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A
Introduction
This document contains INTELSAT's comments on the Convenor's summary contained in document ICGSF (00) 14.

The comments are presented for each item as numbered in the Annex to the Convenor's document.

B
Detailed Comments
1.
Suppression of the API process for networks subject to coordination

Two main advantages were identified, in some contributions, for the API step: early warning to Administrations and reference date for milestones. It is INTELSAT's opinion that, if the publication of the CR information can be made quicker (for example by simplifying and reducing the amount of information to be provided to the BR), the efficiency of the process for the Administrations can be improved by focusing on identifiable instead of imagined interference problems. As to the reference date, switching from API to CR should not be a difficult endeavor and should provide similar results. 

Although the savings resulting from the suppression of the API may not be significant, the BR itself acknowledged that "the process still requires appreciable resources that could be assigned to other, significantly more important work" (see document ICGSF (00) 15).

2.
Mandatory electronic filing for new requests for coordination or notification

There are clear advantages to this approach, but it should only be adopted once the necessary means to implement it are made available to all Administrations.

3.
Establish methods for rapid electronic capture of filings still awaiting processing

If such a process can be developed, it would definitely contribute to reducing the backlog. It is not clear how the Administrations could assist the BR in developing such means. 

4.
The use of a co-ordination arc as a trigger in identifying coordination requirements for FSS in certain cases

This concept was further refined at the last WP4A meeting, which agreed in principle to specific separations for some bands, and should be more acceptable to Administrations now. 

However, once the coordination arc is adopted, there are two options to be considered. In the first, all satellite networks within the arc would automatically be included in the coordination process, thereby removing the need for BR verification of the (T/T criterion. In the second, the BR would apply the (T/T criterion only to those satellite networks within the arc in order to further reduce the number of affected satellites. For satellite networks outside of the arc, the individual administrations would be responsible to check whether or not their satellite networks are affected in order to include them in the coordination process.

5
Separation of uplink and downlink data in determining the need for co-ordination

INTELSAT believes that the concerns raised in document ICGSF (00) 13 should be satisfied if it becomes clear that the actual coordination between satellite networks should involve both uplink and downlink even though only one of the links may have triggered the identification of the affected network, and the 6% criterion is checked against the individual link (up or down) noise temperature.

6.
Make available on the ITU Website, in the SNS database, details of new (electronic) filings “as received” with no further examination other than through the application of validation software tools

INTELSAT supports this initiative provided the data undergoes validation, as indicated in the Convenor's document.

7. Publication to include only findings by the Bureau and a list of administrations with which co-ordination is required. Other detailed APS4 information to be available in the SNS database on the Web. This information could also include details of networks that triggered the need for coordination

It is not clear to INTELSAT how this measure could improve the backlog situation given the fact that incorporation of the data in the SNS database could only take place after the capture and validation phases occurred.

8. Eliminate duplication of data requirements and technical/regulatory examination between co-ordination (S9) and notification (S11)

INTELSAT agrees that, if the data is changed, it should be re-submitted. Otherwise, a statement from the Administration indicating that the data is the same should be sufficient to meet the requirements of S11.

9. Restrict the number of modifications to a network filing that can be made over a given period of time

INTELSAT shares the view of the majority, which opposes this initiative. 

10. Simplification of the Master Register

No comments.

11. Improve software for capture, validation and technical examination

INTELSAT welcomes any initiative to make this software more user friendly.

12.1 Omit identifying affecting satellite networks in the coordination requests of administration willing to accept the potential interference

Document ICGSF (00) 16 indicates that this should be a WRC-2000 decision. However, it is not clear to INTELSAT that this is an RR requirement instead of a procedure adopted at the BR's own initiative.

12.2 Identify affected networks instead of affected administrations

No further comments.

12.3
Resume the publication of the SNL

No further comments.

12.4
Simplify the Coordination Request Forms

No further comments.

12.5
Relax the current value of the (T/T threshold (6%) to a more realistic level

INTELSAT proposes to let the ITU-R deal with this issue before making specific proposals to the WRC.

12.6
Introduce emergency administrative Due Diligence procedures specific to backlog

In view of the extensive debate that took place at WRC-97, INTELSAT favors waiting for the conclusions of the report on the effectiveness of the Resolution 49 procedures.

12.7 Make self-identification mandatory for administrations and eliminate the BR's requirement to identify the recipients of coordination requests

INTELSAT supports this initiative for satellite networks outside of the coordination arc.

12.8 After one round of cross-checking with administrations delete filings for alternate locations of a network/ relating to alternate or standby bands

INTELSAT believes that this initiative should be studied in the context of the Due Diligence procedures.

12.9
Conversion of hard limits to trigger limits

INTELSAT believes that more studies are needed to assess the impact of this suggestion and cannot express a firmer opinion at this stage.

12.10
Multilateral coordination meetings

INTELSAT is not oposed to this concept, but its link to the backlog is not clear.

12.11
Date of bringing into use

INTELSAT believes that this initiative should be studied in the context of the Due Diligence procedures.

12.12
Processing charges for satellite networks

INTELSAT believes that this initiative should be studied in the context of the Due Diligence procedures.

12.13
Single step request for coordination process

Same comments as in Item 1.

13
Noting deficiencies in the effect of Resolution 49 (WRC-97), consider again the concept of financial due diligence

INTELSAT believes that this initiative should be studied in the context of the Due Diligence procedures.
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