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1.
INTRODUCTION 
The Fourth meeting of the Asia-Pacific Telecommunity (APT) Conference Preparatory Group for the World Radiocommunication Conference 2012 (APG2012-4) was held in Hong Kong, China from 13 to 18 December 2010. The objectives of the Meeting were to review the results of the APG2012-3 meeting, to undertake a review of issues associated with each WRC-12 Agenda Item and to continue the preparation of draft APT Preliminary Views, where considered appropriate. The meeting was also to review the Draft Report of the Conference Preparatory Meeting (CPM) and to develop proposed modification to the Draft Report. Furthermore, APG2012-4 was to undertake a review of issues related to activities of the Radiocommunication Assembly (RA). Finally, APG2012-4 was to review the decisions of the 34th Session of the APT Management Committee regarding the Working Methods of APG. In undertaking these activities, APG2012-4 would review and revise the APG work plan for these different work items.

Document APG2012-4/INP-04 provides more details on the objectives and expected outputs of the APG2012-4 meeting. 
The Meeting was attended by 342 participants representing Members, Associate and Affiliate Members of APT and International/Regional Organisations. Document APG2012-4/ADM-04(Rev.1) contains the list of participants to the meeting.

2.
OPENING

Mr. Toshiyuki Yamada, Secretary General of the APT, welcomed delegates and representatives from APT member Administrations, Associate members, Affiliate members and other regional groups and international organisations to the fourth APG meeting for WRC-2012 being held in Hong Kong, China. The large number of participants really showed the confidence in the activities of the APT, especially APT’s preparation for ITU’s World Radiocommunication Conference 2012. He extended his sincere thanks to the Government of Hong Kong, China and the Office of the Telecommunication Authority (OFTA) for the excellent arrangements for the meeting. . He also thanked Ms. Elizabeth Tse, Permanent Secretary of Commerce and Economic Development of the Government of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region for gracing the inaugural session.
Mr. Yamada reminded participants that the Radiocommunication sector has been recognized as one of the major key areas of APT activities. APT is committed to promote applications of radio technologies, facilitate members’ co-operation for spectrum harmonization and assist Members to explore new technologies and to harmonize the regional views on Radiocommunication matters and present them at relevant global for a such as WRCs. Since its inception APG has been playing a significant role to harmonize the regional views to World Radiocommunication Conferences. Mr. Yamada noted that the process continues to mature with the APG developing more and more common proposals to WRCs in the general interest of the region. APG has now become the APT’s largest event, being attended by an increasingly large number of interested public and private sector participants as well as delegates from other international and regional organizations. Mr. Yamada also noted that Regional preparations by groups such as APG are highly appreciated by ITU as they significantly contribute to the efficiency and productivity of world conferences like WRCs.
Noting that the APG was moving forward towards the final stages of the development of its preparations for WRC-12, Mr. Yamada reminded participants of the importance of the endeavour and stressed the need to work hard and consolidate their efforts with a view to preparing for the Conference, so that aspirations of all the members are appropriately met and interests of the region, as a whole, are well protected. He further noted that the APT Community has always been working harmoniously as a close family, showing mutual respect and accommodation in all its activities. The same spirit of solidarity, fraternity and co-existence would be the key to our success in future. He concluded that with expertise, cooperation and mutual understanding the APG will continue to achieve its goals collectively.
Mr. Yamada’s welcome address can be found in Document APG2012-4/INP-01.
Dr. Alan Jamieson, Chairman of the APG, welcomed everyone to APG2012-4, and conveyed a special welcome to Ms Tse (Permanent Secretary Commerce and Economic Development for Hong Kong) to the opening of this APG meeting in Hong Kong. 

He also took the opportunity to extend a special welcome to guests and colleagues from other regional groups and from international organizations.  Their participation is highly valued and, as preparations draw closer to WRC-12, enhancing dialogue with other regional groups and engaging in free and frank exchanges of views becomes an ever more important part of the work in building consensus on conference issues.  

He further noted that this was the fourth meeting of the APG2012 cycle and that the APG is now well into the business end of the work. At this meeting the APG is tasked with, on the one hand, further developing the APT preliminary views on WRC-12 agenda items and, on the other hand, deciding on APT proposals to be submitted to the CPM11-2 to be held in February next year.  To this a third task should be added; namely, creating preliminary views on possible contributions to the Radiocommunication Assembly to be held immediately prior to WRC-12.  Once again, Dr Wee (Vice-Chairman, APG) will be leading the discussions on Radiocommunication Assembly matters.
Dr. Jamieson also noted that the outcomes from the ITU Plenipotentiary Conference held in October, 2010, also have a bearing on activities in the APG. Mr Arasteh (Vice-Chairman, APG) will be providing a briefing on PP-10 and will lead discussion on the PP-10 outcomes that may need to take into account in the work of the APG.  
Dr. Jamieson reminded participants that, while the passage of the last nine months has seen little easing of global concerns over uncertain economic conditions, remarkable growth in demand for radiocommunication services continues; growth in which the Asia-Pacific region is a leading if not the leading player. Coupled with this demand, the impact of new digital technologies is being felt across a broad range of services and this is reflected in a number of agenda items for WRC-12. All of which adds emphasis to the importance of the decisions to be taken a little over a year from now and by extension to the work in the APG.

Dr. Jamieson acknowledged the efforts of the Working Party chairmen who have been hard at work preparing for this meeting. Now that the studies in the ITU-R are largely completed and with the Draft CPM Report available, very good technical information on which to finalize APG positions on the agenda items is to hand. Dr. Jamieson reminded participants that, as had been the custom, APT proposals need to be prepared for the CPM during the fourth preparatory meeting. He encouraged participants to identify where changes to the Draft CPM Report would be helpful either to enhance the text or to ensure that the text better reflects the interests of the region. He was confident that the WP chairmen will lead discussions ably and help develop consensus views in both these important areas of work. 
Dr. Jamieson drew attention to the work in Working Party 6 to consider contributions on future WRC agenda items. This is the first opportunity to discuss ideas for future agenda items of importance to the Asia-Pacific region for WRC-16 and beyond and it is also a good opportunity to exchange initial thoughts on these with colleagues from the other regions. Even if finalizing views on future agenda items will only occur at the 5th APG meeting, it is important to note that success in having new agenda items adopted at WRC-12 will be dependent in large part upon generating inter-regional support.
Dr. Jamieson thanked both the APT Secretariat and the Local Secretariat for the thoroughness of the preparations for the meeting and for the excellent facilities that have been arranged to assist in the work, which would be much more difficult without their essential support.

Noting that there is a demanding work-load ahead over the next six days, Dr. Jamieson joined with Mr Yamada in reminding participants of the APG tradition of approaching discussions in a way that accommodates the views of all as consensus positions are developed. By all means delegates should engage in vigorous debate because that is the best way to test ideas but always with respect for the views of each other. He wished participants well for the meeting and hoped that the hours are neither too long nor too arduous.

Dr. Jamieson’s address can be found in Document APG2012-4/INP-02.
Miss Elizabeth Tse, Permanent Secretary for Commerce and Economic Development (Communications and Technology), Hong Kong, China, on behalf of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region Government, welcomed participants to Hong Kong for the fourth APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for the 2012 World Radiocommunication Conference.  

Miss Tse reminded participants that Hong Kong has been a long-standing supporter of APT activities.  Since the establishment of APT in 1979, Hong Kong has been an Associate Member, and a keen partner in taking part in APT events.  In May last year, Hong Kong hosted the annual APT Policy and Regulatory Forum; and in November last year, Hong Kong joined the APT Asia-Pacific Ministerial Meeting held in Bali, Indonesia.  Miss Tse added that her attendance at the opening of APG2012-4 reflects Hong Kong’s staunch support for APT which is a tradition that has been an established for more than 30 years.  

Miss Tse reminded the meeting that it is no exaggeration to say that spectrum management is full of challenges ahead. With the rapid pace in the development of technological innovation and the increasing popularity and use of wireless services, the demand for radio spectrum has continued to scale new heights. Taking Hong Kong as an example, there are now more than 13 million mobile services subscribers, while there is a population of over seven million in the city; it virtually means that every citizen has two mobile phones in the pocket. The figure is still on the rise. Mobile data traffic volume has also increased by more than 200% over the past year or so. The demand for spectrum is growing not just in Hong Kong, but also elsewhere in the region, as mobile communications services are developing fast. Furthermore, as wireless technologies offer convenience to different types of services, the worldwide demand for spectrum for other essential services such as aviation, navigation, health-care, emergency, disaster relief and national defence, is becoming greater than ever. One is faced with an acute problem. 

Miss Tse reminded participants that spectrum is a scarce resource: its supply is limited, but the demand is ever growing. There is thus a well justified call for adopting effective and efficient spectrum management policies in order to cope with such demand. In Hong Kong, a market-oriented spectrum policy has been adopted which seeks to promote efficiency by using market forces. For this purpose, spectrum for public mobile services has been auctioned since 2001. With a cost to be borne, spectrum bidders would naturally examine their spectrum requirements carefully before making a bid. Along the same thinking, for spectrum administratively assigned and falling within congested bands, the case for the introduction of spectrum utilization fees is now being examined in order to encourage the use of such spectrum in an efficient manner. Public consultations are currently being conducted and a decision will soon be taken on the way forward.

Miss Tse acknowledged that, of course, the approach to manage spectrum varies across countries and regions, as the contexts and problems facing each administration are different. This is exactly what makes the APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting meaningful and important. Through this forum, administrations can discuss not only common proposals for the upcoming WRC, but, importantly, administrations can also learn from each others’ good practices and make improvement to brush up their own  measures at home.

Finally, Miss Tse said that she was confident that, over the coming few days, participants would engage in useful discussions and arrive at sound proposals which would benefit not only the region and but also other parts of the world. She wished the meeting every success and everybody a fruitful trip to Hong Kong. She reminded participants to not forget to take a break and visit the various attractions of the city and to maximize their stay in Hong Kong, Asia’s World City.
Miss Tse’s address can be found in Document APG2012-4/INP-03.
3.
MEETING ORGANISATION

3.1
Adoption of Agenda

The Agenda was approved following its presentation by the APG Chairman. 

The Agenda is in Document APG2012-4/ADM-01(Rev.1). The program of the meeting is in Document APG2012-4/ADM-02(Rev.1). Dr. Jamieson emphasised that the program was established to allow for a flexible approach at this meeting and may be adjusted, if required.
	Decision No. 1 (APG2012-4 )

	The Plenary approved the Agenda and Program of the Meeting.


3.2 
Objectives of the meeting
The proposed objectives of the meeting are in Document APG2012-4/INP-04. The objectives, as proposed, were agreed. Importantly, it was recommended that the output texts to be developed at the APG2012-4 meeting should contain views clearly presented as follows:
1. APT Preliminary Views on WRC-12 Agenda Items (where a consensus was able to be achieved)
2. Other views from APT Members on WRC-12 Agenda Items (where it was not possible to achieve a consensus at this time)
	Decision No. 2 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the Objectives of the Meeting.


3.3
Chairmanship of Working Party 1 and Working Party 4
In the absence of Mr. Darrell Ninham and with the appointment of Mr. Xingguo Zhou to a post in ITU BR, it was agreed that Mr. Neil Meaney (AUS) and Mr. Jianjun Cheng (CHN) chair Working Parties 1 and 4, respectively. 
	Decision No. 3 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary appointed Mr. Neil Meaney as Chairman of Working Party 1 and Mr. Jianjun Cheng as Chairman of Working Party 4.


3.4
List of Contributions and Contribution Attribution

The Plenary agreed the attribution of input contributions in document APG2012-4/ADM-03 with one modification. Mr. Meaney advised that document APG2012-4/INP-79 should be attributed to Working Party 5 instead of Working Party 1. This was agreed. 
	Decision No. 4 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the attribution of documents, with one modification.


4.
REPORT ON THE THIRD APG-2012 MEETING 
(Document APG2012-4/INF-01)
The Chairman briefly introduced Document APG2012-4/INF-01 reporting on the activities at the APG2012-4 meeting. This was ratified as a true and accurate report of the APG2012-3 meeting. The Chairman indicated that he would not go into the details and advised participants to make use of the material in this report where considered appropriate. 
	Decision No. 5 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the APG2012-3 meeting report. 


5.
REPORTS FROM WORKING PARTIES – ACTIVITIES AND OBJECTIVES

The six Working Party Chairmen reported that they would be quickly reviewing the input documents assigned to them and would continue their work based on the established Drafting Group structures. In particular:

WP1.
Mr. Meaney expressed his appreciation to the APG for the opportunity to take up the chairmanship role for WP1. He noted that a considerable amount of input material had been received on the four Agenda Items under consideration in WP1 (AIs 1.9 and 1.10 on maritime matters and 1.3 and 1.4 on aeronautical matters). He noted that a good consensus was developing on the agenda items under consideration in the group.
WP2.
Prof. Faizal reported that WP2’s work will commence quickly and that he did not expect any major concerns. Good input material had been received including proposals for modification to the draft CPM report. 
WP3.
Dr. Seong noted that a report on the treatment of the contribution from the APG to JTG 5-6 was available in document APG2012-4/INP-09. She reminded participants of the delicate balance that had been achieved on the text in the draft CPM Report on AI 1.17 and the need during this APG meeting to review the texts developed to ensure that this balance remains. She thanked participants from APT member administrations for their work at the meetings of JTG5-6. Four Drafting Groups would be established to cover AIs 1.5, 1.8, 1.20 and 1.22 with consideration of AI 1.17 being undertaken in WP3 itself.  

WP4.
Mr. Cheng expressed his thanks for the trust that the APG had placed in his new role as WP4 Chairman. He would use the established DG structure for the work at the APG2012-4 meeting. He did not anticipate any major difficulties in the work of WP4. 
WP5.
Mr. Abe reported that 18 input contributions had been received of which 6 had proposals to modify the text of the draft CPM Report. He expected that DG work on AIs 1.7, 1.13, 1.18 and 1.25 would be concluded by Thursday 16 December and that on AI7 would be concluded by Friday 17 December. 
WP6.
Mr. Shafiee reported that work would start on Tuesday 14 December and that a limited number of DGs would be established. He sought clarification about two documents from Asiasat - documents APG2012-4/INP-89 and INF-13. In reply, Dr. Jamieson indicated that document INP-89 had the support of the responsible administration (HKG SAR) and could be considered as a formal input contribution whereas information document INF-13 did not have such support.
Mr. Shafiee also sought advice on how best to deal at this time with proposals for possible Agenda Items for WRC-16, being considered under WRC-12 AI 8.2. Dr. Jamieson reminded participants that the CPM did not discuss such proposals in detail – it merely noted them. Discussions on such proposals could start at APG2012-4 and would need to be finalised at APG2012-5. One advantage of having proposals brought forward at this time is that this could help in inter-regional discussions leading up to WRC-12. 
5.
OUTCOMES OF THE 34th APT MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE MEETING

Mr. Yamada reported on the outcomes of the 34th APT MC meeting. In particular, he expanded on the material found in document APG2012-4 /INP-87. At MC34, two changes were made to the approval procedure for the new document type (APT Common Views) to be used for submissions from the APG to ITU-R
. APG2012-4 would need to take this into account when developing its output material. 
	Decision No. 6 (APG2012-4)

	The outcomes of the 34th MC meeting are to be taken into account in the preparation of APG2012—4 output material. 


Mr. Shafiee (IRN) indicated that there would be difficulty applying the modified rules at this APG meeting. His administration had not yet received the approved report of the MC34 meeting and they have great difficulty with this decision. Dr. Jamieson recognised this difficulty and advised the Working Parties to prepare their material in the normal way. In the meantime he would have some off-line discussions with the objective of finding an appropriate method to be used at APG2012-4 to prepare the necessary output documents for submission to CPM11-2. 

6.
REPORT OF THE OUTCOME OF THE ITU PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE 2010, GUADALAJARA, MEXICO, 4 - 22 OCTOBER 2010
Mr. Arasteh reported on the outcome of PP-10. The ITU Plenipotentiary Conference is the highest level conference of the Union and many important issues are discussed and decided upon. It is the key event at which ITU Member States decide on the future role of the organization. APT preparations were chaired by Dr. Jason Ashurst (AUS) and 73 APT Common Proposals were submitted to the conference. 

On one of the most fundamental issues, APT was concerned about the ratification workload associated with the basic texts of the Union
, in particular with the ratification by governments of both the Constitution and the Convention. An APT proposal in favour of the elaboration of a stable Constitution containing fundamental provisions that would require modification only on an exceptional basis was accepted by PP-10. To that end, a Council Working Group for a Stable Constitution was established and its purpose is to examine the basic instrument of the Union with a view to propose the text to be contained in a Stable Constitution and propose the transfer of the remaining provisions to another legal document (yet to be labelled) that would have the similar legal status as those of the General Rules of the Union’s Conferences and Meeting and  those of Resolutions and Decisions of the Plenipotentiary Conferences currently in force; i.e., it would not be subject to ratification, acceptance, or approval. The Council would submit a proposed rearrangement of basic instruments to PP-14 for consideration and necessary action, as appropriate.
On matters more closely associated with radiocommunications, Mr. Arasteh noted that Resolution 88 (Processing charges for satellite network filings and administrative procedures) has been suppressed. He also advised that online access to ITU-R Recommendations would now be free of charge.
 Copies of the Radio Regulations still have to be purchased. Mr. Arasteh noted that Plenipotentiary Resolution 86 (Rev.Marrakesh 2002) was maintained, based on the initiative from APT and the support of certain other Regions.

7.
REPORT ON THE 2nd ITU INFORMATION MEETING ON WRC-12 PREPARATION
Mr. Arasteh and Mr. Lewis reported on the recent 2nd ITU Information Meeting on WRC-12, held in Geneva on 24 and 25 November. They shared the responsibility to represent APT views on the different WRC-12 Agenda Items, each handling 3 Chapters (as presented in the CPM Report). 

The latest agreed views from the APT dated from the March, 2010, APG2012-3 meeting, and, even though this material was presented, it was clearly quite out of date, especially noting that the finalisation of studies developing text for the draft CPM Report had occurred since that date. The detailed material considered at the Information Meeting can be found at http://www.itu.int/ITU-R/index.asp?category=conferences&rlink=wrc-12-info-10&lang=en 
8.
LIAISON FROM APT WIRELESS FORUM

Dr. Jamieson advised the meeting that a liaison Statement has been received from the APT Wireless Forum concerning consideration by the APG of a possible draft new Agenda Item for the next WRC to address the inefficiency associated with the asymmetry of existing unplanned FSS uplink/downlink spectrum allocation in the 10-15 GHz band. Document APG2012-4/INP-05 refers. Mr. Lewis introduced the document and it was then decided to pass it to Working Party 6 for its consideration when dealing with WRC-12 Agenda Item 8.2. 

9.
PREPARATION OF RA MATTERS
Dr. Wee advise that he had arranged for two meetings to consider APG2012 preparations for the 2012 Radiocommunications Assembly, which is to be held from 16 to 20 January, 2012. The agenda for the meeting was being made available in document APG2012-4/ADM-11. This activity would follow on from the initial considerations at the APG2012-3 meeting. Part of the considerations during APG2012-4 would be to decide whether a work structure should be developed to allow for work to continue between APG2012-4 and APG2012-5 as well as after APG2012-5 leading up to RA-12 itself.  
10.
CONSIDERATION OF INPUT CONTRIBUTIONS ATTRIBUTED TO THE APG2012-4 PLENARY
Two documents (APG2012-4/INP-61 (NZL) and INP-90 (IRN)) dealt with WRC-12 Agenda Item 1.1 – revision of footnotes to the Frequency Allocation Table of Article 5 of the Radio Regulations. These had been attributed to the APG2012-4 Plenary. Dr. Jamieson noted that this was not an issue considered by the CPM. He suggested that these could be considered as documents providing advance information at this time and they could be considered in more depth at the final Plenary session, by which time participants would have had the opportunity to review the material in the two documents. 
11.
PRESENTATIONS BY ITU-BR AND REGIONAL ORGANISATIONS
Dr. Jamieson proposed that presentations could commence with that of the ITU BR, followed by those from regional groups and then by those from other entities, if time permitted.

Mr. Philippe Aubineau, BR Study Group Councillor, presented document APG2012-4/INF-05. This gives details of international and regional planning and coordination for WRC-12. The document presents this material in three parts as follows: 

Part I – ITU Preparations for WRC-12; 

Part II – Regional preparations for WRC-12; 
Part III – Information for the preparation of the draft CPM Report to WRC-12. 

Document INF-05, in addition to the considerable detailed information in these three parts, includes additional information on web locations for reference material useful in preparations for the CPM and the conference.
Mr. Eric Fournier, representing CEPT, referred participants to Document APG2012-4/INF-03. This document provided the current views of CEPT on each of the WRC-12 Agenda Items and listed the coordinators concerned along with their contact details. He mentioned WRC-12 Agenda Items 1.7, 1.13, 1.22 and 1.25 in particular as they are giving rise to extensive discussions within CEPT with potential proposed solutions still under development. Detailed comments on the different AIs could be provided in the different WP meetings. Mr. Fournier welcomed APG attendance at the different CEPT CPG meetings. 
Dr. Darlene Drazenovich, representing CITEL, referred participants to Document APG2012-4/INF-15, which contained the issues and preliminary views associated with each Agenda Item. Fifteen IAPs (Inter American Proposals) have been developed as well as many Draft IAPs.  Detailed comments could be provided in the different WP meetings. She noted the productive relationship that had existed between APT and CITEL and hoped that this would continue. She advised the meeting that next meeting of CITEL is scheduled for 28 March – 1 April 2011 in the Dominican Republic. 
Dr. Jamieson reminded participants that they could find the position of the RCC on the different WRC-12 Agenda Items in document APG2012-4/INF-04. 
Dr. Jamieson in thanking the presenters from the regional groups reinforced the importance of interaction between regional groups and the need to continue close coordination. 
12.
PRESENTATION FROM ICAO
Mr. Loftur Jonasson, representing ICAO, had no particular point to raise and advised participants that ICAO had submitted four information documents (documents APG2012-4/INF-06, INF-07, INF-08 and INF-09). 

13.
PRESENTATIONS FROM IARU AND MATERIAL FROM ABU AND IMO
Mr. Shizuo Endo presented the views of the IARU on WRC-12 Agenda Items. These can be found in document APG2012-4/INF-10. He concentrated on AI 1.23, due to the limited time available. 
Dr Jamieson advised that no representatives from ABU or IMO were present. The related information documents are APG2012-4/INF-14 and INF-12, respectively. 
14.
REPORTS ON WORKING PARTY ACTIVITIES
14.1
Report of WP1

Mr. Meaney (AUS) reported that WP1 had held three meetings and had developed five output documents (APG2012-4/OUT-25 (AI 1.3), OUT-26 (AI 1.4), OUT-27 (AI 1.9), OUT-28 (AI 1.10) and OUT-29 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report)). He advised the Plenary that Coordinators for each of the four WRC-12 Agenda Items had been chosen. He thanked the drafting Group Chairmen and participants in the group’s discussions for their good work on the four WRC-12 Agenda Items attributed to the group. He also thanked Mr. Parvez and the APT Secretariat for their support during the meeting. 
His meeting report can be found in document APG2012-4/OUT-30. 
Dr. Jamieson thanked Mr. Meaney for his work and for accepting the role as the Chairman of WP1 at APG2012-4.
14.2
Report of WP2

Prof. Faizal reported that WP2 had held three meetings to consider WRC-12 Agenda Items 1.14, 1.15, 1.21 and 1.23. The group developed five output documents (APG2012-4/OUT-12 (AI 1.14), OUT-13 (AI 1.15), OUT-14 (AI 1.21), OUT-15 (AI 1.23) and OUT-16 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report)). Prof. Faizal also advised that two Coordinators had been chosen (for AIs 1.15 and 1.23) and two were still sought. He further advised that Chairmen for the Drafting Groups on AIs 1.14 and 1.21 were sought for the APG2-12-5 meeting. He thanked the drafting Group Chairmen and participants in the group’s discussions for their good work. 
The report of WP2 is contained in document APG2012-4/OUT-17.
Dr. Jamieson thanked Prof. Faizal for his work as the Chairman of WP2. 
14.3
Report of WP3

Dr. Seong reported that WP3 met five times and that a meeting report can be found in Document APG2012-4/OUT-37. Drafting Groups were established for WRC-12 Agenda items 1.5, 1.8, 1.20 and 1.22 and Agenda item 1.17 was considered in the WP3 meeting itself. The group developed six output documents (APG2012-4/OUT-31 (AI 1.5), OUT-32 (AI 1.8), OUT-33 (AI 1.17), OUT-34 (AI 1.20), OUT-35 (AI 1.22) and OUT-36 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report)). She thanked the drafting Group Chairmen and participants in the group’s discussions for their good work on the five WRC-12 Agenda Items (1.5, 1.8, 1.17, 1.20 and 1.22). 
Dr. Jamieson thanked Dr. Seong for her work as the Chairman of WP3. 
14.4
Report of WP4

Mr. Cheng reported that WP4 met twice and that a meeting report can be found in Document APG2012-4/OUT-24. The group developed six output documents (APG2012-4/OUT-18 (AI 1.6), OUT-20 (AI 1.11), OUT-21 (AI 1.12), OUT-22 (AI 1.16), OUT-23 (AI 1.24) and OUT-19 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report)). He thanked the drafting Group Chairmen and participants in the group’s discussions for their good work on the five WRC-12 Agenda Items (1.6, 1.11, 1.12, 1.16 and 1.19).
Dr. Jamieson thanked Mr. Cheng for his work in this first meeting as the Chairman of WP4. 
14.5
Report of WP5

Mr. Abe reported that Working Party 5 met four times during the APG2012-4 meeting. WP5 reviewed WRC-12 Agenda Items on satellite issues, i.e. Items 1.7, 1.13, 1.18, 1.25 and 7, and developed six output documents (APG2012-4/OUT-09 (AI 1.13), OUT-10 (AI 1.7), OUT-11 (AI 1.18), OUT-38 (AI 1.25), OUT-39 (AI 7) and OUT-40 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report)). He thanked the drafting Group Chairmen and participants in the group’s discussions for their good work during the meeting. 
Dr. Jamieson thanked Mr. Abe for his work as the Chairman of WP5. 
14.6
Report of WP6

Mr. Shafiee reported that WP6 met four times during the APG2012-4 meeting. Drafting Groups were established for WRC-12 Agenda items 1.19, 4 and 8.2 and the other Agenda items were considered in the WP6 meeting itself. WP6 developed six output documents (APG2012-4/OUT-01 (AI 1.2), OUT-02 (AI 1.19), OUT-03 (AI 2), OUT-04 (AI 4), OUT-05 (AI 8.1), OUT-06 (AI 8.2), OUT-07 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report) and OUT-08 (APT Views - WRC-12 AI 8.2)). 
Mr. Shafiee advised that there is a proposal to establish a Correspondence Group to deal with a proposed Future Agenda Item on IMT. Details are to be found in document OUT-06.

He thanked the drafting Group Chairmen and participants in the group’s discussions for their good work during the meeting.
Dr. Jamieson thanked Mr. Shafiee for his work as the Chairman of WP6 and noted that the establishment of the CG would be considered later in the meeting when approving output documents. 
15.
APPROVAL OF OUTPUT DOCUMENTS

15.1 
WP1

Documents APG2012-4/OUT-25, 26, 27 and 28 were approved without change. Document APG2012-4/OUT-29 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report) was also approved, noting the text concerning AI 1.3 would require careful treatment, due to its structure. 
With respect to OUT-29, the delegate from KOR had concerns with the addition of the name of PR China in the text showing proposed modifications to Resolution 417 in the text on AI 1.4 and care would be needed in ongoing treatment of this text.
  
	Decision No. 7 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 1.


15.2
WP2

Documents APG2012-4/OUT-13 and 15 were approved without change. Document OUT-12 was approved with one change clarifying the text on ITU-R studies. Document OUT-14 was approved with one editorial correction in Section 3. 
Document APG2012-4/OUT-16 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report) was also approved, noting that the text on AI 1.14 was modified during the Plenary meeting and may need additional editorial work. 
With respect to document OUT-15, Prof. Faisal reminded the meeting that Members are encouraged (in Section 6) to submit material for consideration at the next APG meeting. 
Dr. Jamieson advised the meeting that contributions are indeed encouraged on all Agenda items for consideration at the next APG meeting. 

	Decision No. 8 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 2. 


15.3 
WP3
Documents APG2012-4/OUT-31, 32, 33, 34 and 35 were approved without change. Document APG2012-4/OUT-36 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report) was also approved. 
	Decision No. 9 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 3. 


15.4
WP4
Documents APG2011-4/OUT-18, 20, 21, 22 and 23 were approved without change. With respect to document OUT-20, participants were reminded that the required separation distance would need to be addressed at the APG2012-5 meeting. In addition, with respect to document OUT-22, consideration would need to be given to possible frequency allocations below 9 kHz. 
Document APG2012-4/OUT-19 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report) was also approved, with a change to the text in Option A (AI 1.6) concerning modifications to footnote 5.565. 
	Decision No. 10 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 4, with one change to document OUT-21.


15.5
WP5
Document APG2012-4/OUT-09 was considered first. The delegate from AUS raised the issue of incorporating additional text in Section 4 concerning views on a priori planning. This issue had been raised in the WP5 meetings where it had been decided to raise the issue in the APG Plenary. Several members, in addition to AUS, expressed their opposition to a priori planning. It was pointed out that text on this issue was included in Section 3 (Summary of Discussions). After much discussion, both on what text, if any, to be included as well as where to include it, OUT-09 was modified to include an additional phrase in Section 4. The document was then approved.
Documents APG2011-4/OUT-38 and 39 were approved without change. Document OUT-10 was approved with one modification in Section 5. Document OUT-11 was approved with one modification in Section 4. 
Document APG2012-4/OUT-40 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report) was also approved, noting that care will be needed with highlighting as text was already highlighted in turquoise – this being proposed changes to the text coming from the Report of the Special Committee. Changes from this APG meeting are highlighted in yellow. Several quasi-editorial corrections had been made to the text that was approved. 
	Decision No. 11 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 5. 


15.6
WP6

Documents APG2011-4/OUT-02, 03 and 04 were approved without change. With respect to document OUT-04, Mr. Arasteh noted that consideration at APG2012-5 of actions to undertake with respect to Resolutions and Recommendations should take account of any relevant output material from the CPM11-2 meeting. Document OUT-01 was approved with modifications in Section 3. Document OUT-05 was approved with editorial modifications concerning Issues A, B and C to be coordinated after the meeting between Mr. Shafiee and Mr. Lewis. 

Document OUT-06 was then considered. As highlighted by Mr. Shafiee in his meeting report, a proposal to set up a Correspondence Group was being submitted to the Plenary. The Terms of Reference for this CG were approved with some changes clarifying the text. The delegate from Japan sought advice on how the output from the CG activity would be considered at the APG2012-5 meeting. Dr. Jamieson advised that the report from the Correspondence Group would be an input into the deliberations in Working Party 6 at the next APG meeting and WP6 would discuss and then decide which elements from the CG report could be incorporated into the relevant output documents fromAPG2012-5. Dr. Jamieson further noted that the deadline for completion of the CG work (one month before the APG2012-5 meeting) was intended to allow Members sufficient time to consider the report and to submit input contributions to the APG2012-5 meeting where considered appropriate. With these clarifications document OUT-06 was approved.   
The Plenary agreed to establish the Correspondence Group. Members would be advised in a circular from the APT Secretariat of the relevant details.

Document APG2012-4/OUT-07 (Proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report) was also approved. Any issues of highlighting would be coordinated between Mr. Shafiee and Mr. Lewis. 
Document APG2012-4/OUT-08 containing APT Views on WRC-12 AI 8.2 was approved. Mr. Lewis and the Secretariat would ensure its transmittal to ITU-BR in an appropriate form. 
	Decision No. 12 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 6.


	Decision No. 13 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the establishment of a Correspondence Group to deal with a proposed Future Agenda Item on IMT as well as its Terms of Reference. 


15.7
Editorial improvements and other matters

During the course of the approval of the different output documents from the six Working Parties, it was found that some editorial alignments, including the method of describing members/administrations, as well as a standardisation of the format of the documents would be appropriate. Mr. Lewis was charged with reviewing all output documents and introducing such editorial improvements. 
Mr. Lewis advised the meeting that he had arranged to meet with Mr. Philippe Aubineau (ITU-BR Counsellor) early in January 2011 to review together all output documents concerning proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report in order that they are correctly formatted and that the use of highlighting is correct. This was expected to simplify later consideration of these APG outputs at the CPM itself. 
15.8
Conclusion

Dr. Jamieson concluded the consideration of the output documents on the six Working Parties by thanking the WP Chairmen for their excellent work. He also thanked the Drafting Group Chairmen and participants for their excellent contributions to the work. He further thanked the APT Secretariat for the excellent support that the Working Parties had received. 
Finally, Dr. Jamieson encouraged participants to make substantial contributions to the next APG2012-5 meeting, especially in the areas for which the need for particular input had been identified. Dr Jamieson also encouraged members to continue their work on contributions for the APG2012-5 meeting in support of future agenda items where appropriate. 
He further reminded participants that their contributions to each APG meeting need to be received by the APT secretariat sufficiently in advance before the meeting so that all Members would have sufficient time to consider these contributions. As specified in the APG Working Methods, contributions should be received by the Secretariat at least one week prior to the meeting.  

16.
DISCUSSION OF DOCUMENTS RELATED TO WRC-12 AGENDA ITEM 1.1 
Dr. Jamieson advised that two documents, APG2012-4/INP-61 (NZL) and INP-90 (IRN), had been received and that they concerned WRC-12 Agenda item 1.1
. These had been submitted so that other APT members could review them and advise the two administrations directly of any concerns they might have with the proposals in the documents. Mr. Arasteh added that these proposals from Iran and New Zealand should also be taken into account at the APG2012-5 meeting when dealing with APT Common Proposals. 

Dr. Jamieson stressed that actions under WRC-12 AI 1.1 are geared towards the removal of country names form footnotes. This Agenda item is not intended to allow for insertion of country names into existing footnotes.  

17. 
RADIOCOMMUNICATION ASSEMBLY MATTERS
Dr. Wee reported that the group to discuss RA matters had met twice. The report of these meetings can be found in document APG2012-4/OUT-41R1. The discussions covered the following items:

1. Review of the last meeting Report (APG2012-3/OUT-16Rev1)

a. Study group activities, in particular relevant working methods
b. Liaisons and collaboration with ITU-T and ITU-D sectors and with other organizations
c. Inclusion of RAG matters in the scope of APG
d. Issues involving more than one Working Party or one Study Group

2. Review of relevant results of ITU PP-10

3. Process or Mechanism for the Preparation of RA after APG2012-4 up to RA

4. Establishment of a Correspondence Group with Rapporteurs and associated Work Plan

The establishment of the Correspondence Group to facilitate RA preparations was agreed. The Rapporteurs are:

· Dr. Seong (KOR) for RAG,  with the assistance of Mr. Arasteh
· Mr. Meaney (AUS) for ITU-R Resolution 1
· Dr. Kosaka (J) for ITU-R Resolution 6
· Mr. Arasteh (IRN) for coordination during TSAG
The associated Work Plan can be found in the Annex to document OUT-41R1. 
Dr. Wee added that he would seek editorial and administrative assistance from the APT Secretariat in RA preparation activities and developing associated proposals.  
	Decision No. 14 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the establishment of a Correspondence Group to facilitate preparations for the Radiocommunication Assembly.


18.
MODIFICATIONS TO THE APG TERMS OF REFERENCE

Following from the decision to consider RAG matters in the group dealing with RA preparations, Mr. Lewis was asked to propose an appropriate update the Terms of Reference of the APG. This can be found in document APG2012-5/OUT-42. This modification was agreed and will be submitted to the next APT Management Committee meeting for approval.  
	Decision No. 15 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the modifications to the APG Terms of Reference. 


19.
COVER PAGE FOR SUBMISSION OF APT CONTRIBUTION TO CPM11-2 

Mr. Lewis introduced document APG2012-4/INP-94 as the cover page for the submission to the ITU-BR of proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report. This was approved.
As a second item resulting from the off-line discussions mentioned in Section 5 above, Mr. Lewis advised that he had been asked to prepare comments on the revised document approval process. These can be found in Annex 2 to this report.
	Decision No. 16 (APG2012-4)

	The Plenary approved the cover page for the submission to the ITU-BR of proposed revisions to the text of the draft CPM Report. 


20. 
APT COORDINATION DURING CPM11-2 AND APPOINTMENT OF COORDINATORS 

Dr. Jamieson introduced document APG2012-4/INP-93 concerning APT coordination during the CPM11-2 meeting. The general approach was agreed, noting that aspects such as the schedule of Coordination meetings at the CPM would be adjusted as the CPM proceeds. The names of the Chapter coordinators and Agenda item coordinators listed in the Annex would be updated by the APT Secretariat based on names agreed at this APG meeting. 

Dr. Jamieson also reminded the meeting that there would be a meeting of the Informal Group
 considering preparations for WRC-12 on 18 February, 2011, during the CPM11-2 meeting. This group is discussing both a possible structure for the work of the conference and potential office bearers for the different groups in the structure. Discussions are between administrations at the Informal group meeting and it would be very useful to have a meeting of Heads of Delegations of APT member administrations (along with the advisors that they might seek to also attend) on the first or second day of CPM11-2 in order to coordinate a regional approach to the Informal Group meeting. Names of potential Chairpersons from Region 3 would be an important consideration at this APT coordination meeting.
Dr. Jamieson encouraged APT Member administrations to exchange views on these issues between this APG meeting and the CPM. 

21. 
DATE OF NEXT MEETING
Dr, Jamieson advised the meeting that the administration of the Republic of Korea has invited the APG to meet in Busan and that the meeting would take place between 29 August and 3 September, 2011. He thanked the Republic of Korea and, in particular, Dr. Wee, for that kind invitation. 
The APT Secretariat would provide details on the meeting arrangements in due course.  

Relevant dates would be included in the draft APG2012 Work Plan and Programme, which can be found in Annex 1. 

	Decision no. 17 (APG2012/4)

	The Plenary approved the revised dates for the APG-2012-5 meeting. 


22.
OTHER BUSINESS
No matters were raised. 
23.
APPROVAL OF APG MEETING REPORT

Mr. Lewis recommended that the usual practice of posting the draft meeting report on the APT web site for comments before its final approval be continued. This was agreed. Twenty-one days would be given for comments. 

	Decision no. 18 (APG2012/4)

	The Plenary approved the recommended approach concerning publication of the draft version of the meeting report and the period for comments. 


21.
CLOSING 

Dr. Jamieson noted that it had been a very successful meeting with substantial output material being developed in the different Working Parties who generated some 40 output documents. He thanked OFTA, Hong Kong SAR, for their generous and unfailing support both before and during the meeting, which contributed, in no small way, to its success. He also thanked the Working Party Chairmen and he mentioned the particular support that he has had as Chairman from the two Vice-chairmen, Messrs. Arasteh and Wee. The work of Mr. Lewis as Chairman of the Editorial Committee was also important, especially as the APG moves closer to the two important meetings, CPM11-2 and WRC-12. He thanked both the Secretary-General and the APT staff for their excellent support for the meeting. 
Dr. Jamieson also thanked representatives from the ITU-BR and the regional groups CEPT and CITEL as well as participating international organizations and other organizations and private entities. In addition to the important contributions of the Working Party Chairmen he noted that delegates from APT administrations had made an excellent contribution and he appreciated their spirit of mutual cooperation and understanding, without which the APG would achieve very little. He wished participants safe travel in returning home. 
____________

ANNEX 1
DRAFT WORK PLAN AND PROGRAMME OF APG MEETINGS

	Year
	Date/venue
	APT activities
	ITU activities
	Expected outputs of the APG meeting

	2008
	6-8 March 

Bangkok, Thailand
	The 1st APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-11 (APG2011-1)
	
	· Setup of Working Parties
· Appointment of Chairmen of WPs 

· Adoption of work programme

	
	12-21 November 
Geneva
	
	Council
	-

	
	25-28 November 
[Geneva]
	Coordination Meetings
	SC-WP
	-

	2009
	22-26 June
Hangzhou, Peoples republic of China
	The 2nd APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-11 (APG2011-2)
	
	· Develop APT preliminary views on WRC-11 agenda items

	
	20-30 October
Geneva 
	
	Council
	-

	
	9-11 December 
Geneva
	Coordination Meetings
	SC-WP
	-

	2010
	17-19 February

Geneva
	[Coordination Meetings]
	RAG
	-

	
	8-12 March

Bangkok, Thailand 
	The 3rd APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-12 (APG2012-3)
	
	· Update APT provisional views and draft proposals on WRC-12 agenda items

· Consider possible APT common contributions to the PP-10 on potential related issues

	
	13-22 April

Geneva 
	
	Council
	-

	
	4-22 October
Guadalajara, Mexico
	
	PP-10
	-

	
	1-5 November

Geneva
	Coordination Meetings
	SC
	-

	
	13-18 December

Hong Kong
	The 4th  APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-12 (APG2012-4)
	
	· Develop APT contributions to the CPM11-2

· Update APT provisional views and proposals on WRC-12 agenda items

· Arrangements for coordination among APT member countries attending the CPM

Develop the Work Programme in preparation for the final APG meeting for WRC-12

	
	 14-25 February 

Geneva
	Coordination Meetings
	CPM11-2
	-

	
	8-10 June

Geneva 
	[Coordination Meetings]
	RAG
	-

	
	29 August – 3 September
Busan, Korea
	The 5th APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-11 (APG2012-5)
	
	· APT contributions on WRC-12 agenda items

· Arrangements for coordination among APT member countries attending the WRC

	
	11-21 October
Geneva 
	
	Council
	-

	2012
	16-20 January 

Geneva
	Coordination Meetings
	RA-12
	-

	
	23 January-17 February 
Geneva
	Coordination Meetings
	WRC-12
	-

	
	[Q1]
Bangkok, Thailand [or host country]
	
	The 1st APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-[15] (APG20[15]-1)
	· New APG structure

· APG work plan and ToR

· APT preliminary views on WRC-[15] agenda

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


ANNEX 2
APG comments on the revised document approval process.
In discussion at APG2012-4, difficulties were expressed concerning the application of the approval process for the document type “APT Common Views” as revised by MC34
. In particular:

a) Noting that this document type is approved by consensus in the Plenary, along with the associated footnote, the need to include country names in the footnote
 would be difficult to implement at an APG meeting as participants at the meeting would most likely not have the necessary authority delegated by their administration. A process to obtain such agreement on a formal basis (for example by using the process described in Part B on Annex 1 of document APG2012-3/OUT-05(Rev.1)) would not allow for timely overall approval of the document as the time involved in seeking such approval may not be compatible with the timings of APG meetings and the deadlines for submission of contributions to the other (ITU-R) meetings concerned. For example the timing of APG4 meetings is such that they need to occur both after the completion of the draft CPM Report text and before the CPM-2 meeting itself, which typically follows soon afterwards.

b) This concern is lessened with submission of contributions to the Radiocommunication Assembly, as the timing of the relevant meetings (APG5 and RA itself) means that more time is available.

c) The difficulty expressed in a) above would most likely also apply to approval of APT Common Views type documents to the meetings of the SCRPM, and to ITU-R Study Groups, Working Parties or Task Groups; this again due to timing difficulties. As these ITU-R groups can meet two or three times per year timely submission of contributions is essential if development of texts in these groups is to correctly take account of APT’s ideas and concerns. 

One suggestion was to move away from consideration of this type of document as one representing “common views”. The document could be [simply] an “APT Contribution”. It would be approved by consensus in the APG Plenary and would be submitted to the relevant body (ITU-BR in the cases mentioned above) by the APT Secretariat. It would be presented at the meeting concerned by an APT Member administration, agreed by the same APG Plenary meeting. A footnote could be added to the document cover page indicating that it was approved by consensus at the APG-x meeting held in [City] from [date] to [date] and the Administrations of [list of Member administrations] attended the meeting. 

If the “APT Contribution” was not approved by consensus in the APG Plenary it would no longer be considered, except for the case of a submission to the Radiocommunication Assembly, where the time to follow the more formal approval process (as mentioned in point a) above) is usually available.  

_______________

� This document type is known as APT Common Views and concerns:


(a) Texts containing subject matter developed by APG with respect to ITU-R entities (other than WRC) as mentioned below in the name of APT. APT Common Views includes those regarding:


activities of the RA;


the second meeting of the CPM;


the meetings of the SCRPM; 


(b) Texts related to WRC Agenda Items, which are prepared on an exceptional basis, as inputs to ITU-R Study Groups, Working Parties or Task Groups. 


� See �HYPERLINK "http://www.itu.int/publications/publications.aspx?lang=en&parent=S-CONF-PLEN&folder=S-CONF-PLEN-2003"�http://www.itu.int/publications/publications.aspx?lang=en&parent=S-CONF-PLEN&folder=S-CONF-PLEN-2003� 


� See �HYPERLINK "http://www.itu.int/publ/R-REC/en"�http://www.itu.int/publ/R-REC/en� 


� Subsequent to the meeting, following discussions between the concerned administrations  it is no longer considered necessary to add the name of one administration in the text showing proposed modifications to Resolution 417 in the text on AI 1.4 and the input submission to CPM11-2 has been modified accordingly.


� [detailed text re CG establishment – reflector, how to sign up, etc.]


�  1.1	to consider and take appropriate action on requests from administrations to delete their country footnotes or to have their country name deleted from footnotes, if no longer required, taking into account Resolution 26 (Rev.WRC�07) 


� The agenda for the Informal Group meeting as well as other related information can be found at �HYPERLINK "http://www.itu.int/ITU-R/index.asp?category=conferences&rlink=wrc-12&lang=en&other-information=1&related-activities=1"�http://www.itu.int/ITU-R/index.asp?category=conferences&rlink=wrc-12&lang=en&other-information=1&related-activities=1� 


� See document APG2012-4/INP-87. 


� MC34 decided that “The footnote should also carry the name of the supporting Member Administrations attending that plenary.” 
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