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	PREPARATIONS FOR RA-07
MATTERS RELATING TO WRC/CPM PROCESS


The following paragraphs were extracted from contributions to the Informal Meeting (23 January 2007) and are submitted for consideration of the RAG.

Rationalization of the WRC/CPM process (France)

WRC preparation follows a logical flow. CPM-1 organizes the activity of WRC preparation and CPM-2 is the meeting where the conclusions of ITU-R studies are adopted in form of a report. CPM-2 is particularly essential to ensure a good knowledge and acceptation of the results of the ITU-R studies amongst all administrations, including those not participating in Working Party meetings. In many occasions, it has also been a major facilitator towards reaching compromise before WRC. 

Two ideas have been discussed during the informal RAG meeting of 18th November :

1) CPM-1 with the work of the Working Group of the WRC Plenary: this would mean that the “organizational” discussion would take place without knowing the final decision of the WRC, also coupling an already difficult negotiation on setting the Agenda with another one relating to organisational matters and conflicts of competence between study groups. This would create a risk of having to trade the substance of the WRC agenda with organisational matters which should only aim at ensuring the most efficient preparation.

2) Merging the Radio Assembly and CPM-2: apart from the fact that the two meetings have considerably different agendas, the timing is probably the most crucial issue. Given the WRC preparation activity flows and the need to ensure sufficient time for ITU-R to finalize the studies and for administrations to take into account the results of CPM-2 in their proposals, CPM-2 needs to take place about 6 months before WRC. In contrast, RA should be the ultimate step of the study group period to ensure that a conference year (e.g. 2007) will not be “lost”.

Therefore, it is preferable to keep unchanged the existing CPM process.

Concerning the Special Committee, discussions in ITU-R working parties often show that, logically focusing on the substance of the agenda items, the regulatory viewpoint is not sufficiently considered in developing options to satisfy agenda items, thus necessitating a general review of all such options by a specific group focused on regulatory/procedural aspects. In addition, the Special Committee meeting has also enabled significant progress on agenda items with high level of regulatory content (1.10, 1.12, 7.1), with large participation of the membership at the cost of only 5 days interpretation in a four-year period.

Task Groups for WRC Agenda Items (Sweden)
The experience from the preparations for past conferences is that in addition to the responsible group there are always a (large) number of interested groups. This creates a situation where an administration has to participate in several groups in order to follow one Agenda Item. This increases the costs for administrations and increases the need for liaison statements. 

It is therefore proposed that one or several Task Groups be established for the WRC preparations and that each group is assigned one or more Agenda Items. Each Agenda Item should only be discussed in one Task Group. The only exception to the establishment of a Task Group should be where an Agenda Item can be assigned to one and only one existing Working Party with no interested groups.

The Task Groups should be established by the first CPM directly after the Conference and report directly to the second CPM meeting.
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