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Working Party 4 

APT VIEW AND PRELIMINARY APT COMMON PROPOSAL 
ON WRC-23 AGENDA ITEM 7 (TOPIC H)

Agenda Item 7: 
to consider possible changes, in response to Resolution 86 (Rev. Marrakesh, 2002) of the Plenipotentiary Conference, on advance publication, coordination, notification and recording procedures for frequency assignments pertaining to satellite networks, in accordance with Resolution 86 (Rev.WRC-07), in order to facilitate the rational, efficient and economical use of radio frequencies and any associated orbits, including the geostationary-satellite orbit.
Topic H: Enhanced protection of RR Appendices 30/30A in R1&3 and RR Appendix 30B
1.	Background 
· Before WRC-15, in accordance with § 4.1.10 of Article 4 of Appendix 30/30A, an Administration that has not notified its comments either to the administration seeking agreement or to the Bureau within a period of four months following the date of its BR IFIC referred to in § 4.1.5 shall be deemed to have agreed to the proposed assignment. This concept of “implicit agreement” since WRC-2000 had led to a situation in which the reference situation (EPM – equivalent protection margin) of many assignments in the BSS Plans has severely been degraded.
· WRC-15 modified the above-mentioned § 4.1.10 indicating that an Administration that has not notified its agreement within a period of four months following the date of the BR IFIC referred to in § 4.1.5 shall be deemed to have not agreed to the proposed assignment unless the provisions of §§ 4.1.10a to 4.1.10d and § 4.1.21 are applied.
· However, if the provisions of §§ 4.1.10a to 4.1.10d and § 4.1.21 are applied, the use of the concept of “implicit agreement” would lead to the same situation in which the “reference situation” (EPM – equivalent protection margin) of many assignments in the BSS Plans would severely be degraded. It is worth mentioning that § 4.1.10d provides only 30 days to an Administration to react.
· [bookmark: _Hlk79508483]Furthermore, as an assignment in the Plan is for future use and that it has higher status than an assignment in the List stemming from additional use, it is also proposed to apply a tolerance of 0.25 dB instead of 0.45 dB in respect of its the equivalent downlink protection margin.
· It is further recalled that the value of 0.45 dB was merely used to facilitate the revision of the Regions 1 and 3 Plan by WRC-2000. 
· A situation similar to that above can also occur in Appendix 30B when an administration intends to convert an allotment into an assignment or when an administration, or one acting on behalf of a group of named administrations, intends to introduce an additional system or modify the characteristics of assignments in the List that have been brought into use in accordance with the RR Appendix 30B. In that case the administration shall submit to the Radiocommunication Bureau all required information as specified in RR Appendix 4. Then, the Bureau determines administrations whose allotments in the Plan, or assignments in the List or pending assignments are considered as being affected by this assignment under § 6.5 of RR Appendix 30B.
· Affected administrations have 4 months after the publication of the Special Section of this assignment to comment it (§ 6.10) plus an additional period of 1 month subject to application of § 6.13. If, after this period, despite several reminders sent by the Bureau (i.e., § 6.9, § 6.11, § 6.14, § 6.14bis), the affected administration has not given a decision, this administration is considered as given its implicit agreement to this assignment under § 6.15.
· On the aspect of implicit agreement in Appendices 30/30A/30B, there are 4 methods shown in Section 4/7/8.4.1 of the final CPM Report:
· H1A: no change to the Radio Regulations
· H1B: Option 1 - Remove implicit agreement for AP30/30A Plan assignment or AP30B allotment (or intending to enter those Plans). Option 2 - expands Option 1 to include removal of implicit agreement for R2 FSS potentially affecting R1&3 AP30/30A
· H1C: Replace the implicit agreement with a new mechanism; administration of Plan assignment or allotment allows administration of the additional use or additional system to operate until the bringing into use of its national assignment/allotment. Commitment to respect some constraints as pfd levels in respect of the affected national assignment/allotment
· H1D: is almost similar to Method H1C with additional elements that propose a) to remove the concept of implicit agreement whereby the affecting network is a non planned FSS from R2 and b) to update the characteristics of assignment in the List to reflect operational characteristics once the temporary agreement is terminated
· On the aspect of EPM degradation tolerance in Appendices 30/30A of Regions 1/3, there are 2 methods shown in Section 4/7/8.4.2 of the final CPM Report:
· H2A: no change to the Radio Regulations
· H2B: to apply EPM degradation tolerance of 0.25 dB instead of 0.45 dB for protection of an assignment in the RR Appendices 30/30A Regions 1 and 3 Plans or assignments with national coverage from a submission of non-national coverage.


2. 	Documents
· Input Documents AP23-6/INP-39(J), INP-40(J), INP-56(SNG), INP-61(THA), INP-68(IRN), INP-83(AUS), INP-90(Rev.1)(KOR), INP-106(CHN), INP-112(MLA), INP-120(VTN)
· Information Documents APG23-6/INF-28(GSOA), INF-35(Chairs of DG 7), INF-45(RCC), INF-46(CEPT), INF-52(CITEL) 


3. 	Summary of discussions
3.1	Summary of APT Members’ views
3.1.1 	Japan - Document APG23-6/INP-39, INP-40	 
· For Topic H, Japan supports the revision of implicit agreement provisions, but does not support to reduce the EPM degradation tolerance from 0.45 dB to 0.25dB with the following reasons.

1)	Historically, the EPM degradation tolerance was relaxed from 0.25 dB to 0.45 dB at WRC-2000. The reason for this relaxation was the adoption of digital modulation in the Regions 1 and 3 Plans which is more robust than analogue modulation. For the same reason, the protection ratio value for downlink co-channel signals was reduced to 21 dB from 23 dB (section 3.4 of Annex 5 to RR Appendix 30), in addition to the relaxation of the EPM degradation tolerance.
2)	Therefore, the modification of the EPM degradation tolerance, even if it applies to the Plan only, would create inconsistencies to the basis of the Plan in WRC-2000 and sharing criterion, since the Plan from WRC-2000 is based on the EPM degradation tolerance of 0.45 dB.
[bookmark: _Hlk131601991]3)	There are two criteria for the sharing BSS frequency for Regions 1 and 3 in Annex 1 to RR Appendix 30, EPM degradation tolerance and pfd masks. By reducing the EPM degradation tolerance from 0.45 dB to 0.25 dB, the allowable interference becomes stricter by about 2.7 dB if the Ref. EPM is already below 0 dB. However, around the Ref. EPM of 0 dB the pfd criterion is applicable for low wanted e.i.r.p. like 51.5 dBW and the orbital separation above 1 deg since the allowable interference is less stringent than the EPM criterion. Therefore, the reduction of the EPM degradation tolerance from 0.45 dB to 0.25 dB does not work in this area except for e.i.r.p. of 57 dBW, which corresponds to normal Plan assignments. However, for such a high e.i.r.p., if both interfering and interfered-with satellites suffered from low EPM, both satellites would severely interfere with each other. One of the causes of this large degradation, for example 10 dB degradation of EPM, is due to the provisions of the implicit agreement, even though the Plan assignments were recognized as significantly affected by the result of examination using EPM criterion or pfd criterion, and therefore the reduction of the EPM degradation tolerance from 0.45 dB to 0.25 dB does not contribute to solve the problem for the Plan assignments. According to the comments issued during the CPM23-2 meeting that the orbital separation angles at 0 deg. and 9 deg., and the partial frequency overlapping should be investigated, Japan has studied these cases and the conclusions described above.
4)	Calculation results on the mechanism of EPM degradation in BSS in Regions 1 and 3 showed that the cumulative EPM degradation resulted to be between −0.9 dB (−0.45 dB by one satellite network at +3 degrees and −0.45 dB by another satellite network at −3 deg.) and −2.7 dB depending on the surrounding beam shapes of six interfering satellite networks under the condition of the EPM degradation tolerance of 0.45 dB (See Doc.4A/545, 20 April 2022).
· Since the objective of this Topic to improve the protection of RR Appendices 30/30A in R1&3 and RR Appendix 30B within its intra service, the modification to non-Plan FSS in Region 2 is considered as “out of scope”. Therefore, Japan does not support Method H1B Option 2 and Method H1D.
· Japan supports Method H1B Option 1 and Method H2A in the CPM Report.
· In addition, Doc APG23-6/INP-40 provides the technical details on Topic H of WRC-23 Agenda Item 7, which support the conclusion that in order to prevent the Plan assignment suffering a very low EPM and becoming useless it is effective to revise the provisions of implicit agreement, but the situation can’t be avoided by the reduction of the EPM degradation tolerance.

3.1.2 	Singapore (Republic of) - Document APG23-6/INP-56
· Supports to enhance the protection of Appendices 30/30A in Regions 1 & 3 and Appendix 30B for networks in the Plan and the List.
· Supports to replace the implicit agreement in case of no comments in due time of an affected Regions 1 and 3 BSS Plan assignments or Appendix 30B allotments from an additional use/system, by a new regulatory solution allowing the administration of the additional use/system to operate until the national assignment/allotment is brought into use.
· Supports to not consider mutual interference between Regions 1 and 3 BSS Plan assignments or Appendix 30B allotments and additional use/system networks using this new regulatory solution since they will not operate simultaneously the same frequency range over the same area.
· Does not support to reduce the EPM degradation tolerance in Appendices 30/30A without any technical studies supporting the reasoning behind such a modification.
· For the implicit agreement aspect, supports Method H1C which is to use a new mechanism to replace the implicit agreement whereby the administration of the additional use/system is allowed to operate (with commitment to respect certain conditions) until the bringing into use of the national assignment/allotment of the other administration. 
· For the AP30/30A EPM degradation tolerance aspect in Regions 1 and 3, supports Method H2A which is no change to the Radio Regulations.

3.1.3	Thailand (Kingdom of) – Document APG23-6/INP-61
· On the issue of the implicit agreement, Thailand supports to use a new mechanism to replace the implicit agreement whereby the administration of the additional use/system is allowed to operate (with commitment to respect certain conditions) until the bringing into use of the national assignment/allotment of the other administration. Therefore, Thailand supports Method H1C in the CPM Report.
· On the issue of the AP30/30A EPM degradation tolerance, Thailand supports Method H2A in the CPM Report which proposes no change to the Radio Regulations.



3.1.4	Iran(Islamic Republic of) – Document APG23-6/INP-68
· Islamic Republic of Iran supports Method H1B option 2 for the issue of the “implicit agreement” and support Method H2B for the issue of the “EPM degradation tolerance” as contained in the draft CPM text (Document CPM23-2/1-E, dated 25 November 2022).
· Method H1B option 2 proposes to remove the implicit agreement applicable to the three following cases:
· an assignment in the RR Appendices 30 and 30A Regions 1 and 3 Plans or an assignment intended to enter in those Plans when the affecting network is an addition of “List” networks. For doing so, this method proposes modifications of Article 4 (provisions § 4.1.10 and other related provisions) and its Annex 1 of the RR Appendices 30 and 30A.
· an allotment in the RR Appendix 30B Plan or an assignment intended to enter in that Plan. For doing so, this method proposes modifications of Article 6 (paragraph 6.15 of Appendix 30B) and its Annex 1 of the RR Appendix 30B;
· an assignment in the RR Appendices 30 and 30A Regions 1 and 3 Plans, an assignment intended to enter in those Plans, List or proposed new or modified assignments in the List, when the affecting network is a Region 2 FSS in the frequency band 11.7-12.2 GHz; For doing so, this method proposes modifications to Article 7 of the RR Appendices 30 and 30A. Accordingly the course of action described in §§ 9.60 to 9.62 of Article 9 does not apply to an assignment in the Appendix 30 Regions 1 and 3 Plan, an assignment intended to enter in this Plan, List or proposed new or modified assignments in the List, when the affecting network is a fixed-satellite service (space-to-Earth) in the band 11.7-12.2 GHz in Region 2.
· Method H2B proposes to apply EPM degradation tolerance of 0.25 dB instead of 0.45 dB for protection of an assignment in the RR Appendices 30/30A Regions 1 and 3 Plans (Assignments with national coverage from a submission of supra national coverage).
· This administration is also of the view that Methods H1C and HID are addressing the consideration of Special Agreement among certain limited number of Administrations which sign the subject agreement allowing the operation of additional use during the lifetime period of the agreement and thus should not be considered as an alternative to Method H1B as it does not cover the general issue of removal of implicit agreement for all countries.
· [bookmark: _Hlk139810099]In view of the explanation provided in regard with Methods H1C and H1D, APT does not support either of these Methods H1C and HID for general application as addressing the issue of removal of implicit agreement.  
· Islamic Republic of Iran proposes a Preliminary APT Common Proposal for Method H1B option 2 for the issue of the “implicit agreement” and support Method H2B for the issue of the “EPM degradation tolerance” with some modifications are highlighted in yellow, as outlined in the draft CPM Report as follows:

[bookmark: _MON_1749382197]     
· Moreover, APT Members does not support either of these Methods H1C and HID for general application as addressing the issue of removal of implicit agreement.   

3.1.5	Australia – Document APG23-6/INP-83
· [bookmark: _Hlk142043190]For sub-Topic H1, Australia supports development of procedures that will remove implicit agreement from the RR AP 30/30A and AP 30B, and the development of a special agreement that would enable use until the bringing into use of assignments in the national allotment. In this regard, Australia supports Method H1C as presented in the CPM Report. 
· Australia proposes a Preliminary APT Common Proposal for this topic with changes as proposed in Method H1C of the CPM Report as follows:


3.1.6	Korea (Republic of) – Document APG23-6/INP-90(Rev.1)
· As the Republic of Korea supports the possible removal of the concept of the “implicit agreement” in the RR APs 30, 30A and 30B, among the methods presented in the CPM Report, Methods H1B (preferring Option 1) or H1C can be supported.
· Regarding EPM degradation tolerance in RR APs 30/30A, among the methods presented in the CPM Report, Method H2A is supported.

3.1.7	China (People’s Republic of) – Document APG23-6/INP-106
· China supports to enhance the protection of Appendices 30 and 30A in Regions 1 & 3 and Appendix 30B for networks in the Plan and the List.
· China supports the possible removal of the concept of the “implicit agreement” from the RR AP30/30A and AP30B. In this regard, China is considering Methods H1B and H1C presented in the CPM Report.
· Regarding EPM degradation tolerance in RR APs 30/30A, among the methods presented in the CPM Report, China is in favor of Method H2A since technical studies supporting the reason behind such a modification are not sufficient.

3.1.8	Malaysia – Document APG23-6/INP-112
· Malaysia supports the enhancement of the protection of Appendices 30/30A in Regions 1 and 3 and Appendix 30B for networks in the Plan and the List, through the removal of the concept of the “implicit agreement” in the RR Appendices 30, 30A and 30B.

3.1.9	Viet Nam (Socialist Republic of) – Document APG23-6/INP-120
· Vietnam supports method H1B that includes removal of implicit agreement within the Appendices 30, 30A and 30B:
· It is proposed to remove the implicit agreement applicable to:
· an assignment in the RR Appendices 30 and 30A Regions 1 and 3 Plans or an assignment intended to enter in those Plans;
· an allotment in the RR Appendix 30B Plan or an assignment intended to enter in that Plan
that would be identified by the Bureau as affected by an incoming network.
Reason: Removal of the concept of “implicit agreement” from the RR AP 30/30A and AP 30B could enhance the protection of these RR Appendices.  


3.2 	Summary of issues raised during the meeting
· On the aspect of EPM degradation tolerance in RR AP 30/30A of Regions 1 and 3, some APT Members are of the view that there should be no change due to lack of technical studies supporting such modification. In this regard, some APT Members prefer Method H2A presented in the draft CPM Report. 
· Some other APT Members are of the view that sufficient studies were done to arrive at 0.25 dB as a proper value for the EPM degradation.
· On the issue of implicit agreement, some APT Members are of the view that Method H1C is just retaining the possibility for special agreement between administrations which are already addressed in RR. Therefore, Method H1C will not be achieved to satisfy this topic which is removed the concept of implicit agreement and the regulatory consequence. 
· Some APT Members do not support either of Methods H1C or H1D for general application as addressing the issue of removal of the implicit agreement due to the same reason, however, these APT Members support Method H1D over H1C if they want to choose one of these two Methods.
· Some APT Members do not support Method H1B Option 2 and Method H1D.

4. 	APT View(s)
· [bookmark: _Hlk111402152]APT Members support the possible removal of the concept of “implicit agreement” from the RR AP 30/30A and AP 30B. In this regard, APT Members support Methods H1B or H1C of the CPM Report. 

5. 	Preliminary APT Common Proposal 
	None.

6. 	Issues for Consideration at APG Coordination Meeting at WRC-23 (if any)

None. 

7. 	Views from Other Organisations 
7.1 	Regional Groups
7.1.1	ASMG – (as of February 2023) 
· Support studies related to this topic with aim to provide a reasonable solution to ensure the reference situation is not degraded due to the concept of “implicit agreement” in Appendices AP30/30A/30B, thus improving the status of allotments/assignments in the plans that are affected by the decline of the reference situation (EPM) so that These allotments/assignments are effectively usable by the concerned administrations wishing to access the AP30/30A/30B plans for the provision of the broadcasting-satellite service or the fixed-satellite service

7.1.2	ATU – (as of February 2023) 
· Support the enhancement of the protection of Appendices 30/30A in Regions 1 and 3 and Appendix 30B for networks in the Plan and the List.
· Support studies on this topic to provide a fair solution that ensures that the reference situation (EPM - equivalent protection margin) is not degraded due to the concept of “implicit agreement” in Appendices (30), (30A) and (30B). 
· Support the application of EPM degradation tolerance of 0.25 dB instead of 0.45 dB for protection of an assignment in the appendices 30, 30A in region 1 & 3 plans or assignments with national coverage from submission of a non-national coverage.
· Mandate WG4B to prepare the common African contribution proposing CPM text of the Topic to the next Working Party 4A. 

7.1.3 CEPT – Document APG23-6/INF 46
· CEPT notes that there are several Planned bands initiatives to be discussed at WRC-23 and generally supports the continued protection of Appendices 30 and 30A and Appendix 30B.
· CEPT does not support to change the current provisions with regards to implicit agreement at WRC-23 but CEPT is willing to consider studying the implications of suppressing provisions with regards to implicit agreement.
· CEPT does not support to reduce the EPM degradation tolerance in Appendices 30 and 30A without any valid technical studies supporting the reasoning behind such a modification.

7.1.4	CITEL – Document APG23-6/INF-52
Draft Inter-American Proposal (DIAP)
· Some Administrations supports modifying Article 6 of Appendix 30B based on a modified version of Method H1C*, to replace the “implicit agreement” in case of non-response within the 4-month comment period and the subsequent nonresponse to the BR attempt to obtain a decision from the affected administration by a new regulatory mechanism by which the affected administration allows the notifying administration to operate until the BIU of its national assignment. At that time, the notifying administration commits to respect some identified constraints so that the assignment of the affected administration won’t be considered affected anymore.
* the DIAP does not addressed the modifications relating to Regions 1 and 3 Appendices 30/30A assignments

7.1.5	RCC – Document APG23-6/INF-45
· Support that regulatory provisions for RR Appendices 30/30A in Regions 1 and 3 and RR Appendix 30B to eliminate the concept of “implicit agreement” as may lead to degradation of reference situation in RR Appendices 30/30A in Regions 1 and 3 and RR Appendix 30B.
· Support the Method H1D of the CPM Report as well as Method H1C of the CPM Report and do not support the changes of tolerance of 0.25 dB instead of 0.45 dB , due to the difficulties of re-notifying additional systems after the end of the regulatory period (15 + 15 years) as specified in No. 4.1.24 of RR Appendices 30/30А (Method H2A of the CPM Report).

7.2 	International Organisations

7.2.1	IARU R3
· None.

7.2.2	ICAO
· None.

7.2.3	IMO 
· None. 

7.2.4	WMO 
· None.


---------------------------


	DG-7A: for Topics A, B, F, G & H 
	

	Contact: 

	Ting Ling Lee 
Singapore
	Email: tingling.lee@ses.com
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NOC	THA/5018A22A10/1#2144

APPENDIX 30 (REV.WRC‑19)*

Provisions for all services and associated Plans and List1 for
the broadcasting-satellite service in the frequency bands
11.7-12.2 GHz (in Region 3), 11.7-12.5 GHz (in Region 1)
         and 12.2-12.7 GHz (in Region 2)     (WRC‑03)



MOD	THA/5018A22A10/3#2112

ARTICLE 4     (Rev.WRC-19-23)

Procedures for modifications to the Region 2 Plan or 
for additional uses in Regions 1 and 3[footnoteRef:1]3 [1: 3 	The provisions of Resolution 49 (Rev.WRC‑15) apply.     (WRC‑15)] 






MOD	THA/5018A22A10/17#2125

4.1.10d	If no decision is communicated to the Bureau within 30 days after the date of dispatch of the reminder under § 4.1.10b and the identification is of:

–	an assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreedno objection to the proposed assignment and an agreement under § 4.1.13bis is considered as concluded between the administration of the affected assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and the notifying administration of the proposed assignment; or

–	an assignment not in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreed to the proposed assignment.     (WRC‑1523)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/9#2088

4.1.13bis	When an agreement under this provision is concluded with an administration of the affected assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, the notifying administration of the proposed assignment shall commit to respect a power flux-density limit shown in Annex 1 at any point within the territory, situated inside the −3 dB contour of the associated beam area, of this administration whose assignment was the basis of the disagreement at the date on which the frequency assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan is to be brought into use as communicated under § 5.1.10bis or within twelve months of the date of dispatch of the telefax sent under § 5.1.10bis, whichever comes later.     (WRC‑23)

ADD	THA/5018A22A10/18#2098

4.1.13ter	Upon the conclusion of agreements under § 4.1.13bis, when entering the assignment in the List, the Bureau shall indicate those administrations whose assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan were the basis of the agreement.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/4#2090

4.1.30	When an assignment is entered in the List referred to in § 4.1.13ter, that assignment shall not be taken into account in updating the reference situation of those assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan with which an agreement under § 4.1.13bis was concluded.     (WRC‑23)

	

ADD	THA/5018A22A10/5#2091

4.1.31	If the Bureau is informed that a commitment under § 4.1.13bis is not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately consult with the administration responsible for this assignment, requesting immediate respect of the conditions specified in § 4.1.13bis.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/6#2092

4.1.32	If, in spite of the application of § 4.1.31, conditions specified in § 4.1.13bis are still not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately inform the Radio Regulations Board.     (WRC‑23)





MOD	THA/5018A22A10/10#2122

ARTICLE 5     (rev.WRC‑1923)

Notification, examination and recording in the Master International
Frequency Register of frequency assignments to space stations
in the broadcasting-satellite service[footnoteRef:2]18     (WRC‑07) [2: 18	If the payments are not received in accordance with the provisions of Council Decision 482, as amended, on the implementation of cost recovery for satellite network filings, the Bureau shall cancel the publication specified in § 5.1.6 and the corresponding entries in the Master Register under § 5.2.2, 5.2.2.1, 5.2.2.2 or 5.2.6, as appropriate, and the corresponding entries included in the Plan on and after 3 June 2000 or in the List, as appropriate, after informing the administration concerned. The Bureau shall inform all administrations of such action. The Bureau shall send a reminder to the notifying administration not later than two months prior to the deadline for the payment in accordance with the above‑mentioned Council Decision 482 unless the payment has already been received. See also Resolution 905 (WRC‑07)*.     (WRC‑07)
	* 	Note by the Secretariat: This Resolution was abrogated by WRC‑12.] 






ADD	THA/5018A22A10/11#2094

5.1.6bis	Upon receipt of a complete notice, the Bureau shall immediately send a telefax to administrations which applied § 4.1.13bis with regard to this notice, if any. This telefax shall inform the concerned administrations of the notification under § 5.1.1 of this notice and the date on which the frequency assignment, subject of § 4.1.13bis agreement, is planned to be brought into use.     (WRC‑23)



NOC	THA/5018A22A10/12#2145

APPENDIX 30A (REV.WRC‑19)*

Provisions and associated Plans and List1 for feeder links for the broadcasting-satellite service (11.7-12.5 GHz in Region 1, 12.2-12.7 GHz
in Region 2 and 11.7-12.2 GHz in Region 3) in the frequency bands
14.5-14.8 GHz2 and 17.3-18.1 GHz in Regions 1 and 3,
and 17.3-17.8 GHz in Region 2     (WRC‑03)



MOD	THA/5018A22A10/13#2124

ARTICLE 4     (Rev.WRC‑1923)

Procedures for modifications to the Region 2 feeder-link Plan 
or for additional uses in Regions 1 and 3



MOD	THA/5018A22A10/17#2125

4.1.10d	If no decision is communicated to the Bureau within 30 days after the date of dispatch of the reminder under § 4.1.10b and the identification is of:

–	an assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreedno objection to the proposed assignment and an agreement under § 4.1.13bis is considered as concluded between the administration of the affected assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and the notifying administration of the proposed assignment; or

–	an assignment not in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreed to the proposed assignment.     (WRC‑1523)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/19#2097

4.1.13bis	When an agreement under this provision is concluded with the administration of an affected assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, the notifying administration shall commit to respect a power flux-density of −197.0 − GRx[footnoteRef:3]zz dB(W/(m2 ⸱ Hz)) arriving at the receiving space station of this administration whose assignment was the basis of the disagreement at the date on which the frequency assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan is to be brought into use communicated under § 5.1.10bis or within twelve months of the date of dispatch of the telefax sent under § 5.1.10bis, whichever comes later.     (WRC‑23) [3: zz	GRx is the relative receive antenna gain of the space station of the national allotment of the administration with which an agreement under § 4.1.13bis was concluded in the direction of the location of the feeder-link earth station of the notifying administration.     (WRC‑23)] 




ADD	THA/5018A22A10/8#2089

4.1.13ter	Upon the conclusion of agreements under § 4.1.13bis, when entering the assignment in the List, the Bureau shall indicate those administrations whose assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan were the basis of the agreement.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/16#2099

4.1.30	When an assignment is entered in the List referred to in § 4.1.13ter, that assignment shall not be taken into account in updating the reference situation of those assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan with which an agreement under § 4.1.13bis was concluded.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/15#2100

4.1.31	If the Bureau is informed that a commitment under § 4.1.13bis is not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately consult with the administration responsible for this assignment, requesting immediate respect of the conditions specified in § 4.1.13bis.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/7#2092

4.1.32	If, in spite of the application of § 4.1.31, conditions specified in § 4.1.13bis are still not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately inform the Radio Regulations Board.     (WRC‑23)













MOD	THA/5018A22A10/20#2132

ARTICLE 5     (Rev.WRC‑19-23)

Coordination, notification, examination and recording in the Master
International Frequency Register of frequency assignments to
feeder-link transmitting earth stations and receiving
space stations in the fixed-satellite service[footnoteRef:4]21, [footnoteRef:5]22     (WRC‑19) [4: 21	Notification of assignments to transmitting feeder-link earth stations included in the Region 2 feeder-link Plan after 2 June 2000, or included in the feeder-link List, following successful application of Article 4, shall be effected applying the provisions of Article 11 following completion of the procedure of Article 9.     (WRC‑03)]  [5: 22	If the payments are not received in accordance with the provisions of Council Decision 482, as amended, on the implementation of cost recovery for satellite network filings, the Bureau shall cancel the publication specified in § 5.1.10 and the corresponding entries in the Master Register under § 5.2.2, § 5.2.2.1, § 5.2.2.2 or § 5.2.6, as appropriate, and the corresponding entries included in the Plan on and after 3 June 2000 or in the List, as appropriate, after informing the administration concerned. The Bureau shall inform all administrations of such action. The Bureau shall send a reminder to the notifying administration not later than two months prior to the deadline for the payment in accordance with the above-mentioned Council Decision 482 unless the payment has already been received.      (WRC‑19)] 




ADD	THA/5018A22A10/21#2133

5.1.10bis	Upon receipt of a complete notice, the Bureau shall immediately send a telefax to administrations which applied § 4.1.13bis with regard to this notice, if any. This telefax shall inform the concerned administrations of the notification under § 5.1.1 of this notice and the date on which the frequency assignment, subject of § 4.1.13bis agreement, is planned to be brought into use.     (WRC‑23)



NOC	THA/5018A22A10/22#2148

APPENDIX 30B (REV.WRC‑19)

Provisions and associated Plan for the fixed-satellite service
in the frequency bands 4 500-4 800 MHz, 6 725-7 025 MHz,
10.70-10.95 GHz, 11.20-11.45 GHz and 12.75-13.25 GHz





MOD	THA/5018A22A10/24#2084

ARTICLE 6     (REV.WRC‑1923)

Procedures for the conversion of an allotment into an assignment, for
the introduction of an additional system or for the modification of
an assignment in the List[footnoteRef:6]1, [footnoteRef:7]2, [footnoteRef:8]2bis     (WRC‑19) [6: 1	If the payments are not received in accordance with the provisions of Council Decision 482, as amended, on the implementation of cost recovery for satellite network filings, the Bureau shall cancel the publication specified in § 6.7 and/or 6.23 and the corresponding entries in the List under § 6.23 and/or 6.25, as appropriate, and reinstate any allotments back into the Plan after informing the administration concerned. The Bureau shall inform all administrations of such action and that the network specified in the publication in question no longer has to be taken into consideration by the Bureau and other administrations. The Bureau shall send a reminder to the notifying administration not later than two months prior to the deadline for the payment in accordance with the above‑mentioned Council Decision 482, unless the payment has already been received. See also Resolution 905 (WRC‑07)*.
	*	Note by the Secretariat: This Resolution was abrogated by WRC‑12.]  [7: 2	Resolution 49 (Rev.WRC‑15) applies.     (WRC‑15)]  [8: 2bis	Resolution 170 (WRC‑19) applies.     (WRC-19)] 




ADD	THA/5018A22A10/23#2104

6.4bis	When the examination of each assignment in a notice received under § 6.1, to convert an allotment into an assignment, with respect to § 6.3 leads to a favourable finding, the Bureau shall immediately send a telefax to administrations for which § 6.15quat was applied with regard to this notice. This telefax shall inform these administrations of the reception under § 6.1 of this notice.    (WRC‑23)



MOD	THA/5018A22A10/27#2137

6.15	If no decision is communicated to the Bureau within thirty days after the date of dispatch of the reminder under § 6.14 and the identification is of:

a)	an allotment in the Plan, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreed no objection to the proposed assignment until this administration plans to bring into use its allotment in the Plan and an agreement under § 6.15quat is considered as concluded between the administration of the affected allotment in the Plan and the notifying administration of the proposed assignment; or

b)	an assignment, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreed to the proposed assignment.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/26#2106

6.15quat	When an agreement under this provision is concluded with the administration of an affected allotment in the Plan, the notifying administration of the proposed assignment shall commit to respect the power flux-density limits shown in Section 2.2 of Annex 4 of Appendix 30B (Rev.WRC‑19) at any point within the territory, situated inside the −3 dB contour of the associated beam area, of the administration whose allotment was the basis of the disagreement at the date on which the frequency assignment, stemming from the conversion of an affected allotment, is to be brought into use as communicated under § 8.10bis or within twelve months of the date of dispatch of the telefax sent under § 8.10bis, whichever comes later.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/25#2107

6.15quin	Upon conclusion of agreements under § 6.15quat, when entering the assignment in the List, the Bureau shall indicate those administrations whose allotments were the basis of the agreement.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/28#2108

6.27bis	When an assignment is entered in the List referred to in § 6.15quin, that assignment shall not be taken into account in updating the reference situation of those allotments with which an agreement under § 6.15quat was concluded.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/30#2141

6.29bis	If the Bureau is informed that obligations under § 6.15quat is not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately consult with the administration responsible for this assignment, requesting immediate respect of the conditions specified in § 6.15quat.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/29#2142

6.29ter	If, in spite of the application of § 6.29bis, conditions specified in § 6.15quat are still not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately inform the Radio Regulations Board.     (WRC‑23)



ARTICLE 8     (WRC‑15)

Procedure for notification and recording in the Master Register
of assignments in the planned bands for the
fixed-satellite service11, 12    (WRC‑19)



ADD	THA/5018A22A10/31#2111

8.10bis	When the examination with respect to § 8.9 leads to a favourable finding, the Bureau shall immediately send a telefax to administrations which applied § 6.15quat with regard to this notice, if any. This telefax shall inform the concerned administrations of the notification under § 8.1 of this notice and the date on which the frequency assignment stemming from the conversion of an allotment, subject of § 6.15quin agreement, into an assignment, is planned to be brought into use.     (WRC‑23)



NOC	THA/5018A22A10/2#2144

APPENDIX 30 (REV.WRC‑19)*

Provisions for all services and associated Plans and List1 for
the broadcasting-satellite service in the frequency bands
11.7-12.2 GHz (in Region 3), 11.7-12.5 GHz (in Region 1)
         and 12.2-12.7 GHz (in Region 2)     (WRC‑03)

Reasons:	



For the implicit agreement aspect, Thailand supports to use a new mechanism to replace the implicit agreement whereby the administration of the additional use/system is allowed to operate (with commitment to respect certain conditions) until the bringing into use of the national assignment/allotment of the other administration. Method H1C is preferred to address this agenda item.



For the AP30/30A EPM degradation tolerance aspect, Thailand supports Method H2A in the CPM report which is no change to the Radio Regulations.
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		Asia-Pacific Telecommunity Common Proposals



		PROPOSALS FOR THE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE



		



		Agenda item 7 – Topic H





7	to consider possible changes, and other options, in response to Resolution 86 (Rev. Marrakesh, 2002) of the Plenipotentiary Conference, an advance publication, coordination, notification and recording procedures for frequency assignments pertaining to satellite networks, in accordance with Resolution 86 (Rev.WRC-07), in order to facilitate rational, efficient and economical use of radio frequencies and any associated orbits, including the geostationary-satellite orbit;

7(H)	Topic H - Enhanced protection of RR Appendices 30/30A in Regions 1 and 3 and RR   Appendix 30B





[bookmark: _Toc454787492]


For Method H1B Option 2

APPENDIX 30 (REV.WRC‑19)[footnoteRef:1]* [1: *	The expression “frequency assignment to a space station”, wherever it appears in this Appendix, shall be understood to refer to a frequency assignment associated with a given orbital position. See also Annex 7 for the orbital limitations.     (WRC‑2000)] 


Provisions for all services and associated Plans and List[footnoteRef:2]1 for
the broadcasting-satellite service in the frequency bands
11.7-12.2 GHz (in Region 3), 11.7-12.5 GHz (in Region 1)
         and 12.2-12.7 GHz (in Region 2)    (WRC‑03) [2: 1	The Regions 1 and 3 List of additional uses is annexed to the Master International Frequency Register (see Resolution 542 (WRC‑2000)**).     (WRC‑03)
	**	Note by the Secretariat: This Resolution was abrogated by WRC‑03.
Note by the Secretariat: Reference to an Article with the number in roman is referring to an Article in this Appendix.] 


MOD

ARTICLE  4     (REV.WRC‑1923)

Procedures for modifications to the Region 2 Plan or 
for additional uses in Regions 1 and 3[footnoteRef:3]3 [3: 3 	The provisions of Resolution 49 (Rev.WRC‑15) apply.     (WRC‑15)] 




[bookmark: _Toc119592961]4.1	Provisions applicable to Regions 1 and 3

ADD

4.1.10e	The course of action described in §§ 4.1.10a to 4.1.10d does not apply to an assignment in the Plan in Regions 1 and 3 or an assignment intended to enter in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan.     (WRC‑23)





[bookmark: _Hlk128557818][bookmark: _Hlk139701159]MOD

[bookmark: _Hlk139701107]ARTICLE  7     (REV.WRC‑1923)

Coordination, notification and recording in the Master International 
Frequency Register of frequency assignments to stations in the fixed-satellite service (space-to-Earth) in the bands 11.7-12.2 GHz (in Region 2),
12.2-12.7 GHz (in Region 3) and 12.5-12.7 GHz (in Region 1), and to stations 
in the broadcasting-satellite service in the band 12.5-12.7 GHz (in Region 3) 
when frequency assignments to broadcasting-satellite stations in
the bands 11.7-12.5 GHz in Region 1, 12.2-12.7 GHz in Region 2
and 11.7-12.2 GHz in Region 3 are involved[footnoteRef:4]22 [4: 22 	These provisions do not replace the procedures prescribed in Articles 9 and 11 when stations other than those in the broadcasting-satellite service subject to a Plan are involved.     (WRC‑03)] 




ADD

7.1bis	The course of action described in §§ 9.60 to 9.62 of Article 9 does not apply to an assignment in the Appendix 30 Regions 1 and 3 Plan, an assignment intended to enter in this Plan, List or proposed new or modified assignments in the List, when the affecting network is a fixed-satellite service (space-to-Earth) in the band 11.7-12.2 GHz in Region 2.     (WRC‑23)





APPENDIX 30A (REV.WRC‑19)

Provisions and associated Plans and List[footnoteRef:5]1 for feeder links for the broadcasting-satellite service (11.7-12.5 GHz in Region 1, 12.2-12.7 GHz
in Region 2 and 11.7-12.2 GHz in Region 3) in the frequency bands
14.5-14.8 GHz[footnoteRef:6]2 and 17.3-18.1 GHz in Regions 1 and 3,
and 17.3-17.8 GHz in Region 2     (WRC‑03) [5: 1	The Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link List of additional uses is annexed to the Master International Frequency Register (see Resolution 542 (WRC‑2000)**).     (WRC‑03)
	**	Note by the Secretariat: This Resolution was abrogated by WRC‑03.]  [6: 2	This use of the band 14.5-14.8 GHz is reserved for countries outside Europe.
Note by the Secretariat: Reference to an Article with the number in roman is referring to an Article in this Appendix.] 


MOD

ARTICLE 4     (REV.WRC‑1923)

Procedures for modifications to the Region 2 feeder-link Plan 
or for additional uses in Regions 1 and 3



[bookmark: _Toc119592962]4.1	Provisions applicable to Regions 1 and 3

ADD

4.1.10e	The course of action described in §§ 4.1.10a to 4.1.10d does not apply to an assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan or an assignment intended to enter in the Plan in Regions 1 and 3.     (WRC‑23)







MOD

ARTICLE 7     (REV.WRC‑1923)

Coordination, notification and recording in the Master International 
Frequency Register of frequency assignments to stations in the fixed-satellite service (space-to-Earth) in Region 1 in the frequency band 17.3-18.1 GHz and 
in Regions 2 and 3 in the frequency band 17.7-18.1 GHz, to stations in the fixed‑satellite service (Earth-to-space) in Region 2 in the frequency bands 14.5‑14.8 GHz and 17.8‑18.1 GHz, to stations in the fixed-satellite service (Earth-to-space) in countries listed in Resolution 163 (WRC‑15) in the frequency band 14.5‑14.75 GHz and in countries listed in Resolution 164 (WRC‑15) in the frequency band 14.5-14.8 GHz where those stations are not for feeder links for the broadcasting-satellite service, and to stations in the broadcasting-satellite service in Region 2 in the frequency band 17.3-17.8 GHz when frequency assignments to feeder links for broadcasting-satellite stations in the frequency bands 14.5-14.8 GHz and 17.3-18.1 GHz in Regions 1 and 3 or in the 
frequency band 17.3-17.8 GHz in Region 2 are involved[footnoteRef:7]28     (Rev.WRC‑19) [7: 28	These provisions do not replace the procedures prescribed in Articles 9 and 11 when stations other than those for feeder links in the broadcasting-satellite service subject to a Plan are involved.     (WRC‑03)] 




ADD

7.1bis 	The course of action described in §§ 9.60 to 9.62 of Article 9 does not apply to an assignment in the Appendix 30A Regions 1 and 3 Plan, an assignment intended to enter in this Plan, List or proposed new or modified assignments in the List, when the affecting network is fixed-satellite service (space-to-Earth) in the band 17.7-18.1 GHz in Region 2.     (WRC‑23)



APPENDIX 30B (REV.WRC‑19)

Provisions and associated Plan for the fixed-satellite service
in the frequency bands 4 500-4 800 MHz, 6 725-7 025 MHz,
10.70-10.95 GHz, 11.20-11.45 GHz and 12.75-13.25 GHz

MOD

ARTICLE 6     (REV.WRC‑1923)

Procedures for the conversion of an allotment into an assignment, for
the introduction of an additional system or for the modification of
an assignment in the List[footnoteRef:8]1, [footnoteRef:9]2, [footnoteRef:10]2bis     (WRC‑19) [8: 1	If the payments are not received in accordance with the provisions of Council Decision 482, as amended, on the implementation of cost recovery for satellite network filings, the Bureau shall cancel the publication specified in § 6.7 and/or 6.23 and the corresponding entries in the List under § 6.23 and/or 6.25, as appropriate, and reinstate any allotments back into the Plan after informing the administration concerned. The Bureau shall inform all administrations of such action and that the network specified in the publication in question no longer has to be taken into consideration by the Bureau and other administrations. The Bureau shall send a reminder to the notifying administration not later than two months prior to the deadline for the payment in accordance with the above‑mentioned Council Decision 482, unless the payment has already been received. See also Resolution 905 (WRC‑07)*.
	*	Note by the Secretariat: This Resolution was abrogated by WRC‑12.]  [9: 2	Resolution 49 (Rev.WRC‑15) applies.     (WRC‑15)]  [10: 2bis	Resolution 170 (WRC‑19) applies.     (WRC-19)] 




MOD

6.15bis	The course of action described in §§ 6.13 to 6.15 do does not apply to the agreement requested under § 6.6 or to allotments in the Plan or an assignment treated under Article 6 in accordance with § 7.7 of Article 7.     (WRC‑1923)





For Method H2B

APPENDIX 30 (REV.WRC‑19)*

Provisions for all services and associated Plans and List1 for
the broadcasting-satellite service in the frequency bands
11.7-12.2 GHz (in Region 3), 11.7-12.5 GHz (in Region 1)
         and 12.2-12.7 GHz (in Region 2)     (WRC‑03)

[bookmark: _Toc119922818]ANNEX  1     (REV.WRC‑19)

Limits for determining whether a service of an administration is affected
by a proposed modification to the Region 2 Plan or by a proposed
new or modified assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 List
or when it is necessary under this Appendix to seek
the agreement of any other administration25

MOD

[bookmark: _Toc119592967]1	Limits for the interference into frequency assignments in conformity with the Regions 1 and 3 Plan or with the Regions 1 and 3 List or into new or modified assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 List

...

b)	the effect of the proposed new or modified assignments in the List is that the equivalent downlink protection margin27 corresponding to a test point of its assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan or List, or for which the procedure of Article 4 has been initiated, including cumulative effect of any previous modification to the List or any previous agreement, does not fall more than 0.45 dB below 0 dB or, if already negative, more than 0.45 dB below the value resulting from:

–	the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and List as established by WRC‑2000; or

–	a proposed new or modified assignment to the List in accordance with this Appendix; or

–	a new entry in the Regions 1 and 3 List as a result of a successful application of Article 4 procedures.

Moreover, for protection of an assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan or an assignment with national coverage from a submission of non-national coverage, 0.25 dB shall be used instead.     (WRC‑23)

NOTE – In performing the calculation, the effect at the receiver input of all the co-channel and adjacent-channel signals is expressed in terms of one equivalent co-channel interfering signal. This value is usually expressed in decibels.     (WRC‑03)



APPENDIX 30A (REV.WRC‑19)[footnoteRef:12]* [12: *	The expression “frequency assignment to a space station”, wherever it appears in this Appendix, shall be understood to refer to a frequency assignment associated with a given orbital position.     (WRC‑03)] 


Provisions and associated Plans and List[footnoteRef:13]1 for feeder links for the broadcasting-satellite service (11.7-12.5 GHz in Region 1, 12.2-12.7 GHz
in Region 2 and 11.7-12.2 GHz in Region 3) in the frequency bands
14.5-14.8 GHz[footnoteRef:14]2 and 17.3-18.1 GHz in Regions 1 and 3,
and 17.3-17.8 GHz in Region 2     (WRC‑03) [13: 1	The Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link List of additional uses is annexed to the Master International Frequency Register (see Resolution 542 (WRC‑2000)**).     (WRC‑03)
	**	Note by the Secretariat: This Resolution was abrogated by WRC‑03.]  [14: 2	This use of the band 14.5-14.8 GHz is reserved for countries outside Europe.
Note by the Secretariat: Reference to an Article with the number in roman is referring to an Article in this Appendix.] 


[bookmark: _Toc119922819]ANNEX 1     (REV.WRC‑19)

Limits for determining whether a service of an administration is considered
to be affected by a proposed modification to the Region 2 feeder-link Plan
or by a proposed new or modified assignment in the Regions 1 and 3
feeder-link List or when it is necessary under this Appendix to seek
the agreement of any other administration     (Rev.WRC‑03)

MOD

[bookmark: _Toc119592968]4	Limits to the interference into frequency assignments in conformity with the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plan or with the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link List or proposed new or modified assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link List     (WRC‑03)

…

However, an administration is not considered as being affected if, under assumed free-space propagation conditions, the effect of the proposed new or modified assignments in the feeder-link List is that the feeder-link equivalent protection margin[footnoteRef:15]35 corresponding to a test point of its assignment in the feeder-link Plan or the feeder-link List or for which the procedure of Article 4 has been initiated, including the cumulative effect of any previous modification to the feeder-link List or any previous agreement, does not fall more than 0.45 dB below 0 dB, or, if already negative, more than 0.45 dB below the value resulting from: [15: 35	For the definition of the equivalent protection margin, see § 1.7 of Annex 3.] 


–	the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plan and List as established by WRC‑2000; or

–	a proposed new or modified assignment to the feeder-link List in accordance with this Appendix; or

–	a new entry in the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link List as a result of the successful application of Article 4 procedures.     (WRC‑03)

Moreover, for protection of an assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link Plan or an assignment with national coverage from a submission of non-national coverage, 0.25 dB shall be used instead.     (WRC‑23)

For a proposed new or modified assignment to the feeder-link List, in the interference analysis, for each test point, the antenna characteristics described in § 3.5 of Annex 3 shall apply.     (WRC‑03)



_____
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		Preliminary Asia-Pacific Telecommunity Common Proposals



		Proposals for the work of the conference



		



		Agenda item 7(H)





7	to consider possible changes, in response to Resolution 86 (Rev. Marrakesh, 2002) of the Plenipotentiary Conference, on advance publication, coordination, notification and recording procedures for frequency assignments pertaining to satellite networks, in accordance with Resolution 86 (Rev.WRC‑07), in order to facilitate the rational, efficient and economical use of radio frequencies and any associated orbits, including the geostationary-satellite orbit;

7(H) 	Topic H - Enhanced protection of RR Appendices 30/30A in Regions 1 and 3 and RR Appendix 30B






[bookmark: _Toc42084194]APPENDIX 30 (REV.WRC‑19)[footnoteRef:1]* [1: *	The expression “frequency assignment to a space station”, wherever it appears in this Appendix, shall be understood to refer to a frequency assignment associated with a given orbital position. See also Annex 7 for the orbital limitations.     (WRC‑2000)] 


[bookmark: _Toc330560547][bookmark: _Toc42084195]Provisions for all services and associated Plans and List[footnoteRef:2]1 for
the broadcasting-satellite service in the frequency bands
11.7-12.2 GHz (in Region 3), 11.7-12.5 GHz (in Region 1)
         and 12.2-12.7 GHz (in Region 2)    (WRC‑03) [2: 1	The Regions 1 and 3 List of additional uses is annexed to the Master International Frequency Register (see Resolution 542 (WRC‑2000)**).     (WRC‑03)
	**	Note by the Secretariat: This Resolution was abrogated by WRC‑03.
Note by the Secretariat: Reference to an Article with the number in roman is referring to an Article in this Appendix.] 


MOD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/1#2086

ARTICLE 4     (Rev.WRC-19-23)

Procedures for modifications to the Region 2 Plan or 
for additional uses in Regions 1 and 3[footnoteRef:3]3 [3: 3 	The provisions of Resolution 49 (Rev.WRC‑15) apply.     (WRC‑15)] 




4.1	Provisions applicable to Regions 1 and 3

MOD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/2#2087

4.1.10d	If no decision is communicated to the Bureau within 30 days after the date of dispatch of the reminder under § 4.1.10b and the identification is of:

–	an assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreedno objection to the proposed assignment and an agreement under § 4.1.13bis is considered as concluded between the administration of the affected assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and the notifying administration of the proposed assignment; or

–	an assignment not in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreed to the proposed assignment.     (WRC‑1523)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/3#2088

4.1.13bis	When an agreement under this provision is concluded with an administration of the affected assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, the notifying administration of the proposed assignment shall commit to respect a power flux-density limit shown in Annex 1 at any point within the territory, situated inside the −3 dB contour of the associated beam area, of this administration whose assignment was the basis of the disagreement at the date on which the frequency assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan is to be brought into use as communicated under § 5.1.10bis or within twelve months of the date of dispatch of the telefax sent under § 5.1.10bis, whichever comes later.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/4#2089

4.1.13ter	Upon the conclusion of agreements under § 4.1.13bis, when entering the assignment in the List, the Bureau shall indicate those administrations whose assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan were the basis of the agreement.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/5#2090

4.1.30	When an assignment is entered in the List referred to in § 4.1.13ter, that assignment shall not be taken into account in updating the reference situation of those assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan with which an agreement under § 4.1.13bis was concluded.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/6#2091

4.1.31	If the Bureau is informed that a commitment under § 4.1.13bis is not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately consult with the administration responsible for this assignment, requesting immediate respect of the conditions specified in § 4.1.13bis.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/7#2092

4.1.32	If, in spite of the application of § 4.1.31, conditions specified in § 4.1.13bis are still not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately inform the Radio Regulations Board.     (WRC‑23)



MOD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/8#2093

ARTICLE 5     (rev.WRC‑1923)

Notification, examination and recording in the Master International
Frequency Register of frequency assignments to space stations
in the broadcasting-satellite service[footnoteRef:4]18     (WRC‑07) [4: 18	If the payments are not received in accordance with the provisions of Council Decision 482, as amended, on the implementation of cost recovery for satellite network filings, the Bureau shall cancel the publication specified in § 5.1.6 and the corresponding entries in the Master Register under § 5.2.2, 5.2.2.1, 5.2.2.2 or 5.2.6, as appropriate, and the corresponding entries included in the Plan on and after 3 June 2000 or in the List, as appropriate, after informing the administration concerned. The Bureau shall inform all administrations of such action. The Bureau shall send a reminder to the notifying administration not later than two months prior to the deadline for the payment in accordance with the above‑mentioned Council Decision 482 unless the payment has already been received. See also Resolution 905 (WRC‑07)*.     (WRC‑07)
	* 	Note by the Secretariat: This Resolution was abrogated by WRC‑12.] 




ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/9#2094

5.1.6bis	Upon receipt of a complete notice, the Bureau shall immediately send a telefax to administrations which applied § 4.1.13bis with regard to this notice, if any. This telefax shall inform the concerned administrations of the notification under § 5.1.1 of this notice and the date on which the frequency assignment, subject of § 4.1.13bis agreement, is planned to be brought into use.     (WRC‑23)



[bookmark: _Toc42084210]APPENDIX 30A (REV.WRC‑19)[footnoteRef:5]* [5: *	The expression “frequency assignment to a space station”, wherever it appears in this Appendix, shall be understood to refer to a frequency assignment associated with a given orbital position.     (WRC‑03)] 


[bookmark: _Toc330560563][bookmark: _Toc42084211]Provisions and associated Plans and List[footnoteRef:6]1 for feeder links for the broadcasting-satellite service (11.7-12.5 GHz in Region 1, 12.2-12.7 GHz
in Region 2 and 11.7-12.2 GHz in Region 3) in the frequency bands
14.5-14.8 GHz[footnoteRef:7]2 and 17.3-18.1 GHz in Regions 1 and 3,
and 17.3-17.8 GHz in Region 2     (WRC‑03) [6: 1	The Regions 1 and 3 feeder-link List of additional uses is annexed to the Master International Frequency Register (see Resolution 542 (WRC‑2000)**).     (WRC‑03)
	**	Note by the Secretariat: This Resolution was abrogated by WRC‑03.]  [7: 2	This use of the band 14.5-14.8 GHz is reserved for countries outside Europe.
Note by the Secretariat: Reference to an Article with the number in roman is referring to an Article in this Appendix.] 


MOD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/10#2095

ARTICLE 4     (Rev.WRC‑1923)

Procedures for modifications to the Region 2 feeder-link Plan 
or for additional uses in Regions 1 and 3



4.1	Provisions applicable to Regions 1 and 3

MOD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/11#2096

4.1.10d	If no decision is communicated to the Bureau within 30 days after the date of dispatch of the reminder under § 4.1.10b and the identification is of:

–	an assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreedno objection to the proposed assignment and an agreement under § 4.1.13bis is considered as concluded between the administration of the affected assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan and the notifying administration of the proposed assignment; or

–	an assignment not in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreed to the proposed assignment.     (WRC‑1523)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/12#2097

4.1.13bis	When an agreement under this provision is concluded with the administration of an affected assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan, the notifying administration shall commit to respect a power flux-density of −197.0 − GRx[footnoteRef:8]zz dB(W/(m2 ⸱ Hz)) arriving at the receiving space station of this administration whose assignment was the basis of the disagreement at the date on which the frequency assignment in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan is to be brought into use communicated under § 5.1.10bis or within twelve months of the date of dispatch of the telefax sent under § 5.1.10bis, whichever comes later.     (WRC‑23) [8: zz	GRx is the relative receive antenna gain of the space station of the national allotment of the administration with which an agreement under § 4.1.13bis was concluded in the direction of the location of the feeder-link earth station of the notifying administration.     (WRC‑23)] 




ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/13#2098

4.1.13ter	Upon the conclusion of agreements under § 4.1.13bis, when entering the assignment in the List, the Bureau shall indicate those administrations whose assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan were the basis of the agreement.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/14#2099

4.1.30	When an assignment is entered in the List referred to in § 4.1.13ter, that assignment shall not be taken into account in updating the reference situation of those assignments in the Regions 1 and 3 Plan with which an agreement under § 4.1.13bis was concluded.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/15#2100

4.1.31	If the Bureau is informed that a commitment under § 4.1.13bis is not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately consult with the administration responsible for this assignment, requesting immediate respect of the conditions specified in § 4.1.13bis.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/16#2101

4.1.32	If, in spite of the application of § 4.1.31, conditions specified in § 4.1.13bis are still not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately inform the Radio Regulations Board.     (WRC‑23)



MOD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/17#2102

ARTICLE 5     (Rev.WRC‑19-23)

Coordination, notification, examination and recording in the Master
International Frequency Register of frequency assignments to
feeder-link transmitting earth stations and receiving
space stations in the fixed-satellite service[footnoteRef:9]21, [footnoteRef:10]22     (WRC‑19) [9: 21	Notification of assignments to transmitting feeder-link earth stations included in the Region 2 feeder-link Plan after 2 June 2000, or included in the feeder-link List, following successful application of Article 4, shall be effected applying the provisions of Article 11 following completion of the procedure of Article 9.     (WRC‑03)]  [10: 22	If the payments are not received in accordance with the provisions of Council Decision 482, as amended, on the implementation of cost recovery for satellite network filings, the Bureau shall cancel the publication specified in § 5.1.10 and the corresponding entries in the Master Register under § 5.2.2, § 5.2.2.1, § 5.2.2.2 or § 5.2.6, as appropriate, and the corresponding entries included in the Plan on and after 3 June 2000 or in the List, as appropriate, after informing the administration concerned. The Bureau shall inform all administrations of such action. The Bureau shall send a reminder to the notifying administration not later than two months prior to the deadline for the payment in accordance with the above-mentioned Council Decision 482 unless the payment has already been received.      (WRC‑19)] 




ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/18#2103

5.1.10bis	Upon receipt of a complete notice, the Bureau shall immediately send a telefax to administrations which applied § 4.1.13bis with regard to this notice, if any. This telefax shall inform the concerned administrations of the notification under § 5.1.1 of this notice and the date on which the frequency assignment, subject of § 4.1.13bis agreement, is planned to be brought into use.     (WRC‑23)



[bookmark: _Toc35789236][bookmark: _Toc35856933][bookmark: _Toc35877567][bookmark: _Toc35963508][bookmark: _Toc42084220]APPENDIX 30B (REV.WRC‑19)

[bookmark: _Toc35789237][bookmark: _Toc35856934][bookmark: _Toc35877568][bookmark: _Toc35963509][bookmark: _Toc42084221]Provisions and associated Plan for the fixed-satellite service
in the frequency bands 4 500-4 800 MHz, 6 725-7 025 MHz,
10.70-10.95 GHz, 11.20-11.45 GHz and 12.75-13.25 GHz

ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/19#2104

6.4bis	When the examination of each assignment in a notice received under § 6.1, to convert an allotment into an assignment, with respect to § 6.3 leads to a favourable finding, the Bureau shall immediately send a telefax to administrations for which § 6.15quat was applied with regard to this notice. This telefax shall inform these administrations of the reception under § 6.1 of this notice.    (WRC‑23)



MOD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/20#2105

6.15	If no decision is communicated to the Bureau within thirty days after the date of dispatch of the reminder under § 6.14 and the identification is of:

a)	an allotment in the Plan, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreed no objection to the proposed assignment until this administration plans to bring into use its allotment in the Plan and an agreement under § 6.15quat is considered as concluded between the administration of the affected allotment in the Plan and the notifying administration of the proposed assignment; or

b)	an assignment, it shall be deemed that the administration which has not given a decision has agreed to the proposed assignment.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/21#2106

6.15quat	When an agreement under this provision is concluded with the administration of an affected allotment in the Plan, the notifying administration of the proposed assignment shall commit to respect the power flux-density limits shown in Section 2.2 of Annex 4 of Appendix 30B (Rev.WRC‑19) at any point within the territory, situated inside the −3 dB contour of the associated beam area, of the administration whose allotment was the basis of the disagreement at the date on which the frequency assignment, stemming from the conversion of an affected allotment, is to be brought into use as communicated under § 8.10bis or within twelve months of the date of dispatch of the telefax sent under § 8.10bis, whichever comes later.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/22#2107

6.15quin	Upon conclusion of agreements under § 6.15quat, when entering the assignment in the List, the Bureau shall indicate those administrations whose allotments were the basis of the agreement.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/23#2108

6.27bis	When an assignment is entered in the List referred to in § 6.15quin, that assignment shall not be taken into account in updating the reference situation of those allotments with which an agreement under § 6.15quat was concluded.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/24#2109

6.29bis	If the Bureau is informed that obligations under § 6.15quat is not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately consult with the administration responsible for this assignment, requesting immediate respect of the conditions specified in § 6.15quat.     (WRC‑23)



ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/25#2110

6.29ter	If, in spite of the application of § 6.29bis, conditions specified in § 6.15quat are still not respected by an assignment in the List, the Bureau shall immediately inform the Radio Regulations Board.     (WRC‑23)



[bookmark: _GoBack]ADD	ACP/XXXXA22A10/26#2111

8.10bis	When the examination with respect to § 8.9 leads to a favourable finding, the Bureau shall immediately send a telefax to administrations which applied § 6.15quat with regard to this notice, if any. This telefax shall inform the concerned administrations of the notification under § 8.1 of this notice and the date on which the frequency assignment stemming from the conversion of an allotment, subject of § 6.15quin agreement, into an assignment, is planned to be brought into use.     (WRC‑23)



Reasons: Development of procedures that will remove implicit agreement from the RR AP 30/30A and AP 30B, and the development of a special agreement that would enable use until the bringing into use of assignments in the national allotment.
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