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REVISITING THE SPACE NETWORK LIST

1. The Radiocommunication Bureau (BR) and its predecessor, the IFRB, had published the quarterly Space Network List (SNL) for many years.  The List provided a very useful tool for administrations and operators to keep track of satellite activities at the BR.  With the explosion in submissions of filings for planned space networks, the availability of the SNL in electronic files (dBase format) made the summary information of the List even more useful.  Many of the operating companies and agencies in the USA came to depend on the List as an entry point to analyzing which networks and administrations should be taken into account.

2. The BR has not published the SNL for the last few quarters.  Most of the online files of the SNL on the ITU web site have not been updated since December 1998.  The list of pending coordination requests (List 10) has not been updated since 28 September 1999.  Most operating companies and agencies find this disturbing.  At the time updating of the online files was generally discontinued, the BR posted the following note on its web page, reading in part:

“…the Bureau is developing an integrated data base/query system for the automatic quarterly publication of the SNL on paper and access on the ITU web site with an extended database interrogation system.”

3. The promised integrated SNL package has not been delivered as yet.  In order not to regress to an undesirable state, the following suggestions are made as to how the BR should proceed, regardless of the approaches that may be adopted by WRC-2000 for the satellite coordination/notification processes:

· Add frequency band as a field in List 10 (frequency range, i.e., frequency plus bandwidth, is preferable but frequency band as a minimum)

· Reinstitute the availability of the SNL and keep it updated on the web site.

4. The change to List 10 would allow an operator to determine which pending coordination requests would need to be studied more closely.  A request could then be made to the notifying administration for a copy of the network information in the case where the submission would not be timely published by the BR.

5. Queries using the SNS Online Service have not been a substitute for the SNL because the general queries do not include date as a search criterion and downloading query results to a usable database file is not operational.  Only the Section 9 online query of pending Advance Publication information includes both frequency and date search criteria.  The Section 9 query as a part of the paid SNS Online Service is sufficient so that inclusion of List 9 in the SNL is not necessary. 

6. It would also be useful if the Annex to Section 4 of the SNL was available in dBase format, as the Annex contains the information regarding modifications to the Appendices S30 and S30A Plans that have not yet been published.
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