of the Radio Regulations.

5.19
With those comments, Tables 1‑1 and 1‑2 were approved, with the exception of the square-bracketed text, including Note(4), pending the outcome of discussions on resolves 2 and 3.

5.20
The delegate of Canada went on to announce that the consultations which he had conducted had not led to a resolution of the problem raised by the expression in square brackets in paragraph 3b) of the resolves. The text raised problems for some administrations, firstly because it required administrations to take all reasonable steps, something that was already required under resolves 1, and secondly because it put the emphasis on just one of the components in the necessary consultation. If agreement could be reached on that point, the other issues in draft Resolution [COM4/15] would fall into place.

5.21
The delegate of the United States said that the words in question would put an unacceptable additional burden on administrations operating space services.

5.22
The delegate of the United Arab Emirates shared the concern of the preceding speaker and viewed the words in square brackets in resolves 3b) to be superfluous, given that the provision went on to talk about “further steps with a view to achieving a mutually acceptable solution”, which covered all reasonable steps.

5.23
As a compromise, the delegate of the Netherlands suggested that in the first part of the text of resolves 3, the phrase “due to unexpected circumstances” be inserted after “determines that”, and that the phrase in square brackets in resolves 3b) be deleted.

5.24
The delegate of France pointed out that the words in question should not be taken together with resolves 1; instead, they were intended to distinguish between the consultation mentioned in resolves 2, concerning potential difficulties that came to light during the design and construction phase of the satellite, and the measures required under resolves 3, concerning cases in which, following the launch, interference was detected that was attributable to circumstances which were unexpected by the designer and operator. However, given the concerns expressed by the delegates of the United States and the United Arab Emirates, the proposal of the delegate of the Netherlands represented a good compromise solution.

5.25
The proposal of the delegate of the Netherlands was approved.

5.26
The Chairman said that, as a result, the square brackets around resolves 2a) and 3a) had to be removed, along with the RNSS line (space-to-Earth) in Tables 1‑1 and 1‑2 and the corresponding Note(4) of the Annex to the draft Resolution.

5.27
It was so decided.

5.28
The delegate of France remarked that, if the frequency band in question was to be made the subject of a study, the fact that it had been removed from Tables 1‑1 and 1‑2 represented an additional argument for completing the study in time for WRC‑07.

5.29
The draft Resolution [COM4/15] (WRC‑03), as modified, was approved.

ADD Resolution [COM4/17] (WRC‑03)

5.30
The delegate of the United States, referring to resolves 1, proposed the deletion of the square brackets around the word “only” and the insertion of a comma thereafter so that the provision would read: “to invite ITU‑R to study the compatibility between the RAS and the corresponding active space services, as listed in the Table only, with a view to updating or developing ITU‑R Recommendations, if appropriate;”.

5.31
The delegate of France said he would have some difficulty in accepting the United States’ proposal, which would limit the scope of ITU‑R studies to the band‑pairs listed in the Table. He saw no reason why it should not be possible to study other band‑pairs if during the studies it became apparent that they required study and there was agreement on it. He therefore proposed the insertion of the words “focusing mainly on the band‑pairs” before “listed in the Table”, and deletion of the word “only”.

5.32
The Chairman said that the French proposal would certainly give ITU‑R greater flexibility. An alternative compromise solution would be to delete the word “only”.

5.33
The delegate of the United States said his endorsement of Resolution [COM4/17], as a whole, depended on the retention of the word “only”. That was already a compromise, since from the outset of the Conference the United States had not been in favour of adopting the Resolution.

5.34
The Chairman said that if she heard no further objection she would take it that the United States’ proposal was acceptable to the meeting.

5.35
It was so agreed.

5.36
The delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic expressed support for the United States’ proposal, which would limit the scope of the studies. He requested that the reference to WRC‑07 under resolves 2 be placed between square brackets. Referring to the Table, he reiterated his concern about the 21.4‑22.0 GHz band in the broadcasting-satellite service. It was a candidate band for planning and should not be subject to additional requirements.

5.37
The delegate of the United Arab Emirates asked why the band-pair 1 525-1 559 MHz and 1 400-1 427 MHz corresponding to the space service and radio astronomy service respectively was proposed for further compatibility studies, when Table 1‑1 of Resolution [COM4/15] already listed the relevant pfd levels.

5.38
The delegate of Canada said he believed that the compatibility studies had been carried out with respect to GSO but further studies were required as regards non‑GSO. It would probably be sufficient to insert “(non‑GSO)” after “MSS (space‑to‑Earth)” with reference to the band-pair 1 525-1 559 and 1 400-1 427 MHz in the Table in Resolution [COM4/17]. He would, however, need to verify that and would report back to the meeting in due course.

5.39
The delegate of Canada said that he had not had time during his consultations to resolve the problem of whether or not to include non‑GSO services in the Table in the draft Resolution [COM4/17] (WRC‑03), and offered to settle the question directly with the Editorial Committee.

5.40
The delegate of the United Arab Emirates was of the view that the issue was not a strictly editorial one; he would therefore return to the question, if required, when it came up for the second reading.

5.41
Taking into account all these comments, ADD Resolution [COM4/17], as modified, was approved.

5.42
The delegate of the Netherlands recalled that the compromise agreement also covered a footnote in Article 5, which had not been reproduced in Document 374. That footnote would need to be amended in the light of the decision regarding the references in Table 1‑1 and Table 1‑2 of Resolution [COM4/15].

5.43
Taking into account the observations that had been made, the sixteenth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading (Document 374) was approved as a whole.

6
Report by the Chairman of Committee 2

6.1
The Chairman of Committee 2 reported that Chad had just presented its credentials, which had been deemed in order and that country should therefore be added to the list of countries given in Document 244.

6.2
That statement was noted.

7
Fourth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for second reading (R4) (Document 351)

7.1
The representative of BR said that MOD Table 21‑2 (Article 21) did not correspond to the text that had been approved during first reading.

7.2
The delegate of the United Kingdom said that Tables 9a and 7A (Appendix 7) showed only the data for the modified column. Furthermore, the Conference had decided to remove from those Tables the column relating to the interaction between the mobile‑satellite service and the space research service. In the final acts, those two Tables would have to be presented in their complete form.

7.3
The delegate of Cuba pointed out that the Spanish header for the first column in Table 7A needed to be brought into line with the current version in the Radio Regulations.

7.4
The delegate of Germany said that in the Annex to MOD Resolution 535 (WRC‑97), in Description 1 in the section entitled “Methodology and data”, the phrase “as appropriate” should come immediately after the reference to ITU‑R BS.1615.

7.5
Referring to MOD Resolution 734 (WRC‑2000), the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic pointed out that during the first reading it had been agreed to put the phrase “taking into consideration studies already carried out” at the end of resolves. The Chairman of Committee 5 confirmed that.

7.6
The delegate of France proposed inserting in paragraph 5 of resolves in the new Resolution [COM5/17], just after “in the band 31‑31.3 GHz”, the phrase “in accordance with resolves 2 above”.

7.7
That proposal was approved.

7.8
The delegate of the Republic of Korea pointed out that resolves 2 of ADD Resolution [COM5/17] contained the reference “requests ITU‑R”, which should be, instead, “invites ITU‑R”.

7.9
With regard to ADD Resolution [COM6/1], the Chairman of Committee 6 indicated that there should be square brackets around the expression “WRC‑07” at the end of invites ITU‑R.

7.10
Taking into account the remarks made and changes approved, the fourth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for second reading was approved.

8
Fifth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for second reading (R5) (Document 366)

8.1
The Chairman drew attention to the need for the Editorial Committee to ensure that the changes made in MOD Table 5‑1 (Appendix 5) were carried through in the other corresponding documents.

8.2
With respect to ADD Resolution [COM5/14], the delegate of France drew attention to editorial modifications to the French version of resolves 1.

8.3
Taking into account the remarks that had been made, the fifth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for second reading was approved.

9
Sixth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for second reading (R6) (Document 375)

9.1
The delegates of Israel and France proposed simplified versions of ADD6bis (Article 9), which would also apply to ADD4bis (Article 11). After discussion, in which the delegates of Tonga and the Syrian Arab Republic took part, the Chairman suggested that the text remain unchanged.

9.2
It was so agreed.

9.3
The representative of APT asked whether ADD 11.8bis (Article 11) should not in fact be ADD 11.3A. The Chairman asked him to check and report to the Editorial Committee.

9.4
The Chairman of Committee 6 recalled that, throughout the document, “Article 11” should be followed by the words “of the Radio Regulations”, and “Article 4” should be followed by “of this Appendix”.

9.5
Referring to ADD Resolution [COM4/10], the delegate of France said that consultation had been held to meet the view of several administrations that did not consider themselves bound by the Resolution. He proposed that resolves 3 be altered to read: “to consider any proposal intended to reflect the latest technologies in the technical criteria associated with the procedure referred to in resolves 1”.

9.6
Following comments by the delegates of the Syrian Arab Republic, the Islamic Republic of Iran and Australia, the Chairman proposed that the text remain unchanged.

9.7
It was so agreed.

9.8
Subject to editorial amendment as indicated, the sixth series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for second reading (R6) (Document 375) was approved.

10
Seventh series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for second reading (R7) (Document 376)

10.1
The seventh series of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for second reading (R7) (Document 376) was approved.

The meeting rose at 1720 hours.

The Secretary:
The Chairman:
Y. UTSUMI
V. RAWAT
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