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288 Committec 5 Report of Working Group - 27.8.48.
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end Hungary - 28.8.48, . .
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292 Comnittce 3 Submission of téxts to Drafting Committcc
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299 Connittee 3 Datec of cnttry into forece of Convention and
_ Plan -~ 30,8,48.
300 Committce 3 Questions transmitted by Committece 3 to

Comnittce 5 - 30.8,48,
(Tro lS/R. 4/D.19)
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The Cheirman of the Furopesn Br oado_ ting and laritine
iongl Radio. Con crences

1o

referring te the Report of the Joint RD/EAR Comni ttee Ho, RD
205 /AR 103, in which is contained a statenent by Mr. CO“%Cll Chairman
of the Conmittee of Hight CO““IrlCo, Brussels, concecrning the accounts
relating to the cxper hses of this Committee, has the honﬁur uo communi -

cwto herewith the torms of o lottor from Hr. Cortell, as o supnlenent
to the above mentioned Document, Lor the 1“fOTHaTLOn of the Confcrences.

According to information received by the Chairman, this cuestion
will be settled dircctly betucen the Belgian Government and the Bureau
of the Union et Iecrne.

(+)  Althoush this JOCQ1CQO intercsts only thce RD Conferece, it is
also brought to the attention of the MAR Cconfex once, since it
congtitutes a supnplencnt to tihe Report RD Doc. Ho, 05/2[ 103.

Buropeen Broaccesting Coenference. Helsingor, 26 Lugust

Prepaeratory Commitice of Eight Ccuntries
uI’U“SC]S 19‘,6
lr. ficls HOLEDBLAD
Chairmon of the Zuropean
Broac‘cu ting Confcrence
of Copenhagen at HALSINGIR
Decr Sir, -

i

As Chairmen of the Committee of Bight Countries, held at Brussels
in 1948, from 1% Janueas ¥ to 20 March, and from 11 May to 9 Junc, and
as Delegate of the Belzian Governnent to this Commitiec, I have the
honour to cermunicote herewith, my Government's total wauunt oi suis
u“vbnccg by it in respecct of the functioning of the Committee of

Bight Countries. :

*‘J

The Belgien Government has rc quc ted reimbursecnent of thase sums
from the DurC”U of the International Tclecommunication Union at Berne,
in conformity with {the Dircctives nmncxod to the Additional Protocol

of Atlentic thy The amounts are indicated in Belgian francs,
1. exnencitures on rentels.siiiiieresssossas 164,340,00

II. intervreters and translatorS.ieseessssess 237,670.65
III. allowance to Delegates (§1l-c)e.v........ 632,000.00

IV. general expenses of Secretariate...eee cen )96 562
Totel amount advanced by the Belgian

Goverrnncnt........ 1,630,573,45 francs.
(ON73 UILTION SIX HUNDRID AID TIGHTY ! MPUJAWD FIVE HUNDRED AND

a

Y THR'Z francs and forty-five centimes. )
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(RD ;oz/L AR 144-E)

This total qlqbt uncéergo some siight changes, as some of the
accounts are not yet comple tely scttled. In this uvont the exact
amount will be intimated in the very near future to the Burcau of
the 1.2.U. ot Berne by the Belgian Government.

In order to obtain the toteol expenditure of Lhe Commitice of
Fight Countries, the two followi ng items should be added to the total
mentioned above, '

1. ‘fnount of the contro
U o ™ (@ >
o2

2l allovrance due to the Delegate ofthe
.\JQS-i‘nucuoueo.. B )

Belgian francs.

IOTE: The Delegete of the U.S.S.IT., having had his travel

en ses paid by his own Government, ¢id not at the Comulttee
of Eipght Countries in Drussels, clect to draw the contractual
allowance provided for in wthe Dircciives. The aiount of the
alloiance Jhlch was cue to Him should be included in tlic total
of the cxzpenses accruing fron the functioning of the Comnitiee
of ITight; the Goveranment of mhe J.5.5.0. is to be credited
vith these §5,000 Pelgion francs. enc the Bureau of the I,T.U
will be CQHO“LL( v take this credit into account unon dischnarge
of the contributory share of tihils Governnent in the exnenses
of the funetvioning of the it

2. Sums arising o it to Brussels, as Secrotory and
Treasurer of the Comm BEight, of Ir. ;u101oon, sceretary
2t the Burcsu of the L.E.d "he I.79,U will cetermine the

. amount tuercof and will include it in the accounts.

I should be ohliged, ir, Cheirmon, 1if you would be good enough
to bring this letior to the notice of the Burcpean Broadcasting

Conference.,
René Cori Cll

the Delegation
clgilen Gov minient,

Chairman of the Committee
of Eight Countries.

;cz

Lo be sent

tlc Director of the Burcau of the
Jnion for informetion.

(J.I‘. .(.. .LL'4/JJolb)
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Annex to RD Document 296

PROTECTION BETWILH ADJLCENT CHANNELS

PROPOZ ) RECOMUENDATIONS

Basic toxt submitted by the 0.,I,R. and

amended by the Delcgations of the United Kingdom and France,

Tt is extremely difficult and undowtedly not very scientific
to aspire to indicate an cxact critical value of the protection ratio
above which the quality would be acceptable and below which the.
quality becomes inacceptable, In fact, this value depends on a
great number of paramcters csoch one of which is capable, in prac-
tice, of assuming valucs such that the "critical" protection ratio
may itself vary in fairly lerge proportions.

, The only prudent and scientifically reasonable affirmations
that might be submitted on this subject appcar to be the following:

1 For = separstion of 9 ke¢/s. rrotection values of 5 or more
ensurc & service of assurcdly satisfactory quality.

2. Tor a scparation of 9 ke/s protection values of 1.5 or less
may, in on apprecisble number of cmses, corvespond to o acr-
vice of sufficient quality.

3. when the protection ratio varies from 5 to 1,5, the quality

‘ of scrvice decrcases progressively. An effort will therefore
be mede to obtain the most favourable protection ratios, and
it is recommended that values lower thon 2 should be avoided
to the greatest extent possible,

4. FTor o~ separation of 10 kc/s., the above protection ratios must
"be divided by 2.5. .

(Tr;42/t.l/D;30)
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MARITIME REGIONAL 3 September, 1948
RADIO CONFERENCE
KZBENHAVN, 1948 Submitted in: TFrench

The Chairmen of Comnittee 4 of the HMaritime

Regional Radio Conference to the Chairman of

Sub-Committee b A of Committee 5, of the
Europcan Brocdcasting Conference.

e s e e wm e wm A% mm s ww e e e em e @ e ewm e ew e

Further to the d
4 at its leeting of 3
have been requested to
contained in paragraphs 7 Qnd 8 oi %n "DerCblVCS for the Europecan
Rogionwl Broqdcmstlng Conferecnce" (p.p. 327 and %28 of the Acts of
Atlantic City.) = :

It will not escapnc your t*’ntlon that the wording of these
paragraphs implies the ln”lUulOﬂ of stipulations in the arrangemcnt
to be concluded by the Buropecan Breodeasting Conference,

It is therefore cxpcdient for Sub-Conmitice 5 A/RD to insert:
into the »Hreanble of the Broadcasting Plan the following texts
concerning thc brou asting stations “which night be admitted in
derogation:

1. "If the usc by o broadcasting station of a frequency in onc
of the beonds rescrved for other Buropean regional services
auscs interference which wos not foreseen at the time of
the adnission of the broadcasting stetion, the administrations
concerned will do their utmost to obtain agrcements capable
of elininating this intcrference and, in this case, the
authoriscd services will hove the preference in relation to
the broadcasting scrvice."

(sce paragrazh 7)

2. "In any case, 1t 1s understood that if o broadcasting station
thus allowed to use, in dcrogation, o frecucncy belonging to
one of the bands internetionally reserved, in the general
frequency allecation t”blc, for mobilc services, should cousc
interference with enother service already authorised, it could
not continue to usec that frcouenCJ unlegs the interference iso
eliminated," ~

lloreover, I must ¢row your attention to the obligation in
sub-parcgranh 2 of parcgroaph 6 of the Dircctives to the effect
that "the provisions contained in Chaptcr III of the Redio
Regulations of Atlentic City (1947) 85, 90, 96, 242, 243, 245 %o
249, and 374" shall be included in the aforesald arrangement.

J. Ruyper
Chairman of AR Committee 4

(Tr.7/R1/D16)
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COMIITTEE 3

15th Mecting - 27 August 1948

- The Meeting wns opened ot 10 nom. by lr, Jocques leyer, Choilrmon
of the Committcc.

The Chairmmn scid thot the Minutes of 21l the Meetings up to
ond including those of the Tth Meeting h~d been opproved. The ilinutes
of the 8th, 9th, 10th, 11th, 12th ~nd 13th lieetings hnd been
distributed in French ~nd the tronslotions would be published very
shortly. It might be possiblc to submit them for ”’““OV”] to one of
the forthcoming Meetinss. There were no objections rrniscd o
this pronos~l, 3

As régords the text of the Convcntlon, the work of checking hed
been done. The Committec would be c¢rlled upon to trke o decision, -t
the stcond rcoding, on the texts which hnd been ~vproved for the first
time; they were the following (enumecretion brsed on the numbering of
the Artiecles of the Lucerne Convention) - Precmble, Article 1,
Articles 4 to 8, Art,., 10 ond Art. 12. A Resolution relating to o
teechnicel orticle hrd to be ndded. ZLrticle 11 on the IExonert wos
reserved; +the Articles corresponding to § 9 of +the Preamble to the
Luccrne Plen end to Article 12 of the ILucerne Convention were refcerred
to Committece 5 which was decling with the Precmble to the Plenié  -the
Article on the dote of entry 1nto force of the Convention (Art. 13 of
Tucernc) was to be discussed by o Joint Group of Committce 3 ~nd
Committee H. The Committec could therefore bo considercd ns hrving
corricd out the progrrmme nssigned to it in good time ond there were
grounds for hoping thrt its work would be completed by the torget
drntc.

PTOCOLdinﬁ to the Agendr, he cnlled upon the Choirmon OT hor11n”
Group 2, sct up two d"ys prov1ously, o study »~ new drnft of the
Article on Rhtiilcﬂtlon ~nd Accessions.

- Mr. Pennettn snid throt the Vorking Group hnd held two mectings
and hnd prepnred o text, which hnd been rccepted by ~ mnjority,
with con0111ut10n as their mnin pre ~occup"t10n. The mrjority regretted
thet the text (whieh follows) hn d not sccmed ccceptnble to the Delegntc
of Polond:

"The Govermment of o country of the Duropcrn Broocdcensting Aren,
noﬁ o ﬂi"nﬂtory of this Convention, mny c~ccede thereto ot ~ny time if
its request is supported, ond tronsmitted to the Socrotﬁry Scerctory-
Generrl of the Intern~tiael Telecommunicotion Union, by the country
signrtory, ond Member of the Intern~tionnl Telecommunicrtion Unwon,
cntrustcd w1th its externol rel~tions.

Such cccession shrll extend to the “lon and shnll be without
rescrvrtions. The subs:quont rclotions of ncceding countrics with
the Sceretory-Gencral of the Union shnll be through the s~me chrnnels.

The ncxt Juropenn Rovion”l BrondcAsting Conference shell, in
conformity with its Rulcs of Proccdur o, pronounce gudbmont on thc
~rdmission. to the Confercnce of the rcceding Government.™

Tv5/R1/D34)
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He (Mr., Pennctta) said that in the ninds of the majority of
the Working Group, the Sccrotary General of the Union wos not to
act as 2 functlonﬂry of the I.%,U,, suboriinate to the Adninistro-
tive Council, but simply os the nsgent entrusted with the Ww>llc“—
tlon of the Convcntlon.

The nojority had considered it possible to pr0)oso this text,
which took into acccount both the Atlantic City Cccisions and the
Gecisions of the present Confercnce, ond which ended in recosmising
the ontitlement with nll the risghts and obligntions of C“Hterblnf
portics, of neon-signatery countrics to &ccede, providing they neted
throush the intermediary of signotorics, Thc Vorking Group had
hoped that this formula night connend o unonimous aphroval, He

,7rcsood his 5r‘tltuuc to the Delcgate of Poland for the undcr-
stending he had shown during the course of thw work, and rcgretted
that he h“d not been nble to shore in the conclusions of his
collecgucs, »

The Choirnon thanked the Working. Group as o whole for its
endeavours and for the for from nesligible result it had achicved.
The Committee now had before it two texts which, for the svuc of
clarity in the debate, he would cell the text of the first Working
Group, contained in Document RD 251, and the text of the sccond
Working Group, which Hr, Pennctia had just read. Neithcr of the
texts had obtained unoninity.

He still hoped to secc o spirit of concilintion before resorting
to the deeisive instrunent of o vote which woull again bring out
absolute oppositiong,

~ He asked menbors of the Committec to give their opinions on
this text, whieh represented such great progress over the preceding
texts in that it accepted the wvery principle of accession for non-
invited countrics. Tt sufficed that thoir opplications should
be sent through the intérmediory of one oontr(ctln~ country which
was o Member of the I.T.U. Such occcession waos, without eny doubt,
of o »rovisional nature but could endure for at least five ycars,
during which theé acceding parties would have the sane rights os
the signatories.

Mr., Pemnetto soid that it was the wish of the nembers of the
Comnittee that the accession itself should be finel, The Confe-
rence should decide only on the question of participation in its
ovn work, :

The ChnlrMﬁn snic that this statement confirmed his report,
It was only the phrase "entrusted with its external rele tions"
which wos cousing difficul ties, It ¢id not, however, seemn posgi-
ble that any countries could renounce it wiﬁhout also renouncing
the nrovisions by which they had been entrusted with the external
rclations of any given territory.

The dlSCuSSan wns therefore to be opcncu. It might result
in the text of the second Working Group not being considercd, In
this event, only the text of the first Working Group would remain.
If the latter were rejected, it would bo necessary to refer the
notter to the Plenary Assenbly.

If the Committec considered that the text of the scecond

Working Group might be retained, a vote would hove to be token on
the two texts. ‘

(0.19)
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he Delegate o;_@g} nd (Republic) wished to stress o e _reasons

which had llnullj lcd nim to oppose the text of the second Jorking
Group,

The reason wasg uolely e inclusion of the walortunaite words
Pentrugted witi: its extexrs 1 relations®, Thiz st 1pula“ion intiroduced
an unacceptable rbculrumbni it obliged o country to accept a
mentor. It wouvld Iave becn eagy to leave it its llvvr"*, as had
been done in an ed rller drait whlch referred to tli¢ country "wihich
it rad entrusted witlhh thls diplomotic measure", It was This funda-
meutal difference waich had led tThe 011"’.uelegation to roject
the text, ‘

The Chairmon found tiis exnlanmtlon anerus”'ng. The difference
did not even lie in four or five words but in the use of one awsiliory
parase instead of anotler, viz, "enlrusted with" instead of "which
it had entrusted®, The two formulae presented difficulties in both
woys, depending on the point of view =2dopted, For some oountrieg,
thﬂ transmission would have to be through the agent entrusted with

thelr foreign relmtion 3 ov’ors migt not be ﬂblv to afmit that a

oouaury g¢ou1d be in charge oLl L“el diplomatic relations,
e, Penmetta said thiat the Que stion had been effectively szamined

Republic of San Morino might submit its ,ppiicwtlou througl any

from "*“Q'ﬁblnb of view in the second Jorling Group, For example,
GO
other Staﬁe; if it ehose to nddregs itsell to Italy, such .ct101

.A-O
would not provoke any objections, Towever, it wos probvable that, if
bOVleb Republic chose the inftermedicry of FPortugal, for example,

se cecession might be contested and the only resort would be
orbitration,

C‘

The Choirman said it appeared thot all the Delegates agrceed
to consider thot tle tronmsaission o” thu application for “ccc,sion,
should be made through the 1atermud1"r of o >L§1230fv COL&ury, Meme

ber of the I,7.U, The only guegtion wag wiether or nOu the Hoviet

D 1cuut10n would b, ppoacu to 'mllow:mb the Soviet Depublics, nolk
Members of the I,T,U,, to accede through its own 1nuermod1 TV .

find & uln sle formula, It grovld be agresd initially Thet al

countrie "’ab had participated in the Conference with VOting

rights should be at liberty to accede direectly, The case of the other
couwntries was dlfib"“ﬂt The moin intercat being to ensure tne
application of the Plan, it was necessary to mole some alteration in
the proposed 1ormu1u. IA doing this,a ucceptublb formula could
undoubtedly be found,

It was difficult, said the Delegate of tﬁe Vutlcin City, to
’ o 14 bre

The Chairman soid that this was o v;rv 1ateruuu1nb obse *tlon
on the 1nudequ“cj of the text, In cub“ wnce, 1t was a guestion of
concrete cases: for cxample, would the hOVth Republicg be at liber.
ty to cliocose an intermedicyy other than the Government of L scow?
It scemed incontestablce - m¢$ The U.Q...u, wmbassgies abroad revresscented
the whole Union, It might Ye possible to change the words "enbrusted
wit " to read %responsitle for® or "whiel: ﬂormﬂjlj asgumo“". It
would be intaro:ulmé %o be enlightened on the methods of externc
representation of the doviet Republics,

Ihe Delegote of Liorocco ond Tunigin asked 1f the Delegate of
20T Question, ‘ C
(36,45)

\1_

the “.3 R, oould r°§13 to
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The Delegate of {ugos;avgg (E.P,;,) said that, in eccordance
with the decisions -of The United Wations™ General | spomb1V, there
existed only sovereign COUﬂtrlbu and cowtries Under trustee m”lp,

If there existed countrics not falling into one of t:ese categories
they could not have cexternal TGlmblOﬂS.

The Deleouto of Zgypt asked the following cuestions, It was
recognised nen o country ccodﬂd, directly or indirectly,
the ;usulu 01 thc accegssion was that the conbracting party snarod
the obligations common to all the contrﬁcting'purties. In a case
wacre the oouatry was not a Member of the I,T.U, omd ﬁoc >ded directly,
xlo could impose upon him the oblig aulons waich bound emborw of
the I1,7,U, °? _ :

lfr, Permetta replied that dorking Group 2 2d not been able to
forcsee and examine all the conseguences of accessions, The dis cu&s*oﬁ
had been limited to the points whiclh cause d division.; the point
wirlch had just been me utioned could be sepercted from the present
discussion, :

The Cﬁa;rman said that, spbc'fi ally, it was a question of
determining how countriecs not Lembers of the I,7,U, could become
contracting parties,

This declaration afforded the Delegate of the Ve, ioBa s, the
opportunity of exprossing his opinion, It secmed to him that nis
point of view nd already becn clearly expressed, Towever, before

reverting to it,he would make two QrvllﬂlﬂarJ obgervations:

1, The praoulce of the Committee in discussion, for a second
time, texts which had not yet becn distributed was a very great
hindrance to the work, -

2, In view of the foct that the Chairman had only MCﬂblOHOd exve
from tie two wWorkilig Groups, they bhad to conglder that e Froncg

proposal no longer existed,

Ls far as the substance was concerncd, !Mr, Pennetto liad 1nd1c wbed
2t the text constituted an ottempt at agreement, The Clairman him..
self had declered that many concessions had been mode, The two oS
ilons were not convineing, The Delegate of the Unltod wingdom had
1nuerpr=tod the rights of the variouo countrics in their bewr1n5 on .
xternal relations, Yhere was notiiing to Q*ln f rom r*neutlm~ these -
d clara tions. Dele”' es surely remerbered hig stating that the said
point of view was a pc¢doqu one of the Jeleg ue or of is Department,
but tat otlers were in no way obliged to aswciate theuselves with
it, The second Yorking Group »ad merely cchoed the Britis: coaception,
“Yven before Laow1no warcther it was acceplbable to 1the British Delega--
tion, it seemed Vo correspond comdlstely to their point of Vlew. Io
wag made to svit Great Britain becouse ofiﬁi:oolonies ond protectorates
France was also ready to declwre itself satisfied for analogous rea-
sons, Bub the U,S,5,R. yWixichr od neither colonices.nor protectorates,
could not accept it, Contra rv Lo certain prositiOﬂs; the formulo
proposcd by the ~"“o::”"i:ng Group could not meet the case, At Montreux
and ot Iucerne the colonies and vrotectorates were contracting parties,
France mad not protested, This was no legal cluag" cment,but only a
political position understood by every-one, In siort, the text of tie
Working Group was worse than tiie previous so-called compromisge DPIopo-
gals because it was wider and only "oaurﬂllzed the quesgtion, ; )
i ( g"‘-’c . 4’5
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In conc¢_usion, no agreement could be reached on a formula
reflecting only the Brltﬂsh standyoint and with nothing else to
recommend it. Moreover the Soviet Delegation continued to support the
text of the first Working Group which had been adopnted gquasi-~unanimnously.

If several Delegations had modified their point of view, the
Soviet Delegaticn had not modified theirs,

The Chairman replied first that under txe pressure of necessity
some slight infringement of the normal Commlttee nrocedure had had to
be accepted. Dut qll Delegates could have taken down the text under
disoussion.

It seemed to him desirable to know whether de facto et de jure the
external ‘rélotions of 21l the Soviet Revublics were not teken care of
by the U.5.5.R, itself and whether the U.S.S.R. would not 2lso bhe
willing, to transmit the accession of the Soviet Republics.

The Del cpate of liorocco and Tunisio mode the following ueclchtlon.
The Delcgntion of Morocco and Tunisia wishes the following
ded eration to be inserted in the liinutes:

"With the assistonce of some other Deleg vtions, such as Poland,
Switzerlend end Fortugel, and under the guidence of the Chairmoen of
the working Group, the Delegation of llorocco and Tunisic has done
its utmost to find o solution to the vroblem orf the accession of
countries not{ llembers of the I.T.U. ‘

"The Delegotlon of Morocco cnd Tunlsla has always doclared thet
this problem raises two kinds of cuestions: <the one concerning the
intere sts of Duropean broadcasting (which qreVJlthln the comnetonce
-of our Confercnce) and the other concerning JOllblCu¢LJdboU$Oﬂu,
in y -mulcalur, the sovereignty of certain utubes, (which are altogether
outside the scope of the Copenhagen Confcronce .

"As regords the first type of subject, the Delegeotion of HHorocco
¢ Tunisio mokes o point of declaring that it has been »ossible to
find o solution thonks to the spirit of coneciliation shown b oll
Delegntions (especinlly the Delegntion of ‘the United Llnfaon{ and the
Delegntions tolkding part in the LOTLlH” Group - including the Polish
DOlC””LLOﬂ.

"The Delegntion of lMorocco and Tunisin had never contemploted
solving the sccond group of questions but only eluding them by means
of o text acceptable to 211 the porties, and inténded to relicve the
'orcsent Conference of too overwhelming o problem.

"The Del egation of llorocco and Tunisino deplored. the fact thot
some Deleuhtlons hnd endengered the possibility of certain countries
not members of the I.T.U. ﬁccedlnﬁ to the Copenhagen Convention ond,
by demonding formnlities which would concerl intern~tional political
problems quite obviously outside the jurisdiction of & broadcasting
Conference®,

The Dclcgete of Yugosleovie (T L.H.), who hod sunted his point of
view ot the previous meeting, did not wish to revert to vcnerﬁl lcq<1
orguments. He considercd thot the draft of former Torking Group 3 A
'nowcred the intentions and the interests of the various Buropecn

Countriecs without introducing cny discriminction. The text presented
by the new Group inclined to the assumption thot no sovereign stotes

xisted cport from the 3% poarticinnting countries. Thet text wos
HH“CCSpu?blO.

(D34)



-G
(RD‘DQC. 305-1)

The Delegote of Albenia (P.R.) also considered thot the text of
the second Working Group was the some os that of the Uniteéd Kingdom,
but that it confirmed an unacceptoble discriminatory biscs, The
sovereignty of certcin stotes was undisput~ble. Why had San llarino
and the Stoate of Isrcel hnd to disguise themselves os colonies to
opnly to the I.7,U.? If the cmbassies of the U.S.S.R. nbrond
represented the whole of the Soviet Union, it wos becouse the Soviet
Renublics had entrustced them with their interests in o similer monner
to thot in vwhieh Albonins hed committed its externnl reresentotion
to other countries who mointnined diplomntic missions, whilst this
wos not the easc everyvhere as regords Albenie.

Albonin was o small country which hod won its independence in its
fight cgeinst foseism. Some countries still cheollenged its sovercignty.
e, as the Delcgete of Albonic, owed it to himsclf to defend the
sovercignty of other smnll countrics and he cccepted the text of the
first Vorking Group in its entirety.

The Delegnte of Bulgrric (PJ.R.) opnosed the text of the 2nd
Working Group cnd the French proposal. He requested the text of the
first VWorking Group 3 A to be discussed in Plennory Asscmbly.

The Delegate of Czechoslovokin considered thot the text of the
2nd Working Group ecomprring the Soviet Republics with colonies or
nrotcctorates was not acceontnble., e declored himself in fovour of
the text of the first Vorking Group.

The Delcgote of the United Hinsdom seid thot his Delegrntion had
congidered the texts submitted in o spirit of conciliction ond it
would hnve been plersed if they hod met with the ccceptnnce of the
sovict Delegation. If the lotter had not mode objections of principle,
the Delegation of the United Kingdom would hrve aosked its Government's
cuthorization to cpprove them. At no time hnd his Delogntion shown
any hostility whatsoever towards o formula copoble of lecading to
unenimity. The instructions of the British Delcgntion in f£oct referred
to the designrtion of the contreocting prrties, ~nd the whole nroblem
hinged on this designntion. The droft of the second Working Group
oppenred t6 the Delegntion of the United Kingdom to be gencrrlly
~accepteble., In view of the difficulty of understonding the implicntions
of the text contemplnted in relntion to the specinl exigenciecs of the -
constitution of the United Kingdom, he reenlled (on behrlf of the
British Delegotion) that o speeinl nrticle hnd been requested for the
cose of non-ocutonomous territories.

In reply to o request from the Delegrte of Roummnin, he nlso
indicnted thot since Lucerne and Hontreux, therc hnd been yerrs of
wor, new political conjunctures nnd the United Notions Orgonization
had been crected. He reneoted thot the British Delecgetion was cnxious
to be os concilictory cs possible within the limits of its instructions.

The Delegnrte of Roumrnis (P.IL.) expressed his surprise nt secing
thet it had been »ossible to set up o sccond Vorking Group to pronose
cnother text thon that of Doc. 251, Although he hnd been absent from
the previous meceting, he wos under the impression thot no Ffundrmentol
crgument ngninst the first text hod been procduced. The Conference
wes protrocted owing to its incbility to exhrust ~rguments ~nd discuss
fundnmentnl »roblenms., ' ‘ '

(DA34)
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The Delegate of gypt observed that that declaration was
unfounded; all the arguments had been put forward and repeated.
For his part, he was prepared to acc ept the text of the second
Working Group if it were estcblished that the words "in eharge of
its external affairs" also implied that the State in question would
be responsible to the Union for the observance of the provisions
of Atlantie City by the applicant for acecession. If that text were
accepted, the addition of a final sentence would be necessary: "A
country of ithe Buropean Area, Member of the International Telecom-
munication Union and not a signatory of the present Convention,
may accede to it at any time by notifiecation addressed to the
Secretary—Gencral of the I T.U."

The Chalrmqn thought this proposal was bound to meet with
the unanimous approval oi the Delegates who had accepted the pro-
posal to which 1t was attached, *t would therefore have the same
Tfate as the proposal, As for the idea of responsibility for the
application of the Convention, it seemed difficult to introduce
this idea in the discussion of an Article on accession. Its place
was 1n the Convention,

The delegate of Egypt then projosed an amendnent to the text
of the Second Vorking Group, He asked for the word "responsible"

to be substituted for the words "in chary e" in the phrase "in
charge of its external affairs,”

In reply to the Delegate of Roumania who had not understood
the reasons for the setting up of the second Working Group the
Chairman said that the reason was that a majority had given that
decision in the face of a certain number of abotentlons, viz.

-those of the representativés of Roumania (P.R.), U.S.S.R., United

Kingdom, and France, He then restated the reasons of substance 1)
for which certain Delegations, the Freneh Delegation among them,
were opposed to the text of the first Working Group,

He continued by suggesting that it was time for the Committee
to come to the texts, A decision had to be made on the text of the
second Working Group ang the amendment by Ebypt.

The Delegate of the Unlﬁed Kinzdom wished to make clear
that his acceptance of the text of the Working Group was condi-
tioned by the U.S.S,R.Delegation’s acceptance of the text and de-
pendent upon the expected confirmation from his Govermment, In
view of the positions taken, he supported only the first text of
the Working Group with the United Kingdom am-~ndment and rejected

the tert of the Delegate of E gypta

The Chairman wished to make a new attempt at eonciliation
taking as a basis the text of the second Working Group. He asked

. whether the substitution of "responsible" for "in charge of" would

leave unaltered the positions assumed,

The Delegate of the U.S.S5.R. declared that he had nothing
to add to his previous decIlarations,

The Chalrman made a further and last proposal - that the
words "entrusted with its external affairs™ be replaced by "whieh
normally earried on its external affairs".,

The Delegate of the United Xingdom declared his readiness to
submit that text to hls Government if the U.S.S,R, accepted it.

1) These rec sons, whieh anpear in the previous rcport are not
reproduced., : .
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The Delegate of the U, S.u.R. con31dered that the alscusdlon
was taking an unusual turn as the invitation which the United T King-
dom had just put bofore his Delegation -did not a»pear to be custo&
mary, .

His most recent attempt having been vain, the Chairman asked
whether the orlginal text of the second Working Group was to be
ta ken up again,

The Delegate of Morocco and Tunisia took up the text of the
second Worklng Group in its original wording. This proposal had the
support of the Delesate of the Vatiecan City who declared himself
prepared to consider a formula which had its merits, or anycﬁmcrxwrso-
nable procedure, He had only the success of the Conference in mind,
and within the framework of the Atlantic City provisions, he was
iree to take up any position since he obeyed no polltlcal instruc-

ions

The Chairman noted that the two texts (that of the ilrst and
that of the secomd Working Group) rcmained at issue, The Committec
had to give a decision on the order of priority of these texts, He
thought that the fomer tert should be put to the vote first,

The De leﬁate of the Ynited Kingdom said that he would vote

- against the text of the second’ Working Group vhich contained con~-
cessions he no longer accepted.

The Chairman observed that no explanatlonu regarding the vote
could be given when no decision had been taken as to the vote,

An exchange of views followed as to the necessity for writien
copies in the threec languages of the text to be put to the vote,

The Chairman, in reply to an inquiry, stated that the text
proposed was the part of Doc.251 dealing with acecession, and that
this text had been translated in the three working languages.

The Delegate of Great Britain would have liked the text with
the British amendment to be put to the wvote. The Chairman pointed
out that no request for amendment had been submitted, Only reserva- -
tions had been mertioned. Upon this ob servation, the United King-
dom Delegate lodged a formal reguest for amendment, This amendment,
supported by the Egyptlan Delegation, added to the text of the
Article on Accession in Doc,.251, after the words "European Broad-
casting Area” the words "member of the International Telecommunica-
tion Union". _

- The Chalrman requested the Secretary of the Conference to re-~
peat the Rules concerning the voting procedure in order that any
contestation might be avoidéd..

The Secretary read the texts and observed that the Committee
was composed of 29 countries, Iceland, Sweden and Turkey not being
members of the Committee and Lebanon not being present at the Con-

ference,

The Chairmapn stated that he had reCelved from the Delegate of
Turkey a request for a "transfer of vote" (Déléegation de vote) but
that, as this Delegsate had not asked to be admitted into the Comm1t~
tee, he (the Chalxman) was of opinion that the Committee was entitled
to refuse a right of vote which had been applied for solely on the
occasion of the vote, ,
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The Chairman enumerated several proposals whieh had been
referred to him (texts of the lst and 2nd Working Groups - pos= -
sible French amendment), Having given his personal views, he
requested the members of the Committee to express their opinions
with regard to the order of voting.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. stated that the basie text
‘was that of Doc.251, It would therefore be logical to discuss
this basic text first, afterwards, the United Kingdom amendment,
and lastly, the text of the 2nd Working Group.

The Chairman replied that this way of proecceding in con-
nection with the text of the lst Working Group appe%red to him
to e exactly the opposite of the proecedure adopted in parlia-
mentary matters, where the amendments are put to the vote first.

The Delegate of Turkﬂy who had joined the Meeting, asked to
be allowed to participate in the aetivities of the Committee,
The Committee put the admission to the vote by show of hands.
The admission approved by 15 votes to 10, with 3 abstentions,

The Delegate of Bulgarin having denied the Committce the
right to consider an amendment whieh had not been submitted in
writing, a controversy arose,

At the Chairman's request, the Secret ry of the Conference
again specified some of the Rules of Procedure eoncerning the
vote. .

A proposal of the Delegate of Moroeco and Tunisia, to the
effect that the text of the 2nd Working Group should be considered
as a last amendment and, as sueh, have priority, obtained five
votes only.

At the request of the Austrian Delegate, the Chairman made
clear that the text to be put to the vote was to be that of the
1st Working Group, Doe.251,

The Delegate of Great Britain noted that his amendment was
to be put to the vote first, In order to simplify the procedure,
he suggested askingwhether accession was to be reserved to mepe
bers of the I.T.U,

The Chairman inquired whether anyone objeeted to this pro-
posal.

The Delegate of Bulgaria remarked that he had supported the
proposal of the U,S.S.R. 5elepat10n and that he advoeated voting
on the old text and 01rculat1ng the wrltten text of the amendment
afterwards. :

The Chairman asked whether, in view of the lateness of the
hour, the “Committee still desired to vote and what it wanted to
put to the vote,

By a first vote by show of hands, the Committee deelared
itself by 18 votes in favour 'of the discussion of -the British
amendment in the first place., It then deecided, by the same
majority, to vote at onee. '

'D.Bl.v
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The Chairman consequently announced that the vote should
bear upon the British amendment to the text on aeccession in
Doc.251. He pointed out that the resulting text was strict,
stringent and imperative, contrary to the amendmcnts contemplated.

At the suggestlon of the Delegate of Egypt, a roll-call vote
. was taken, .

The nineteen following Delegations were in favour of the y
British amendment: Austria, Belgium, the Vatican City,Denmrk,Egypt,
France, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Monaco, Norway,
the Netherlands, Portugal, Morocco and Tunisia, the United
Kingdom, Szitzerland, Syria, Turkey.

The following were‘against the amendment?: Albania, Bulgeria,
Finland, Hungary, Poland, Yugoslavia, Roumania, Czechoslovakia,
'thO UaSoSo:Ro ' '

Bielorussia and the Ukralne were absent.

The Chairman stated that the United Kingéom amendment was
approved.

The Delegate of Poland made the following statement:

"The Delegation of the Republie of Poland, moved by a
spirit of international co-operation in the true sense of the
term, that is to say, without discrimination between free States,
has made repeated attempts at conciliation and compromise in
connection with the question of accession to the Convention and
submitted two, if not three proposals with a view to conciliating
diverging opinions,

411 these endeavours and, in particular, the last ones,
were frustrated by the regrettqbly intransigent attitude of the
Delegation of the United Kingdom, whose opposmtlon, now overt,
now taking the form of an ultimatum, now dissimulated under
specious formulae, despite arguments the objectivity of which was
recognised by the Conference, persisted in leading to the intro-
duction of an undeserved and unjust alscrlmlnatlon emong the
free countrles of Durope.

The Polish Delegatlon thelefore declares that the attltude
adopted by the United Kingdom Delegatlon

1o hinders the work of the Conference when 1t is about
to achieve a result,

is threatening to endanger the fate of the Convention,
the preparation of which required such strenuous efforts
and for which there is such an incontestable need in

the Buropecan Area.‘f

In consideration of the above, the Pollsh Delegatlon regrets
b0 observe that the attitude of the United Kingdom Delegation
stands in the way of peaeceful 1nternqt10nal co—operatlon "

‘The Uelegmte of Czechoslovakia oupported the Polish state-
ment. He suggested holding o meeting of the Committee on the
following day instead of the meetlnh sc1eduled for the Drafting

Comnittees
(S't.45)
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The Delegate of the U.5.S.R., referring to the Rules of
Procedure, stated that, as it was distinctly stipulated that the
Convention and the Plan could only. be approved by quasi- unqnlmltj,
the decision of the Committee could not be consicdered valid in v1ew

of the present stﬂte of affairs.

The Chairman pointed out that this question was within the
province of = Plcnary hssembly, The Committee .could but formulate
a proposal and, in case of need, put the draft of a text to the
vote. The text would be submitted to the Plenary Assembly and a
statenent would be made of the conc1t10no in which 1t had been

adopted.

Thc next meetlng was to teke place on the following morning
at 9 o'clock and consideration of the other items on the Agenda

would be pursued.

The Heeting rose at 1.40 p.m.

J.Ji, Leproux ' Jd. Meyer

Rapporteur Chairman

(Tr.5,42,7/R.7/5t.45)
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Two meetings have taken place with the following participants:

i¥r. Shamsha. Delegate of the Ukrainian S.S.R.

lr. Hansen Delegate of Belgium

Mr. Dahlin Delecgate of Norway

Mr. Marinov Delegate of the People's Republic of
Bulgaria.

" In accordance with the mandate given it by the Technical Committee,
the Working Group has examined the following questions:

1) The possibility of utilising in the Plan Common national
waves and the limitation of power of stations using these
waves,

2) The possibility of using frequencies, allotted in the Plan
to Broadcasting stations, for transmission of facsimiles.

In the course of its labours the Working Group has studied and
teken into account the following data:

1) The working data of the Committee of Eight Countries as well

as the preliminary drafts of frecuency allocation plans
Docs 284-281.-279,

2) TFrequency allocation plans and decisions of the conferences
of Lucerne and Montreux.

3) The limiting maximum power acceptcd by the Technical Committee
for the radio-stations of the European Zone Doc, 231,

. As arecsult of its labours the Working Group has unanimously
arrived at the following conclusions:

A) Re: The First Question:

1) The term "common national waves" does not appear cither in the
Committce of Eight documents, nor in the preliminary draft plans of
frequency allocation.

2) In the plan of lontreux, the term "common national wave" means
one that has been allocated to a given country for exclusive or
shared use and which that country may utilise to make up a chain
linking on unlimited number of stntions which transmit the seme, or
different programnes.

3) According to decisions taken by the Technical Committee, all
stations must be noted in the Plan, an exception anplying only to the
casc of common international waves of type II, pow-r 0,25 kW.
According to this provision, each country is obliged to give in its.
denand the number, namcs and power of stations which all nust appear
in the plan.

(D.26)
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Under these circumstances the conception of common national waves

and their definition by the Conferences of Iucerne and liontreux lose
already their significance. Conseguently the Working CGroup considers
that the term "common national waves" cannot & pear in the

Convention end Plan of the Copenhagen Conferenoe.

B) re: The Second Question.

As regards g more dctailed'study of the level of interference
which is liable to result from the utilisation of frequeneies that
arc being allotted to BTOQdCaSulng stations for the purpose of
transmission of facsimiles, this question should, if Sub-Committee
4A finds it necessary, be taken up by Working Group 2 of the Commi ttee
for a further examination. ’ ' '

Working Group 5 considers, for its part, that utlllsatlon by
Broadcasting stations of frequeneies, noted in the Plan, ecan be permlmbed
only for the radiophonic service. Utilisation of these frequencies
for transmission of facsimiles is not desirable in view of the
neccsolty to avoid the interference whieh would 1nov1tab1y be caused
by it to'other sta tlons. :

The Prcsident of Working Group ©

B. Shamsha.
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REPORT
of the Joint Executive Committees
(Committees 1)
of thé
Buropcan Br oqdce¥ﬁ1ng ConZference
and the

Maritime Regional Radio Conference

9th Meeting
27 August 1948
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The meeting was opcncd at 8.00 p.m. by the Chairman Mr. N.E,Holm-
blad, He sutnitted the Report of the 6th Mecting (Document RD 218/

MAR 109) and +the 7th Meeting (Document RD 25 50/LiAR 120) for the appro-
val of the J01nt Conmittees.

The two documents were adopted withoul comment.

The Chailrman re warkod that the end of the Confbrcnce was near
and that 1f it proved necessary mceetings would be held on Saturdays
end Sundoys. RD Committee 3, £or ehaﬁoic, had requestcd a meeting
for Szturdsy 28 August, and Mr, Billington & meeting on the same day

for ;wrltwmo jlmnnlng Group 4 B.

Mr, Mever, Cheirman of RD Oom ittee % said that the purposc of
scheduling the POCblné of Conmitte 3 bte°d f Committee 6 for the
following morning, was only to ﬂllow ommittee 3 to submit the greater

part of its texts to Committec 6 1mMud1auely following the meeting.

Mr. Metzler, Chairman of RD Committee 6 thought that under these
¢ prob”va be necessary to plan a meeting of the

circumstances it would
Drafting Committcce on Sunday afternoon.

Mr _Makarov wished to know what documentation the Drafting
Comnlt ¢ was going to drnft, since all decisions of UrlnCLUle had
first to be pprovod by the Plens ry Assembly, which had not t, thus far,
been the case with the decisions of Committee 3. :

The pbulrmnn replicd tbﬂu,'qcoorai g to the Rules of Procedure,

the texts adeptcd by Committee 3 were to be examined by the Drafting
Committee before being submitted to the Plenary Assembly in order to
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insure that anything submitted to the latter would be carefully
worded., The Chairman of the Drafting Committee had proposed a
meeting for Sunday afternoon. Although it was not usual to work on

- Sundays, the nccesolty of accelerating the work would justify it,

if Delegates agreed. In that event, the ILinguistic Service personnel
would certainly be willing to work that day also.

Mr. Popovic, having asked the Secretary-in-Chief {o read the
Rule covering the procedure to which he had just referred, Mri
Studer read 1 and 2 of Rule 22 of the Rules of Procedure.

e e o

as set fbxth in RD Document No. 151. The - follow1ng countrles were
represented on it: Belgium, Vatican City, France, Hungary, Italy,
Luxembour y Monaco, Morocco and Tunisia, Yugoslavia (F.P.R.
Roumania (P.R,.), United Kingdom, (vicé-chairmanship), Switzerland
(Cha“rmanuhlp)' Czechoslovakia, U.3.5.R., and as Obsorvers, the
I.F.R.B, and 0.I.R. ) »

The Delegates of Hungary and Belgium stated that their
countries did not wish to participaete in the work of this Committee.

The Chairman took note of these changes., He propoued to go on
to the examination of the schedule for the following week and said
he hoped that all Committees, with the exception of Committee 5
anl the Drafting Committee, would be able to finish their work in
the course of the week.

Mr., Makarov requested that the following days and hours be
alotted to Committee 4: lionday, Tuesday and Wednesday morning for
Group 2 of Sub-Committee 4 A, Wednesday afternoon for Sub-Committee
4 A, ond Thursday afternoon for Committee 4.

The Chairman asked whether the meeting of Committee 4, planned
for Thursday, would be the last meeting.

Mr. Makarov hoped that Committee 4 would be able»to’settle the
questions yet in suspense ( nong others that of the Expert withihn
the time allotted. Committee 4 would thus accomplish the task
assigned to it: the elaboration of an cxpert technical basis for
the Plan.

The Chairman thonked Mr. Makarov for his explanations and
concluded from them that the latter would do everything possible,
28 Chairman of the Technical Committee, to insure that Thursday,

2 September would be the final date for the completion of the work
of Committee 4, except for the question of the expert. He thought
that everyone agreed that the Conference should finish its work by
the scheduled date of September 10,

Mr. Faulkner said that the Planning Group would heave to work
every day, including the weckend, in order to finish drafting the
Plan by the following Sunday and to submit it for examination to
Committee 5 at its mecting on Monday afternoon,

The Chairman received with seatisfaetion the news that the Plan
would be roqdy for the meeting of Committee 5 on lMonday, and he
took note of the fact that the Planning Group would meet as often as
proved possible and necessary. .

(St.45)
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Mr. Faulkner asked Committee 5 to reserve all afternoons for
modifications which the plan might require.

Mr., Meyer, Chairman of Committee 3, apologized for not having
had the time to consult his colleagues of Committee 3 on the number
of meetings which they wished to hold during the coming week. He
felt it would be wisc to reserve at least 4 meetings for the first
4 days of the week. Before requesting that the exact schedule of
these four meetings - 1 per day - be set, and stating, incidentally,
that, if four should be too many, it would be easy to make ca ncel-
lations, he wished to bring the Committee up to date on certa
questions which were being considered simulteneously by a number
of Committecs, and which had to be submitted that evening to the
Executive Committec. '

First, he stated, save for two articles, the first recading of
the Convention was completed, and that perhaps the second reading
would be finished the following uay; As for the two qrticles,
Committee 3 had dccided not to “Ebuy them but to refer them to the
Plaming Committec, spg@ifically to the Sub-Committee entrusted
with the Preamblc. As tde Planning Committee had not been informed
of this officially, he thought it nccessary so to inform it that
evening through the Chairmen of Committee 1.

This was the question, said Mr., Meyer: Committee 5 had been
asked by Committee 3 -« and this was the formal announcement - to
deal with the entire question of reference to the Atlantic City
provisions, either to Tclecommunication Convention or the Radio
Regulations, which Committee 3 had decided not to include in the
Convention, but which the Planning Committee would be frece to
decide, whether to include or not to include in the Preamble of
the Plan.,

The reference in question was that relating to the provisions
to which refercnce wns to be made,  and to the Radio Regulations.
He would himself give the Chairman of Committee 5, or his Group,
details concerning these questions which would be referred to them
at Committee 3's request. The matter seemed complicated but was in
reality quite simple., Former Conventions had included an article
which stated that, for questions not dealt with,referernce should
be made to such and such an article in the Regulations.

After numerous discussions Committee 3 had decided that in no
case should such a provision be included in the Convention and
thet it was for the Planning Committee, or those who dealt with the
Preamble of the Plan, to decide if these references should be made.
It was this meotter which was being sent to Committee 5, for the
attention of the Sub-Committee cntrusted with the Precanmble.

2nd point: Concerning the last paragraph of RD Document 251
of Committee 3, wherever the allocation of frequencies to countries
not signing the Convcntion, was rcfcorred to the Meeting of Chairmen
had, at the request of lir, Meyer, indicated that it felt that this
provision belonged in the Convention rather than in the Plan,
Committee 3 had not agreed and had requested that the provision be
reintroduced into the Preemble of the Plan, as had been done in the
Montreux Convention. This provision should therefore be sent to
Committee 5 for the Sub-Committee entrusted with the Preamble. He
added for the sake of clarity, that if this provisions had been put
into the Conventlon, it would have had the imperativie character of
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a directive. I+t would, through its wording have implied that the
Plan should include frequencies for non-signatory countries. The
Committee had unanimously exprcssed the wish that this should be
expressed as a simple statement of fact and not as a directive,
and that 1t should appear in the Presmble, in a form as simple as
that adopted at Montreux, viz., "The Plan includes frequencies for
non-signatory countries." These, then, were the two relatively
unimportant points which Committee 3 had requested to be reserved,
if the Planring Committec felt it necessary, for the Preamble of
the Plan and not for the Convention. "I felt bound," he said, "to
inform the Cheirman of Committee 5 and you yourselves of this.

It falls upon you therebre, if you carry out Committee 3's decision,
to entrust Committec 5 cither with renlacing these texts in the
Preamble or with the decision to eliminate them.

"The third point is the Tollowing: the epplication date of the
Plen is contained in an article of the Convention, and it is well
undergstood thet this question of the date will remain in the
Conventicn, but Committee 3 considered, in view of the contradic-
tory steotements made by the I.F.R.B. and I.C.A.0. Representatives,
that the gquestion of the date could not be settled by Committee 3
alone, with knowledge of any new elements which might result from
the submission and the elaboration of the Plan. It therefore
requested that this 3rd point, which depended on Committec 3,
should be entrusted to a gathering, a Working Group so-called, or
a Joint leetving made up of members of Committees 5 and 3, in
order that this simple question, which was merely one of a single
line and 'a date, might be settled with the knowledge of all elements
involved. In summary: Committec3 has rejected hig points to it and
which it had net considered itself competent to solve.Committee 3
requested that theme should be re-assigned to Committee 5 to be
gtudied in connection with the Preamble of the Plan.

Another question which fell within the competence of Commitiee
3 was that of the application date, which could not be determined
by Committee 3 alone. It could only be settled after discussion
with members of Committee H, which was in a better position than
Committee 3 to know the true date for the total or partial
application of the Plen., Therefore, in requesting a meeting a day
for the first four days, it must be born in mind that one of these
4 meetings must be set aside for a meceting of the Group which the
Assembiy would be willing to establish from Committees 5 and 3
for the purpose of dealing with the question of the date of
apnlication of the Plan. If it were deemed exwvedient, the Joint
Group to be thus constituted,; could also deal simultaneously with
the two questions which it had been requested to refer to Committee
5, a3 being better informed than Committee 3 on the situation.”

lMr., Meyer believed that he had thus summarized the entire
situation so far =g Committee 3 was concerned. 4 meetings would
be requested on Mondey, Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, of which
one should be set aside for the Joint Working Group yet to be
constituted., In view of the fact that, unless he was mistaken,
a legitimate priority had been granted to Committee 5 for the use
of the longer afterncon working pecriod, Committee 3 had requested,
for example, that it be allotted three mornings and an evening.
Specifically Monday evening, Tuesdey morning, Wcecdnesday and
Thursday morning were suggested, or any other more feasible times
with the stipulation that a meeting per day until Thursday should
be reserved for Committee 3 and the Group recuested. ( ' )

St.45
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Mr. Makerov had not understood Mr. Meyer very well, who in
his opinion, had spoken too quickly, He did not know Wthh
Preamble it was that Mr. Meyer referred to, since the Plan's
Preamble had alreacdy been established,

Mir, Meyer said he was prepared to repeat the explanation
which he'had Just given,

Mr, Faulkner, speaking in his capacity of Chairman of Com-
mittee 5, saw no objection to cooperatln with the Group which
Mr. Meyer had just proposed, and suggested that a written state-
ment of the questions raised by Mr., Meyer be submitted to Commit~
tee 5 A at the same time, He considered that Sub-Committee 5 A
was the most appropriate body to deal with this question, and
proposed that a date for the meeting of this small Committee be
fixed. '

The Chairman observed that the points in question had been
discussed at a lleeting of Chairmen ﬂnd Vice~Chairmen of Committees
3, & and 5, which had decided which questions were to be included
in the Conveéntion and which were to be inserted in the Preamble
of the Plan, However, he considered that it would only be
natural if, during the course of the work, divergencies of view-
point were to appear on this subject.

The other question raised at the Joint Meeting was that of
the date of entry into force of the new Plan, The Chairman
considered that this question interested Committee 3 as much as
Committee 5 and that o final decision ‘thereon would perhaps be
difficult of achievement before the Plan were seen, and before
knowing what changes were to bc made in stations on the allocation
of frequencies., Nevertheless, he considered that a preliminary
discussion could take place o6n the principles to be followed in
choosing this important date. It had been his understanding
that Sub~Committee 5 A would deal with this question and that
contact with the small group proposed by Mr. Meyer would be
assured,

Envisaging the submission of new questions, the Chairman
gain proposed a meeting for Sub-Committee 5 A, in which the
SM“ll group of Commitiee 3 could participate, 1n order +to examine,
more especially, the date of entry into force of the Plan. He
asked whether Mr., Makarov would agree to this.

Hr, Makarov signified his agreement, He had not proposed
holding another Meeting, since he had not foreseen that certain
questions would be referred to his Group from Committee 3., He
asked lr, Meyer what were the questions still to be examincd,

Mr., Meyer replied that he would draw up & text which would
be sent in good time to Committee 5'A.

He pointed out, there and then, that the question of date
of application of the new Plan was the only one remaining for
Committee 3 to study, assuming that it had completed second -
reading of ell those Articles which had already been adopted,
This question would be studied along with the equally thorny
question of the expert which he had reserved until the end in
order to permit Delegations to reconcile their points of view by
conversations or mcetings outwith the Confereéence,  That was all
that remained but it was an important matter.

(p.19)
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Mr. Makarov recalled that a special group of the Technical
Committee had been set up to prenare lists of technical questions
for the expert. It would have béen lcgical to examine this
along with the work of that group, so that Committee 3 might have
at its disposal the recommendations from the Technical Committee
and the list of technical questions for the expert might be in a
position to settle finally these delicate questions,

Mr. Meyer observed that the question discussed by Mr, Makarov
was not quite the same as that of which the Committee was seized,

The question of division between Committeces 3 and 5 did not,
in his opinion, present any difficulties. It had been said that
Committee 5 A had to denl with this important question of +the
technical rolce which had becn referred to ity this however did
not mean that Committec 3 could not discuss at the same time the
general and juridical conditions relating to the service of an
expert or even the necessity for an expert, If Committee 3
pronounced that there was no need to propose an expert - and it
had the right to do this - the technical provisions relating to
this expert would be absolutely useless, Nr, Meyer considered,
therefore, that discussions on the technical aspect, on the
principle and ¢ven on the necessity for an expert could begin
simultaneously. The points of view of the two Committees might
be - and indeed would have to be made to square later, Therefore,
although Sub-Committece 4 A would perhaps have finished its work
by the following Tuesday, there was nothing to prevent Committee
3 from examining this question on its own,

_ In support of his arguments, lr. Meyer rcad out the decisions
taken at the lMeeting of Chairmen end Vice~Chairmen of Committees
3, 4 and 5 (Doc. RD 188, pages 1 and 2, point A 1).

Mr., Makarov said hé had not asked for a reading of decisions
which were known to all. He had simply wished to say that it
would have been logical, for the question of the expert to be
studied when the Group of the Technical Committee which had been
set up - in Mr, lMeyer's opinion, quite legally under the Chair-
manship of Trance - was drawing up a list of technical questions
for the cxpert. If Mr. Meyer thought that the question of the
expert could be decided before the requirements to be made of
him were known, Hr, Hakarov thought that it would be futile 1o
entrust the Tecclnicel Commilttec with the task of drawing up lists
of technical rcequirencnts for presentation to the expert. He
could not unéerstand why Mr, lMeycr opposcd his proposzal, for it
secmed to him quitc timely.

The Cheoirmnon wished to clarify the situation; he fclt sure
that the disagreement was only on the surface. He wished to
repeat that he considercd it expedient that Committee 3 should
exomine this question last, after the special Technical Committee,
which was dealing with the tcchnical function of the expert, had
studied it. The Chairman insisted that the gquestion be settled
in such a manncr thot Committee 3 might examinc this question
without taking a final decision before the technical functions
had been clearly defined,

(D;l9)
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Nre Meyzr said that, inasmuch s it was indispensable for Com=-
mittee 3 to know the technical functions of the expert, it wou]d be
able to take all the fewer final decisions on the OU“StLOn .

‘ - ¢ If Committee 3 were to agreeto the Ullnc1ple of no expert,
it woul& have no need of technicael vrinciples. In fact Committee 3
was not sovereign. It was for the Plerm*J Assembly to decide and;
with these rescrvations, Hr. Meyer agreed with the interpretation of
the Chairman.

The Chairman thanked Ir, Meyer for his agreement. He recalled
that the reguirements remained to be examined at Meetings of Commit-
tee 2. He asked Mr. Corteil if he wes prepared to hold a Meeting
for the preparation of a list of countries authorised to sign the
final Document.

Ir. Corteil intimated that the three countrics which had not
possessed Tull powers, namely Bgynt, Turkey and Tunisia, had now re-
ceived them., There were, in addition, three countries which had full
powers to participate, but not to sign; these were the U.S.S.R.,
Bieclorussia (S.S5.R.) and Ukrgine {5.9.R.).

&,

He
these P
they mi

sked whether a Meeting of Committee 2 was indicated before
owers had arrived, and when the Delegations in cuestion thought
ght receive full powers for signature.

Mr. Mgk IOV replied that full vowers for the signature of the

Convention and the Plan would arrive immediately for the respective
Delegations.

The Chairman thought that it would be useful to have a Final
Report from Comm“acee 2. He therefore asked 1its Chairman to prepare
a. concise Final Repore, in conformity with the practice at other
Conferences.

Mr. Cortell agreed.

The Chairman therefore enviszaged a keeting of Committee 2 for
the Friday morning and conceded that it should be brief. There re-
mained for him to provide for a Meeting of the Drafting Committee.
To this eud, he asked Mr. Metzler to let him have his suggestions.

Mr. [etzler could not aos yet give any renly since he did not
know what work awaited him. If, as Mr. Meyer had said,; the Dr. fting
Committee were to receive almost all of the texts, it was entirely
possible that these texts could be de alt with at the Sunday Meeting.
It would, however, be wisc, in his opinion, to provide for a further
Meeting during the following week, with the proviso that it be can-
celled ia the event of its Drov1n> unnecessary.

The Chairman fixed a second Heeting of Committee 6 for the Wed-
nesday morning and considered that he had thus met all the require-
ments as regerds Meetings of the various Committees.,

Saturday morning remaining as yet free, he proposed that a Ple-
nary Asscmbly be held for a first reading of texts drawn up by the
brefting Committec.

Mr, Metzler recalled that lir. Meyer had expressed the desire,
at the last Meeting of Committee 1, to see texts which had been edit-
¢d reviewed by Committec 3%,

Hr, Meyer revl¢ou that the texts would be revised before being

eferred o bhe Drafting Committee, during the Meeting of Saturday,
Auguot 28 «
(D-35)
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My, Makarov, Delegate of the U.S.S.R., thought that it would
be useful to hear the Report of Committee 5 (Plan) at the following
Plenary Assembly, since Delegates to the Conference were there to
"draw up a Plan and since the Plan was the essential aim of the work.
Only a few days remained, and he considered it a duty to inform all
the Delegates present at the Conference on the situation of the Plan,
its prospects and its final approval, as well as on other questions
related to that of the Plan.

The Chairman was entirely in agreement with Mr. Makarov's state-
ment., By the middle of the following week the Committee would be in
a better position to forecast what problems should be put on the
Agenda of the Plenary Assmehly; he did not believe that a Plenary
ileeting could be held without a Report of Committee 5 and he thought
that this would equally be the case for the Chairmen of Committees
who might by then have finished their work.

This Plenary Asscmbly would settle as many guestions as possib-
le so that there would remain only a few problems for stttlement du-
ring the following week.

The Committec then passed to examination of the timetable for
the Maritime Conference,

The Chairman »f Ccmmittee 4 intimated that his Committec had
decided that, for broadcasting Stations in derogation, a Joint Group
of the two Conferences should draw up a Report concerning a 40 db.
protection.

. As regards the Maritime Conference, the Members for this Group
had alrcady been nominated, and he asked that RD Committee 4 or 5
should make similar nominations,, in order that his problem might
be studied.

Mr, Kuyper added that all of this programme was based on the
assumption that the Maritime Plan would be published on the following
day, for all the times had been fixed to allow of the Plan's being
studied by Working Group 4 B and of its undergoing, in case of need,
amendments which would bec incorporated through. the offices of the
small working group. The timectable was, this drawn up in such a
manner as to warrant the hope that a Plan, which had been duly ap-
proved, could be presented by thc end of the following week.

The Chairman thanked Mr. Kuyper for his assurances. As regards
the proposed Joint Group he wished to askeMr. Makarov whether he
would agree to nominate Delegates from RD Committee 4 to take part
in the discussion of the protection ratio which had just been under
cons1deratlon.

The Delegaté¢ of the U.3.5.R. replied that, with the concurrence
of the Executive Committce, he did not consider that he would be ex-
ceeding his rights if he were to add to the Joint Group certain ex-
perts who were participating in the work of the Broadcasting Techni-
cal Committee. This could be done on the following day.

The Delegate of Sweden expressed the hope that countries which
had stations in derogation could be rcprcsented on this Group.

The Chairman proposed to Lr. Makarov that the Members be nomi-
nated with due regard to the wishes of Delegations which wished to
partlclpate in the work of this combined group on account of their
stations in derogation.

(D-35)
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Mr. Kuyper said that MAR Committee 4 had already taken this
wish into account. Approximately ten Members of this Committee wish-
ed to particinate in the work of the Joint Group. He had asked Mr.
Shtchetinine to accept the Chair of this new Group.

The Chairman askced Mr. Shichetinine to accept this mandate, and
also whether Committce %, of which he was Chairman, could finish its
work in good time.

Mr., Shtchctinine asked for two Meetings, one in thce middle and
the other towards thoe end of the wecek., It was, in addition, for the
Delegate of Italy to fix the rcouirements for the work of Working
Group., He agked that a strict deadlinc of the Wednesday at the la-
test be fixed for the Group on derogations, whose dcecisions would in-
fluence very dircegly the material discussion of the Plan, for cvery-
thing depended on the situation of stations in derogation and on
their power. :

o
it

_ Saturday,

Mr, Pennctta asked for mecetings on/Sunday and Monday, 28, 29
and 30 August and one on the Wednesday, fox the Working Group on the
Convention,

The Chailrman asked what stage had been reached with regard to
the full signing credentials for the Acts of the Maritime Conferecnce.
It would be expedient to provide for a liceting to draw up the list
of countriecs which had dcposited their signing credentials, as had .-
been done for the RD Conference.

A HMeeting was fixed for the Friday, to be under the Chairmen-
ship of the Vice-Chairman of Committee 2, since Mr, Gneme would, by
that timc, have already left.

Mr. Kuyper wished to support Mr. Shtchetinine's remarks on the

urgent necd for a decision by the Group on derogations.

Mr, Bianssn, Chairman of the HAR Drafting Committee, had gather-

ed that the TexTts would be ready for e¢diting on the Thursday.

After discussion, a ilceting of this Committee, previously fixed
for the Friday, was fixed in the timetable for Saturday 4 Septcmber.

In reply to a guestion from the Chairman rcgarding the possibili-
ties for interpretation of the numerous Meetings on the timetable,
Mr. Boussard, Head of the Linguistic Service made the following statc-
ment:"All your proposals are, of course,; acceptable and will be met,
The reply to your ocuestion is, therefore, in the affirmative: we can
guarantee that the work will be carried out, and carried out with a
zeal which will be all the keener for the very great interecst which
the Tlan and the Convention begin to arouse in us. Howcver, with
your permission, I should iike to make an urgent appcal to you, as well
as to all the leads of Delegations: I ask of you humanity, understand-
ing, magnanimity even. With all due respect to the Chair, I should
like to tell you that it has become apparcnt to me that, 1f many of
the Delegates are tired, our interpreters, for their part, ere ex-
hausted. Two of them have fainted in -the cages. 1 am very well aware
that certain mistekes have been made, Pleading guilty, as I do, I
take the sole responsibility in regard to the criticisms which have
becen made, but I should like, kr. Chairman, to ask you, as well as the
Heads of Delegations, to display understanding for the interpreters,
translators and typists. 4As I have said, the reply is in the affirma-
tive, but I must sincerely declarc that too much should not be asked
of my staff, working, as they do, from morning until late at night.
A1l the meetings for next weck will, thercfore, be provided for, and
all of my team will be present as usual.l
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The Chairmen thanked Mr, Boussard for his remarks and for

the excellent plr”t of cooperation of which he had given an
earnest, He had intended himself to say, after completlon of
the tlmetaol@ a Few words on the same’ lines, for it was possible
that all the Jeim“ato, did not,’ indeed, fully realise the magni-
tude cf the task being accomp11 shed by the translators and
interpreters at the present time, It had to be borne in mind that
the work carried out by the translators was not a machine-like
operation, Those who pprformbd it were only human, He had
freouentlv followed the performance of the work and he was sure

that certa Ln.ﬂeleuutes knew how arduous was the werk in the
Assenbly, However, he could also assure them that the work was
much more a“quvug in many cases, for the interpreters. He .
thanked ifr, Bousm'ro for his promise to meet all requests and took

he opportunity of extenﬁinv his thanks to all the interpreters
for the great efforts which they had wmade, He wished to assure
them that everyone was fully aware of the tasks which fell to
them, e wag happy to be able to pay them this tribute and felt
sure that all of the Delegates would agree to associate them-
selvesg with his remarks,

r, Mekerov rﬂoue sted that any cubvequent‘changes in the
fixed {imetable should be kept to the minimum, and that they
should only be mace after agreement between t1m Chairman of the
Committee cr of the Group aercteu by the alteration and the
Chairman of the Conference, Certain choanges of this kind had
been made without prior ammouncement, and this was an irregular
_prooadu1e waich caused delay in the worL.

Mr, Faulkner agreed in prineiple, but observed that a certain
elast101+y was necessary during this, the final, stage of the
Conference, This flexibility was 1mprov1qed durlng the course

of the work in order to gain time, and a notable example of this-
was the termination of a discussion by prolongation of a Meeting,
witih the possible rasult that a further leeting could be

dispensed with,

The Chairman was in agreement v1th the point of view of I,
Faulkner, and declared tﬂat in his opinion, there were other
01rcumst%ncou which could retard the work perhaps even more
eerlouuly, In this nonneotlon it nad come to his notice that
certain Delegates, and among Tthem, even Chairmen of Groups or
liembers whoso presence was 1nd1)pen able had not attended
regularly the scheduled meetings and had fallod to intimate in
advance that they would be abserr 1t, This had occassioned the
postponwnunt of meetings at m;loa other Delegates were already
cresent,

The timetable for the week for the two Conferences wag as
follows :

(1. 29)
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MAR

gg?gay 3,00 p,m, Comm, 6 10, 30 a,m.'Comm,B (Wkg.Gp,Convent, )
gg?gay 9.00 a,m, 5-Comm,4A(Gp,2) 9,00 a,m, Comm,3 (Wkg,Gp,Convent)
2,00 p.m, Comm,4A(Tech, ' o e e
] ) EXP.GP.) 2700 pomc Comm,4- (Xﬁ\qcéoGpo)
2,00 p,m, Comm, 5
8,00 p,m, Comm, 3
a6 9,00 a.m, S-Comm,4A(GP.2) 9,00 a,m, Comm,4 (Wkg.Cp.B)
9.00 a,m, " SA.
. o + Gr.Comm, % .
2,00 p,m, Comm, 4A(Tech, Bxp, :
. ‘ Gp.) 2,00 p,m, Small Planning Gp, 4B
2,00 p,m, Comm, 5 8,00 p,m, Comm, 3 (Conv,Gp.)
WiﬁgGSday 9,00 a.m, S-Comm;4A 9,00 a.m, Small Planning Gp, 4B
. (ke Gp. 2)
9,00 a,m, Comm, 6 . . L
2,00 p,m, S=Comm,4A 2,00 p,m, Comm,4 (Wkg,Gp,A)
2,00 p,m, Comm, 5
2,00 p,m, Comm, 3

8,00 p,.m,

KR e

Joint lMeeting on Protections/Derogations

PSP e e Tt e i Bt B e 5 S R B B T

PRI TR PRy S e A e B 2o bt A e T e

Thursday
2/9

9,00 a,m,

S~C.omm, 5A 9,00

a,m,

Comm, 4 (Gp.B)

9,00 a,m, Comm, 3 :

2,00 p,m, Comm, 4 2,00 p.m, Comm, 4 (Gp,A)

8,00 p,m, Comm, 5 8,00 p,m, Comm, 3
595 9,00 a.m. Comm, 2 9,00 a,m, Comm, 4

2,00 p,m, Comm, 5 2.00 p,m, Comm, 3

8,00 p,m, Comm, 1 2,00 p,m, Comm, 2

8,00 p,m, Comm, 1

Siﬁgrday 9,00 a,m, P;enary Assembly

2,00 p,m, Comm, 5 2,00 p,m, Comm, 5

C(.29)
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~ The Chairman wished to insist un the necessity for adhering
to the final dates fixed, The situation was such that there was no
margin to cover any poouzblu delays, and ho emphasized this once
again so that all the Delegates mlgwt pay heed thereto during the
work in Lhu Committees und Worﬁlnb T OUPS, :

Mr, Metzler reculled that, two days previously, at the Meeting
of Committee ) “2 discussion had token place on the subjeet of the
progress of uno work end thc importance of tnrminating the Conference
by the 10th of September, Nowever, the poss lDllLbJ of a deadlock
had been duly taken into ,ouount and he himself had proposed that
consideration be given at once to the situvation which would arlue
on the 10th of Septﬁmbbr in the event taﬁt the work had not be

brought to a successful conglusion,

The Chairmaon remembercd the proposal which Mr, lMetzler had mede
ard hed only réfrained from raising this question because he cone-
sidered that it would be premature to do so at that time, To do so
would carry the risk of spreading the opinion that it was not
possible to terminate in good time, while, on the contrary, the
situation was hopeful and justifiably so, There was, therefore, no
reason for concern as to what should be done in the event of ailure
It was, as it werc, a mountain olimb which was being vndertaken,
and he taought thaf Mr, Metzler who was from a mountainous country,
would know that, in reaohlnb the summit, it was often the last lap
which called LOT the greatest effort; nc therefore urged that any
slackening of effoxrt bo avoidcd and tﬁa+ he summit which was
within sight should not be lost 01g3+ of during the course of the
work, He aad during the previous few days, reflected at length on
these problem° : certain inconvenilences wné difficulties Would arise
if the prolongation of the Conference beyond the 10th of September
were necessory, end not the least of them would be the loss of the
simultaneous inbterpretation equipment, However, since hopes were
entertained of having the Plan by the Iollow1ng Mondgy, it was also
reasonable to hope that the texts would be ready in good time and
that it would not be necesgsary to make any other prOVlolOﬂo,

Mr, Makorov swid that stotements made by Mr, Metzler caused
great anxiety as to the outcome of the task which had been entrusted
to the Conference by countries and by their peoples, The proposal
mde by Mr, Metzler was nothing less than a proposal to draw up a
Plan in the event of the failure of the Conference, e did not know
why Mr, Metzler, having scen neither the Plan nor tpe Convention,
i,e. the two ba81c Documents which the Conference had to draw up,
was raising for the second time the same guestion : namely, what
would happen if the Plan and the Convention were not achleved? This
attitude of Mr, Metzler proved many things, From the many statements
by the Chairman on "the slender hope which still rpmaln“", to quote
him literally, despite the: faet that the word "hope" figured therein,
Delegates would likewise draw a very unfavourable impression of the
prospects of the Conference, There had, in fact, been all sorts of
rumours circulating of lute among the Deleg t@u to the Conference
to the effect that the Delegations of certain countries had received
instructions not to draw up 2 Plan, and that one State had prevailed
upon others, whose Uolbg tionu were present at  the Conference, with
a view to prGVenting the achievement of a FPlan, These and &11 sorts

(D,29)
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0¥ similar intelligences were aobroad and were engendering an
atnosphere which was not conducive to collaboration in thé drawing
up of the Plan and a Convention. They did, onthe contrary, produ-
ce an atmosphere which undermined confidence and which could lead
to the failure of the Plan and of the Convention. HMoreover, the
conduct of certain lembers of certain Delegations at the ilcetings
of Committees and VWorking Groups was palpable; it was as if an
artificial barrisr were being raised So the settlement of practi-
cal questions necessary for the drawing up of & Plan and a Con-
vention., He wished to recall to Delegates prescnt certain facts

in regard to the statements of the Delegate of Belgium, Mr.Corteil,
vho had assuned a mantle of glory as Chairman of the Committee

of Eight, (the glory attaching to ,n peison who had directed the’
work of a Committee which, regrettably, had not achieved a Plan,
thanks to o whole scries of artificial manocuvres which were
being carried on at the present Confercence), was creating barriers
which did not aid the work of the various Groups and Comnittecs,
He did not wish to take up the time of the Delegotcs of Committee
1, but he considered it indispensable, in view of the existence
of so many gignals of alarm, such as those just now witnessed,
and in spite of the fact that agreement had already been reached
on the time table, that an extraordinary Mecting of the Plenary
Assenbly be fixed for the examination of the situation with re-
gard to the drawing up of the Convention and the Plan, "and to
decide the following question : how was the Conference, during
the remtining days, to undertoke and to accomplish the task
incunmbent upon it? He considered that, in vicw of the very complex
situation which reigned in the work of the drafting of the Plan
and the Conveéention, no one had the right to slow up the work of
the lleetings, and 1t was a duty towards the Delegates of the
Conference to fix such a Plenary llceting for the examination of
the situation which had arisen.

e

v ler rceplied tht what lr. Hakarov had” just said
called for gomé¢ clarification, He recalled in detail, "the conver-
sation he had had-with the Chairman of the Conference, following
which he had raised the question of the possible prolongation of
the Conference after the loth of September., The motives whinsh had
prompted him to raisé his question again at .the lleeting were
quite simple, and Ilr, llakarov's interprétation was somewhat
exaggerated, It had to be admitted that, in a periocd of two
nonths, very little concrete work had been accomplished, and

if it werc considered thot only ten working days remained, while
the larger part of the work had still to be accomplished, it
might reasonably be admitted that such o question was perfectly
in order;

Ur. Met

———

o

Ir, Corteil then madec the following statement : "I shall
1imit myself, in my reply to the honourable Ir, lokarov, to re-
warding hinm with a very categorical denial. He has, on several
occasions, attributed toother Delegations personally delaying
tactics in the work of the Conmittce of Bight Countrics and of”
the Copenhogen Confercnce. For anyone in scarch of edification,
reference to the llinutes of the Conmittee of Eight and of the
Copenhagen Confercnce will suffice, I am not going to take the
trouble to say more. I should be grateful if you would be so
kind as to inscrt this in the Report of this cvening's leeting,™

(8t.:25)
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The Ch&airman replied in his turn’to Ar Makarov, who had not,
he thought, correctly understood him, for he had not spoken of
"the slender hope.,." but had said thut ’...the situation was
hopeful and justifiably so." In expressing a certain anxiety,
his object had been to draw the attention of Dclegqtos to the
-urgent need for acceleration of the work, He was completely in
agreement with Hr, Metzler's version of the discussion which had
taken place regarding the situation as he had seen it at that
time. All that could be done was to devote every energy to the
work; there would be plenty of time to consider what should be
done in the event of the settleéd date being overstepned, He
the re fore pronosed that the convening of a special Assembly be
postponed until after an examination of the Flan and the Con-
vention had been made with a view to obtaining a clearer idea
of the situation.,

HMr, MNakarov said that his proposal had been prompted by
lr, Metzler's twice repeated question : what action should be
taken if therc is no Plan and Convention ? This question had
provoked a certain anxiety which he (Mr, Ilakarov) was not alonc
in feeling. He went on te remind the Chairman of a conversation
which he had had with him thm+t day, in which he (lir., Makarov) had
expressed certain ideas in regard to the possible issue, to
which the Chairman had responded with an appraisal of the situa-
tion, Since he’ (the Chairman) had stated that a slendpr hope
still remained, he had been obliged, in his cmpwcity of Delecgate
of the Soviet Unlon, to raise the question of fixing a lMeeting
of the Plenary Assembly of the Conference at vhich the situation
might conveniently be examintd, and & Plan for the future work
drawn up. The Conference had, indeed, the right to decide either
that the completion of the work in good time was possible, i.c.
by 10 September, or that this pcriod should be extended so as to
pemit of the drawing up of a new Plan and a new Convention, His
proposal, he thought, reflected the earnest desire of Delegations
which had come t6 the Confercnce for the achicvement of a Plan
and a Convention, He wished to declare that the Soviet Delega-
tion had ncver concealed its very strong wish to arrrive at.
agrecnent with regard to the drawing up of a new Plan which
would improve broadcasting in Turope, and it was not fortuitous
that the Delegation of the Soviet Union had always participatced
in large numbers, and with experts, in the examination of the
various questions - and above all with broadcasting experts -
at the two scssions of the Committec of Eight as welluas at the
Copenhagen Confercence, Everybody was aware of tho constructive
and practical proposals made by the Soviet Delcgation at the
Comnittee of Eight and at the »resent Conioronce. These had
been made because of the Soviet Delegation's desire to see a
Plan achieved. They now had some anxictics in regard to the
Plan which the peoples of Europe were awaiting, and it was for
this reason that the Soviet Delegation would insist that, duting
the follvwing weck, on whatever day was decried most suiteble,
the question of thé situation as to the Plan and the Convention
“be raised and that, at this liceting, the methods of accomplishing
the task devolving on the Conference be settled,

The Chairman wished to observe, first of all, that Nr.
Makarov had ?g91n said that he had spoken of a "slendor hope",

(St.:25)
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He (the Choirman) wished to repecat once again that he had spoken
of o situation which was ”hopcful and justlflably so", Ilr,
Motzler's statement should not be token to mcan that there would
be no Plan and Convention but only thot they might not be wCthV-
ed within their rcquisitc period,

In addition, the Chairman rccalled thnt at the Dlcnary

sscnbly of the RD Conference which was to take ploce on the
following Saturday, it was certain that a general discussion
would take place, and he thercfore proposed that the scettled
time~table be followed, He fearcd that to arrange an carlier
Plenary Assembly would upsct the fixed programme and would hold
up the work of the Committees, In agrcement with Ir, !ekarov,
he wished to cmphasize the importance of apoprcciating the hecavy
responsability of all towards the countrics which had sent then
to the Conference to draw up a Plan and a Convention, and it
was the duty of all to make every cndecavour to avoid disappoin-
ting thosc who weirce hoping for a hapry result of this interna-
tional Confercnce, :

The Delegate of Bulgaria (P,R.) thought that the programme
of the Plenary Assembly would be very full and that it would
perhaps be imposs. ble to complete it in onc day. He wondered
whether it would not be possible to divide the itens for dis-
cussion and to arraonge for 2 meceting for the luosday evening
at 8.00 penm,

Hr. Nqﬁgler said thot it was the snmall amount of work ac-
conplished up to that tine which hed prompted his statement;
there VInS, houovor, a Ffurther reason which was important : the
staffs of broa &Sblﬂb, telephone and telegraph Adninistrations,
especially those of snall cvunbrlco, had had neny calls made
upon them during the currcent yecar on account of numcrous confe~
rences. This was clso the casc of the Swiss Administration
which had to scnd, in the necar futurc, o Delegation to liexico.
It was for this rcason that he had proposcd that the orgonisa-
tion of the work aftcr the loth of September be considered there
and then., After the 10th of Scptember the work 1ng conditions of
the Conference would be nuch los0 favorable, ond this in parti-
cular in rcgard to the linguistic service, the result of which
would be that the potentialitics of the Conference would be
rcduced to a mininunm,

The Chairman obscrved that the morklnb conditions after
the 10th of Scptomber would, indced, be less favorable, It wa
possible that the housing of Dologates would bec more dlfflcult,
and this would naturally depcend on the number of Delegrtes ro-
naining, but in any cvent he did not think that a lengthy pro-
longation could be cortenplated ;3 he thérefore saw no nccessity
to make any ncw provisions at that time, while therc still
remained 15 days, e prowoobd thet o snall interval be allowed
to pass before the congidering the steps advecated,

As rcgords the proposal for o Plenary Asscnbly on the Tucsday

avening, hce wished to noint out thrt this would dclay subotﬂn—'
tinlly the work of the Confercnce.

B | (Sbo tl._5(



. --16 -

- RD 307 - E =
- AR 149 = B

Care should be taken to avoid losing time in the distussions
and to put an ecnd to pessinistic rumours and whisperings, for
the truth was thot ceveryone was doing his best to ecarry out the
task which had been cntrusted to him, He thercfore wished to
adherc to his previous proposal that the mecting of the’ follow1ng
sSaturday be awaited boforo tno quostlon was rcconsgidered,

The Dolow“tb of the U.8.8.R. agrecd that thce Plenary Assomn-
bly should remain fixcd Tor that Soturday, on condition that
the question of the Plon and th@ Convention bBe discusscd therein,
Vevertheless, he reoscrved the right to tequest, if the progress
of the work werc to render it noccssary, the convoning of anothcr
Plenary Assenbly before the Saturday,

The nmeeting rose at 11.50 p.m.

Rapnorteur, Chclrnﬂn,

H, Voutaz, : N,m, Holublad.

(St.:25)
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Submiti{ed in: English

. COMMITTEE 3

‘ Proposed Amendment to Article on Modification of the
- Plan. Replace paragraph 2 by the following:=-

"Such Administration shall inform the other Administrations
which it considers to be directly doncerned

"If ag {Semenu is reached, notlLlcatlon in ‘accordance with
Article ,..+/ shall be made to the IFRB which will proceed in
accordance with Section IIT of Article 11 of the Radio Regulatio
except that the IFRB shall not be required to inform Aam1a1utrﬁ
tlons which have already agreed to the modification, and also
except tiat the period of two weeks within which telegraphed
obgectlono or comments are to be despatched shall be extenaed

to four weeks.,

- "The modification shell not be adopted until the expiry’of
the period for receipt of.objections or comments, _

"After the expiry.of this period, the nodl¢1camlon may be
adopted if no obgec»mons have been ralaed." '

l)'Article of the Convention on Notification.

(D.19)
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Submitted in: French,

Committee 4

Report of the

Working Group for the

studv- of the technical role

of the exvwert.

At its meeting of 26 August 1948, Committee 4 formed a Working
Group with the following terms of reference: +to draw up a list of
technical questions to be dealt w1th by the expert pOS°1b1J to be
appointed. A

The worknng Group held two meetings on 30 and 31 Aug ust 1948 with
the follow1nr members. . ‘

:Mr. Mercier (France), Chaifman,

Mr. Likhushine (Bielorussia (S.5.R.)),

Mr. Kodolanyi (Hungary P.R.),

Wy, Sponzilli (Italy),

Mr. Gross (Roumania:. ¥.R.),

Sir Noel Ashbridge (United Kingdom),

Mr. Junod (Switzerland).

The following Documents were taken into consideration:

-~ Documents of Lﬁcerne, Hontreux and Atlantic City,

~ Report of the iHeeting of Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen of
Committees 3, 4 and 5 - RD 188 of 3/8/48. '

- Rjﬁ;rt of the T7th Meetln of Committee 3 - Doc., RD 206 of
7 48. v '

- Texts submitted by Commlttee % to Committee 6 - Doc. 293 of(

Oﬁ/()/4o.

- 0.I.R., Document C.T, 193.

The Working Group took cognizance of the fact that it had to con-
sider only the technical function of the expert, all other questions
relating to the expnert being within the competence of Committee 3.

‘ The Worklng Group considered first of all the Lucerne and kontreux
Documents in which mention is made of 1nterventlon of the expert,
notably, ,

The Lucerne Convention: Art. 5 g
4 Art, 8
Art,11

- The Mbntreux Converntion: Art. 8
' : Art.1ll
Art.13.

T oD
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Preamble to the Montreux Plan: Art. 5, para 3
Art. 6 " 2 and 3
Art, 8 " 3 and 4.

The Working Grouo considered the possible activities of the
expert 1n the three follow1ng respects: application of the plan
and of the Convention, modification of the Plan, preparation of new
Agreements or of a new Plan.

The Working Group recognised in QarticuWar the need for an
.expert and the udvanuares whlch might e derived from his services

in the hractlca‘ arrengements (of a technicel and administrative
nature) connected with the entry into force of the new Plan as well

235 in the furnlshlng of measurements and observations made periodi-
cally in the European broadcasting network. The most important

me asurements were those regarding frequency, field intensity and
vercentage modulation; account had been taken of the remarks made by
some Working Groups of Sub-Committee 4 A which had deemed it advisable
to have the opinion of an expert before modifying the Plan (Synchroni-
sed Networks ). '

The Working Group also stressed the difficulties encountered by
Committee 4 in the elaboratiocn of the technical standards necessary
for the achievement of an efficacious plan, owing to the Jack of
sufficient and aopronriace technical data. The Working Groups of
Sub-Committee 4 A had ropeatedly recognised the necessity of taking
measurements and carrying out systematic tests to provide technical
data on numerous questions connécted with propagation as well as
with transmission and reception.

The Working Group unanimously agreed on the list of technical
activities for the expert possibly to be appointed, due account
being teken of the foregoing considerations.

The Working Group was not competent to take any decision as to
the exact terms in which the duties of the expert should be described
in the Preamble of the Plan, but it was, however, of the opinion
that the following recommencations might be used to a large extent
by the competent Committees (uuomﬁommlttee 5 A, Committees 3 & 6)
in the draw1ng up of the final text:

Tist of the Technical Activities of the Exvert.

1, _ Activities in connection with the application of theConvention

and-of the Plan.

1. The expert shall be consulted on all technical cuestions

relating to the application of the Convention and of the Plan,

in particular with regard to all practical steps accasioned by the
i. edry into force of the new Plan;

2. He shall periodically carry out measurements and make ob-
servations with regard to the technical characteristics of the
broadcasting stations in the Furopean Area; such measurements
shall particularly concern the frequency and the depth of the
modulations of transmitters; the observations shall apply more

- especially to the interference affecting stations and shall be
accompanied by the necessary field measurements. The results shall
be published regula rly and comnunlcated to the Administrations.

(St.45)
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3. The expert shall also be equipped to carry out all measurements
or observations relating to field strengths, to the quality of the
modulation, the amount of fading etc., and shall carry out the
special measurements, observations and inquiries from him by one
- or more broadcasting organizations. On .the request of the organi-
zations concerned, the expert may be asked to give advice on the
most appropriate technical means of remedying flaws %n the quality
of transmissions; (See Art....., of the Convention ¥ 1, 4 -
Document RD 293 p.13). ‘

4. The Administrations shall call upon the experts cooperation

in the international monitoring 8f broadcasting transmissions
(See Art,.... of the Convention ¥ 1, 3 - Doc. RD 293 p.13);

the said expert shall fill the role of specialized monitoring
organization provided for in the Radio Regulations (Doc. Atlantic
City Art. 14 Yo, 290 and Appendix C

.II Activities in connection with modifications in the Plan

1. The expert may be called upon to give an opinion, in case of
disagreement between the Administrations concerned and, if so
decided by them, in conformity with the provisions of Art..... of
the Convention 5 %2 {Doc. 293 p.lf)

2., The expert shall be consulted prior to any modification
concernlng a. synchronised network, and to the entry into operation
of any synchronised network on a frecuency provided for a single
station in the Plan, and, in. general, before any use, other than
that specified in the Plan, is made of a given frequency.

111 Activities in connection with the preparatibn of new agreements

_ between the Adminiétrations

1. The expert shall collect and prepare documentation for use in’
the work preliminary to the drafting of new agreements or Conven-
- tions between Administrations or Governments.

To this end=

&) the expert shall collect general dbcumentation of an objective
nature (geographical, demographical, radiophonic, legal data,
etc, ' ‘ |

b) the expert shall collect the available technical data and
shall draw up reports on any technical questions to be taken
-into consideration in the work preliminary to the drafting of

new agreements or of a new Plan. The technical gquestions
shall, more especially, be those concerning wave propagation,
standards of protection, permissible powers, frequency tole-
rances, intensity of industrial and atmospheric interference,
the spectrum of frequencies of an emission and the percentage
‘modulation corresponding to these frequencies, efficiency of
anti-fading and directional aerials (especially in the secon-
dary zone), the efficiency of synchronised networks, evalua-
tion of the interference caused by several transmissions
operating on the same frequency, etc,

f
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2+ He shell organise, in agreement with the Administrations,
series of tests and measurements leading to the collection
0of technical data completing that already obtained by other
organisations or administrations and concerning the technical
questions specified in the foregoing paragraph. These tests
and measurements will make possible the estimation of the
practical results of the application of the frequency plan.
The broadcasting organisations shall facilitate, in every
possible _way, the preparqtlon and the execution of such
series of measurements.

3. Should the Administrations so decide, the expert may,
subject to the condltlons stipulated by them, pafthlpate
in the preperatory work to the drafting of new agreements

and may be enitrusted with the preparation of one or more
preliminary draft plans-.

Mercier,

\ _
Chairman of the Working Group.

(Tr,5,40/R,4/5%.45)
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TECHNICAL COMMITTESE 4
Sub~Committee 4 A ‘

of Working Group No. 2‘for the study
of separation between adjacent channels

The !orklng Group: has hold four mcetlngs in which the follow1ng
have pqr11c¢pabed' : v )

Mr. E. Gross, Delegate of the Roumanlan People's Republic,
Vlco—CLalrmqn of Sub-Committee 4 A, Chairman,

Mr, Likhoushine, Delegate of Blcloru551a {(5.8.R.), Chairman -
of Sub-Committee 4 B,

Mr. C, Mercier, Delegate of T?rance,

Mr, Kodolanyi, Delegate of Hungary (P.R.),

HMr. Fryer, Delegate of the United Kingdom,

iry Esping, Delegate of Sweden, Vice-Chairman of Committee 4, -
lr. TAnglés. d'Aurlac, Director of the Technical Centre of the . -
0.1 h,, Observer,

Mr, P. Kolessov, Assistant Director of the Technical Centre,
O+I.R., Observer,

The Vorking Group taklng as a basis the recommendations contained
in Document 284 “of the Committee of Eight Countries, has studied the
qualities and conditions of application resulting from separations of
9 or 10 ke¢/s, The ¢0110w1ng Documents have been studied: RD 163,
regarding field values on Leceptlon, RD 204 and 265 regarding the pro- .
tection ratio in the cases of exclusive and shared frequencies, as
well as the documentation mentioned therein. Also studied were Toc-
uments OIR Nos. C.T. 195 concernlng the interference caused by an ad-
jacent station, and C.T. 186 and 186 bis (Stuay of.certain of the tech-
nical bases for the drawing up of a plan for the distribution of fre-
quencies in Burope.)

The Working Group has taken into account a) the modulation charac-
teristics found in: practice (quality of transmission) 'b) the protec-
tion recessary apalnst interference of transmitters operating on ad-
jacent channels and c) the number of channels available with either
-Sedur&tane

a) Mooulatﬁon charactevl stics.

In oplte of tho complcx1ty of the varlous types of iranum1581on,
two maln ccterorles can be ﬂlstln001ohed

~_,l Mu51ca1 urnnsm1051ons
Spoken transm1851ons

MUblCSl tvanoml sions glve rise a orlori to the main alIflcultles'
with regard to the bandwidth of the transmitted frequencies and the
ros;|t1ng OUPllty of %ransm1381on, it must however be emphasized that
even spoke. ~transmissions may have a- very w1de frequenecy spec%rum
oue‘po the fact that hlgnor harmonics appear. principally in consonants.'

$6:30°
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This may result in considerable interference on the adjacent channels. .
as has been shown in practice in the case of radiophonic reception,

Although fhe frequency spectrum produced by an orchestra may extend |

to frequencies exceeding 16000 c¢/s, in the c¢ase of radiophonic trans-
missions a narrow spectrum must suffice at the expense of quality,

The separation of lOkkc/s must in any case be considered as.
allowing of the transmission of a wider acoustic spectrum, which
for a given protection ratio, should normally bring about an im~-

- provement in quality in sufficiently accurate receivers.

"b) Protection against interference from adiascent stations

As hed been unanimously accepted, the relation of the protection
ratios for 9 and 10 ke¢/s should be __5 for the same quality. Con- »
bequently, the adjacent interfering field could be 2,5 times stronger
in the case of a 10 kc/s separation than in the case of a9 kc/s
separation to produce a comparable amount of interference. If the
various protection velues for the various field intensities are con-
sidered, the following geographical distances will be obtained for
the sama degree of protection:

Distances for a field of 2 mV/m and for two 100 kW'transmitters

Protection Sex aratlon of 9 ke/s Protection Separation of 10 ke/s

5 1520 km 2 1080 km
4 1400 km 1,6 900 km
3 1260 km 1,25 670 km
2 1080 km 0,8 480 m

Distances for a field of 1 mV/m and for 2 100 kW transmitters

Protection Separation of 9 ke/s Protection Separation of 10 ke¢/s

5 3100 km 2 2370 km
4 2890 km 1,6 2240 km
3 2630 km 1,25 2110 km
2 2370 km 0,8 1930 km

(T;-5/R 7/D,30)

The aforementioned distances were obtained from the Calro Curve
which occasioned the observations contained in Documet 185, taking
into account the fact that for a hundred kW transmitter, the ground
wave reaches the value of 2.5 mV/m at an average distance of 100 km
and that the sky wave réaches the value of 1 mV/m at about 1,000
¥m from the transmitter., (It will be noted that in the seconaary
zone field strengths between 1 and 2 mV/m are reached at Considerable
distances from the transmitter, varying roughly between 300 and 1.000
¥m, The field strength to be protected between 1 and 2 mV/m varies
in each particular case with the dimensions of the nétlonal territory
to be sorved, ~ see Document RD 163,)

It will be noted not’ only that, for the secondary zone up to
1 mV/m - and therefore for great dlstances - the 10 kc/s beparqtlon

"provides great adventages giving the poss1b111ty of easier recipro-

cal siting of transmitters, but also that in the primary zone for a
higher fiecld the distances necessary between stations are some hun-
éreds of kms. less. This should be teken into consideration by the
Plan Committee in order to obviate geographical limitations which
would be too difficult to observe.
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¢) Number of channels available

In conformity with the decisions at Atlantic City the medium wave
range lies between 1605 - 535 ke¢/s, giving an available total of 1070

‘ke/s. With a 10 kc/s separation 107 channels are obtained, whilst

w1th a 9 kc/s separation the number of available channels 1s 119,
i.e, 12 channels more (approxim tely 10 %),

It hes also been observed that - as is clear from the above table
- the 10 kc/s separatlon allows, in a certain number of cases, of a
considerable increase in the effective range of transmluters, par=
ticularly of those operating on exclugive frequencics, and-
this may offset to a certain extent the effect of the loss of 10 % of
the channels«

-~

General Observations

1. Interference caused by extra-Buropean stations.

In view of the 10 ke/s separation adopted by transmitters -
in  the United States and in the Orient which occasionally give rlse
to a perceptible field in Durope, it would seem that interference
may sometimes be caused by thesc stations to certain European stations.
By also adopting in Burope the 10 ke/s separation and exactly the same
frequencies as overseas stations, this interference could be avoided.

2, Senaoration between shared channols and between channels which
are exclusive and shared.

This problem has been studied from various points of view. The
opinion has been expressed that it is p0051ble to accept the 9 ke/s
separation between two shared channels, in view of the fact that the
interference cazused by sharing stations is generally considerably .
greater than that caused by adjacent transmitters.,

On'tho other hand, it s been pointed out that the mixed sepap
ration (Séparation mixte) of channels on 9 and 10 kc/q, qccordlngly
as a freguency is exclusive or shared, might lead to grouping of
exclusive and shared frequenzies, and might bring about considerable

-changes in the value of the frequencies requested by the Administra-

ti ons, and this would not be in conformity with the Recommendations
ox Atlantic City.

In the case of an exclusive/shared vieinity where the exclusive
channel would require a separation of 10 kc/s, whereas 9 ke¢/s would
suffice for the shared channel, it has been suggested that the sepa-
ration of 9 kc/s should be used, since the necessary protection ratio
must be obtained through an adequate geographic distance between the
stations. However, even in the case of shared frequencies, the 9 kc¢/s
separation may cause appreciable supplementary interference; the 10 ke/s
separation frequently maekes it possible to reduce such interference.

It has however also been considered possible to apply the 9 kc/s Se~

plLutlon for exclusive channels in cases where suitable geographiceal
distances allowed of sufficient protecction; but the most distinet ad-
ventages of the 10 ke/s separation were shown principally in the case
of exclusive adJacent channels.

Ernest Gross

Chairman

(Tr.7/R.4/D,30)
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The Cheirnien, Profcscor Hesscnikh, opened the lecting, and scid
thot, os Choirmen of the Grouy of Exaerts cntrusted with the study
of cata on propogotion, he would submit the Renort of the soid Group
of Expecrts ot the nrescnt liceting.

He proposed, in consultotion with Mr, Esping, Vice--Choirnmon of
the Comnittee and Mcmber of the sone Groun, to eppoint lir. lickarov,
U.S.S.R. Dclegete, to the Chair for the present liceting, in vicw of
the foet that the Chairmenship of Conn1tﬁco 4 hod been con¢crrcd upon
the U,5.S.R, Delcgoation,

The nronoscl wes cccented ond Professor Kessenikh relinquished
the Chair to Mr. Mekorov.

The Chairmen, MNr. Uck?roVL rced the Agende, which was adopted.
He invitcd Profecssor Kesscnikh to molie his Report on the work of the
Group of Ixncrits,

Professor Kesscnikh gove o detailed cccount of the work carzied

)k

out by the Group of E: merte, and dcalt with in Documaent D

He then nauc somec obscrvetions concerning the velue of the curves
shown in fnncxes I and III of Docuncnt RD 135. After o Cctoilcd
exnclysis of thcsc curves, he »nointced out that the Groip of Ixpcris
belicved the ficld curve showvn in Anncx 1 to be the only onc treced
on nceosurcnents nade in the Duropean Arca. It should, hcvever, be
conlicd only conditionally in the colculations, with due rogard to
the rcscrvotions outlince in narcgrenh "4" of Docunent ID 185, i.c.
it shoulcd bc uscd by the Conlcrcncc as o first opnroxinction and as
o working agent. In using thce curve, it hed clvie ys to bc remcmbercd
that the dato drawn thercfrom would be ‘xaggcrhtcg, with the rcosult
that the cctual conditions might, to o cecrtnin degree, be no:ic
Tfavourable, It wes c1f¢1cult to colculate thc neccssarj corrccticons
but they night be cstinatcd ot cbout 10 b,

Conccrning the extropolatcd curvcg, subnittcd by Mr. Esoing
(sco !nnex III of Docuncnt RD 135), and rcprescnting the cata
collccted by the F,C.C., cccount nust be t.kcn of tho reservoation nadce
in noint 3, paragronh "a" of Docuncnt RD 185 where it was stinulated
the curvces might bc uscd only if thc onprceciobly diffcrent conliticens
obtuining in North lmcrica ond Turonc vicre rcncmberced, The curorel
zoge, in which higher °buorptlon wes to be obscrvcu, being, in foct
207 further South in North Ancrica than in Buropc (which corrcshonds
to o Cdiffcrence of 20 in the gee-ncomcetic 1~t1tu(c) the curves could
not bc uscd in Europc. In orcer to ¢row the Confecrecnce's attention
to the vericus noints above, the vorking Groun hed drewn up Doc. RD
o, 215 whose text renlaccd the lcsends of fuinexes I ond 111 of
Docunicnt 135,

(D.15)
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Thc ggggglan csked 1if there were any questions or obscrvotions
on Professor Xesscnikh's Report.

The Delegate of ilC_Ql‘g Q Kingcom said: "Jo would first like’
to thonk Profcssor Kesscnilkh cnd the Jorking Groud for hoving drawn
up Document RD 1385.. This Document nay be regerdcd in two ways.

It mey cither be teken os o scicntific eppreciation of the
cxisting cote, or which is norc 1ﬂ)or*“nt, as o working agent to
be uscd by the Ploan Committcc,

I fcel bound to obscrve ot this »ncint thot it is well known that
the dote contrined in the F,C.C. curves and stondords arc bascd on
meosurcments mede in North Anmcrice and theot they cennct, therceforc,
be uscé cutomoticnlly in the Duropcon Lrceo. Conccrning the Cairo
curves, os Professor Kesscnikh has said, they con be copplied in Buropc
only subjecdt to rcscrvation. It nust be rcncnbcrcd that thesce curves
ore brscd on the results of ncesurcncents made 211 over the world.
Docuncnt No. 185 cxoggcrﬂtos the foults of the F,.C.C. curves ond docs

onou@anoﬁ ley+stress on thosc of the Ceiro curves. inelysing the Coiro

curves in Ceteil, I arrive ot the conclusion that thcy give good
rcsults in the colculation of the ficlds of long wavces. Execizining
distances greoter then 600 km end frequcncics Hl hcr than 500 kc/s,
it must Le rccogniscd thet the strotonent in pdinﬁ nam crrs by its
cxecssive nruccencce. “Hc Heasurcnents made in Greet Britein gove
rcsults very clcse to those of thc curvcs contoinced in Anncx III,
Thcro is no rcason, thcrcforc, to look upon the Criro curves as

more ccptoble thon the F,C.C, curvces, It will 2lso bc notcd that,
for grcat ¢istoncces, the F.C.C, curves pive morce favourable results
thon the Coiro curves. I ¢o not insist on thc usc of rny specific
curve but I consider that the »ronoscl to usc the Coiro curve is not
justificble. \

“ic should usc scme othcer curves which would give lower volucs
then the Coiro curves. For the momaent I con mh“u no conecrctc

nroposal., e have clrendy nede o proposcl in Document 195, but we
arc Hrehorct to censicer **h”v The Cniro curves, connot be

rccepted, in the form in which uhcy heve been drown, for they would
cive valucs ininical to the Plen. I should 1like¢ to moke o formnl

sroposel thet the Committec cecopt Documcent RD 1685, subjcet to

rcscrvation, ond theot the Document be referred to the Vorking Graoup
with o recquest thoat o scrics of curves be drawn which would give more
cccurate rcesults for the ZBuronceon Arvce thon the Cairce curves,!

Thce Chrirncn: “We have heord the obscrvations of the United
Kingdom Delegnte on Document RD lu5 Lrc thcrce ony further

{Hee

obscrvotionsi?

Professor Hessenikh: "The Delegotc of Grint Britein hes cdenc
no nore thon repent what is in Docunent 185, Mr. Frycr rcgrets thet
the criticism of the Coire curves wos the scme os thot of the F.C.C.
cuIrves, For thce cxtropoleted curves on Anncx I1IL, it is impossible
for us to fumish dote os o basis for this extreolation. The
cxtrepeleotion is in £rct crbitrerily nrescnted by Mr. “sning.
Docuncnt 185 docs not contain cvwcrluunt 1 volues permitting us to
drow o comporison w1wh the F.C.C. curve.s, bcecrusc this dnto is nissing.
liorcovcr, conccrning the Ctiro curvcg, we were ~ble to nrescnt
the C?;crimcnt&l vrlucs os they werc gublishcd in the C.C.1I.R,
Documents, he Groun of Experts is nwrre of the cxistonce of other
F.C.C. curvcs, Crowm by Norton, whlch ¢o not indicntc the veoriction

(D.16)



~e o Tunction of lotitude but ns o function of frccucncey. The
bullctin of the C.I.R. hrs rccently wublished dote originoting in
Coneode which indicrte o low of vroriction ns o function of frcouency
controry tc thot of the F.C.C. curvces. It is wcll known thot the
Americen Repionel Brocdenting Conforence, Hovene 1946, cxoresscd doubts
conceming the F.C.C, curvcs ~nd rccogniscd the ﬂQC;””ltg for
undertoking odditionnl resce rch Ml. Frycr »nroposces the coricetion
of the toble in wecument RD 195, Althougsh this Document hos not

yet been published in the three working lansuases of the Conference,
the English text of the teoblc scems clecor cnough. Mr, Frycr
proposcs, thecreforc, the introduction of thc cory cctifns conteined

in thc teblc in Decument 195, Execminction of this Docuncnt shows
thet the apnlication of the corrcctions - the corrcctions containced

in this tablc - to the Ceiro curves zives cxactly the values obtnined
from the F.C.C. curves, Sc the curves resulting frem Documant

195 would be mercly ~ veriont of the F,C.C. curves., Mr. Frycr is of -
“the opinion thet the n~loption of the Criro curves will be unfovourable
to the conceciation of the Plen, For this recoson he nsks us to ncopt
cntirely exrbitreory curves, solely to cnoble us, on the brasis of thesc
curves, to noneasce Governments to which our Plen nllocntcs shnred
froquencics, his implics the introduction of corrccticns of the
ordcr of 10 ¢b, i.¢, o distrnce of the order of 3000 kn ofiter
corrcction of 10 ¢b mry be rcduced to 1000-1500 kn.

"But hove we the right to moke crbitrory coricctions in this

oy? If o corrcction of this oor* is cceented, the intcrfering ficld
will be rcduccd, Ll‘, heving thus cssurcd the countrics which have de =
legated wus thot 211 ig well, vc '111 be able to slcon in neccce, DBut

I connot inmegine the fec ings of thosc wxperts who hrve insisted theat
rhbitrory corrcctinnsAbc introduccd when the Governnents conccrned

sec thet the calculntions do not corrcspond with the facts, I fecl
there 1s o linit to scicntific optinism, le hove no right, in

julging the Plrn, to creote oo folsc optimism which no scicntific dot
suphorts.”

The Delegnte of Switzerlend pointced out thot the monctic ficld
itsclf hnd no direcct influcnce on the electrencsnetic ficld.
Relfcection conditions were o function of solor cctivity. The
¢iffcrences between the cxperimental dath nisht be cxplained ~y the
feoet thot the experinents had been nmade durlﬂg cifforent nhoscs of
sclor cctivity., It heod to be remcubered thot the Coiro curves doted
from 1937 ond the F.C.C. dote from 1944, The renorts from Crnnde
werc of norticular intcrest ~nd meritcd further considcrntion. :

The Dclcﬂﬁ*c of the United Mingdom shid: "I should like to reply
to cortein of Profcessor Hessenikh's obser ~tions, bcaring nninly on
the drnger of uLDlylﬂ the F.C,C. curves to Buronc.

Wc consicder thet there is no scicntific Justlflcttlon for such
Circct ennliention to ZEuronc, Grent Lrition cCocs neot, morcover,
insist thecrecon, but consicders that the Cirect cpnlicntion of the
Coiro curves to the Buropcon Arce would certoin give no betvier results
then the eopplicetion of the F.C.C. curves,. :

(D.16)
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"T wronosc, thercfore, thoat we should oCopt, subjcet to
rescerwvtion from o scicntific stondnhoint, the recoumencations of the
Rerort (RD No. 185) wut that we should net ﬂCOﬁt this Renort for
the srepormtion of ~len, It would bc advisnble to cntrust
AoruLng Groun, 11 . 1t10n to its »rof fﬂ’uc, with the cst .DJlSthﬂb
of o curve or o f cs ~f corrcctions for the Criro CuTVu . It nust
be recormised, i” coreenent with Profcessor KCSbCﬂlﬂh, th~t, without
belng oxaggcr“tc€lg ostinmistic in prepering the Plon, we nust oveid
the ecnger of founlering in o sce of pessimism,"

1
n
4
(L

m
C% FJ P’-' ci“"

The Delegatc of Yu, OSl”Vl‘ (F.P.R.) scid: 1 rorce with v,
Fryecr thot we "r fecad o scrious problem whose sclution will
rcgulire ccnsiderrblce time, Lcforce uncertolking 4he preporotion of the
Plen we must estrblish more rccurstc curves than thosc of the r,C.C,
Vr, Frycr pronescs the creotion of o Vorking Group entrusted with
the cstrblishment of rrbitrery curves. A Plen bescd on thosc curves
vould itself be crbitrory ~nd would not he to the comaon aldventose.

M1 Mr. Frycr were to defend this “In)OO“l, it could only be
with the rin of slowing our work, for the crenticn of o lerking Group
enturstcd with the cstrblishnment of ~n arbitrory curve without cny
technicrnl besis weuld nrovide us with nothing new, but would hove the
detrimentel offcet of slowing the work on the Plon,’

Professoxr icsscnign soid: "In the coursc of this discussion,
meny 1uvor“"nz »oints heove been roiscd, Dr, lictzler hos quite
com*cci¢J ,hlnt\c cut the comslcx nrture of the influcnce of verious
frctors on the ehsorotion of clcctromngnetic vicves.

"Poosunlement Dr. Hetzler's stotement, I should like to remind
you thet, in northern leotitudces, cdditioncl ebsorption is dependent

the icnisatisn of the lower loycers of the ctmosphere under the
influence of o tidc of corhusculer rnys Trom the sun which concentr-otce
in the aurorcl zoncs uncder the nction of the terrcstinl m‘gnetic field.
The ceymmctry of the terresticl ficld in rcletion to the axis of
rototion of the slobe conditions the asymnctry of the gcogreophic
Cistribution of the chsorption. ‘ :

"Mr, Frycr acmitted that the I'C.C. curves should not be oprlied
in Furope, but he proposcs to intrecduce corrcctions which, e»nnlied <o
the Criro curves, would ive the scuce results os the F.C.C. curves,

"I cssure you, Gentlemen, thot we would be decelving both ourselves
onC the Governmentss which hﬂvc ¢clegnted us, in believing thot o
“orking Groun could solve nll thesc nroblems in the short sprce
of two wcks. Pcrsonnlly I rcfusc to toke nort in this work which
vould e mislceding to the c-untrics delegrting us. If ccrtnin
Delegntes insist upon submititing ~n arbitrory document, thnt is their
rishts;  but in such o cosc I okﬁuld consider it my cuty ond r»ight
to submit te the Internationnl scicentific press o detoiled criticisn
of such baseless docunents cnd mn enclysis of the circumstonces in
which they tnd bcecen Crown up,. ™
The Choirmen sumned un the »receding by saying thot 1t wes
unlvcrdklly ‘recosnised thet the F.C.C. curves could not be nccepted
in vicw of the canditjnns ruling in the Buropermn arco. On the other
ond, Delegntes scomed (e rr“lly 10 helicve thot Document RD 185 hoa
o mrocticnl volue nnd mluht be used ns o working bosls.
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Mr. Fryer nronoscd setting up o Jorking Groun cntrusted with
the estrblishnent, as o compronisc, of arbitrnry curves,

Gencrel ogwvecuent hod been renched on Document 185 cxeept on
the connlication of the curves to the mediuwm woves.,  There remeined
very little time to drew up o Plon ond the work of Committee 5 uns
ncoring comnlction, Thence forwerd it wos cssentinl that the curves
should bhe cvailnble for practical work. Curvcs hed to be submittcd
to Comumittce 5 to encble it to carry out the distribution of

frecuencies,

Document 185 recommen ing the Coiro curve offirmcd thot it
innroveC protectinn, Y“hen the Plan wos being drown up thot remark
could be token into ~ccount, Bearing in nmind thnt little tinc
rcurined to Crow-un the Plen, he belicved thot it would be possible
to follow the reccommendntions of Document 185. Mr, Frycr might,
ot the seme tine, drow o curve bascd on the doto ot his disposcl,
It would ¢olwrys be vossible to revert to this curve cnd mcke the
neccssory corrccti ns,

He pronoscd thot the reermmendetions of the Groun of Dxperts
should be aopproved subjcct to the cbove remexk,

The Delcegrtce of the United Kingdom cxnleincd thot, in »ranosing
thot o Vorking Groun be sct un to cestrblish o compromisc curve, he
hod no speceicl nctheds in mind, os these could be decided upon by
the Working Group itsclf, He insisted ncithcer upon the table in
Document RD 195 nor uwron the F,C.C, curvces. He hed »roposed thet
the Ceiro curve should be tinced on the basis of neasurcnents corried
out throusheout the workd. The curve hod to corrceshond te the
numcrous dote borring on the Long end kedium woves,

In Mnncex II, o toble hed been prescnted showing thnt the Ceiro
curveé coincicded with the Cotn of the Duchnrcest Deocuments dinwn. fren
nmeosurcnents mnde in Buro:c,

~The curve wrs sotisfoctory for leng weves, but could not be con-
siderct soc for mediun woves, as the results of ncosurcments showed
the intensity to be scverel decibels lower thron theot indicoted by
the curve,

lr. Frycr pro:osed colculnting o curve - similer to the Ceivro
curve = based on the dotr ot hrnd, but morc nearly cporornching the
cxperimeninl results. This would not be cifficult nor would it
cost nuch time, = . - o '

The Chedirnen scid: "I have two observations to mcke.
1) ¢ are not osscnbled herce to study scicntific problcens, but
to Cryrew wp o P2lon. : :

2) The crcotion of o Torking Groupn to study questions conccmming
propogetion hos beon proposcd. _ ' » :

"1 focl bound to noint out thot the Grouwn of Ixperts hos trken
thrce wecks to scleet the curves, that is to say the cquivaloent of
the timce which rcmoins for the Confercnee to ncwomplish its work,

I ¢o not belicve thet o Vorking Group could achicve ony resilt nor
cccomnlisi more then the Groun of Dxpcrts in thosc three wecks,"

(D.16)
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Thc Dclegrie of CZbChOul\V(\l. "1 should likc to drow the
Delcte's "ttcnilon {0 Document 185 Crown up by eminent speciclists.
Mr. Frycer »nronoscs the crcotion of o erking Groul. “ho is to soy

whether this Group could offcr us o document which would be
rceeptable to cviryonc? It night ngoin occur thet o Delognte did
not ~omrove thesc new curves, ond we should be brck where st storted,
I proposc that Documcent 1385 be trken ns o bosis ond thet Hr. Frycr
be rCOULotCC to prepere us o new curve which, 1f cccepied, might be
uscd to mokc ony nccossnry corrcctions,”

, The Delegnte of Sweden: "In the discussinns within the Verking
Group I strntcd thet the Criro curves sive velues thot crce too high,
“nC the F,C.C, curvcs volucs thet cre too low, This merns thot
nsonnblc solutirn ney be found betwe n the two cxtremes ond I Qo
not sc¢ in whet woy the curve cstrblished ~s o compromisc betwean
the two would be more crbitr-ry then the F.C,C, or the Coiro cubves.®

The Choirman: "I belicve thrt, in the renlm of scicnce, there
con be no prompromisc, Scicnce is o truth, I would thercfore osk
the United Kingdom Delcy te to tcll nce if hc cocs not agree with my
rceent Jrogoshl which sives him the opportunity of sub nlt dng o
ncw ecurve ~nd to defor, provisionolly, Liscuucnt 135 »nending
nracticrl study.™ '

The Dclegrte of the Uniteld Kingdom: "I could cstrblish this
curve myself but I should like ny objcctions to the Cniro curve o
be includcd in the Hinutcs.,"

The Qﬁ;;;g&g: "Document RD 185 mey thercefore be rpproved for
nroctical usc in drawing up the Plen, cnd it will be put on rceord
thet Mr. Frycr Jlll suom1t his ot o8 o corrcction, The cucstinn
mey be considercd sctiled, Arc there eny further guestions?"

The Delegntce of Belpium: e have ﬁttcnxlvcly followed the
discussion on Documcnts 135 cnd 195, we consicer thoat this very
Cimportont gucstion should be scttled beforc we con cstoblish o o
verkins basis, (+) ’ '

The Delegnte of the Unitod YingCom: "It is cifficult to say

how much timc will be neecszory to crlculnte the curve, but I hogc
to be cblc to submit it ot the beginning of ne:t week,!

The Delegrte of Belgium: "As Mr. Frycr intcends to submit o
oft of the curves nart week the Belginn Delegntion connet opprove
Document 135 ond I proposc that its ~lopticn be postponcd.™

The Dclesrte of Yusoslovin (FWP.R.):  "There scems to me to be
o contrediction hore. In the discussion Hr, Fryer s~id thrt he would
bc cble to crrroect the curves, Hc cdded thet this would cntril o
great cenl of work., Now hc sperks of cccomrylishing the work in two
Coys. Nothing provents us from a‘grov:_no Docuricnt No, 185, It is
ny opinion that the Group's curves could be used to Crow up the Plen,™

(D.16)

(+) The Belgicn Delogntion is preparced to ~oprove Document 1u5
prov181othly, but I shoulu 1ike to know how much %timc the
United Kingdom Delecgrnte will nced to cstrblish o~ new curve,



The Choirmen:  "Since the timc ot your disposnl is shert, 1
should likc to sk the Deleg tes whether they copnrove the nostpnement
of thc Ciscussion on Documcnt 1385 or whethcr they wish to acdept it now,
It surpriscs me thet Hr. Cortcil, who, ot the Committce of Tight,
~frequently cverred thot the prrcticel preparction of the Plen wos the
csscntinl point ond thet it vwies not nccecssory to dwcll on mottcers or
questions of princinle of o goncrel noturc, soys now, without cuc
rceson, thot he connot nccont the Coirc curves prozoscd by the cxports.
It is very significrnt thet My, Cortcil should nake this proposcl
o, Tew minutcs beforce the closc of the Heeting, theredy not giving us,
on ophortunity to refutc his romorks,® '

Professor Kosgcenikh, Delegatce of the U.S.8.R. #In vicw of the
lrck of tinc, I prec.osc thnt the discussien of this question be
posthoned to o loter Meceting.!

The Chedirmen decl-rel thot the discussicn of Document 185

SIS

wos postroned to the ncext Mceting,

The Mceting resc ot 6.10 p.m.



- 8 -
(RD Doc, 311-%)

Report of the Tth Meeting of

Technical Committee No,4

(Second Part)

[z

leeting of 18 August 1948

21‘-‘ 30 pﬂ In'

The Chairmon read the Agenda for the meeting, which was

adopted, He proposed to puss on to conulderatlon 0f the Committee's
Minutes, Nos, 192 and 19 3

Profogsor Kessenich, the Delﬂgate of the U,S,S. Rg, remarked
that the translating e¢ror5 and typographical errors in the
Minutes were the fault of the Secretariat and he requested that a
correction be made in the last sub-paragraph of the Chairman's
statement on page 9 of the Minutes No, 192, (This correctlon
does not apply to the English Dooument),

This correction was adopted,

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia said that in the English text
of Mlnutes Wo, 192, on poge 2 two letters should be deleted
in the Czuchoslovak Dclegate 8 stotement,

This correction was adopted,

The Delegate of Bguglum proposed o series of important
corrections to be made in his statement in the French text, which
he recad, v

‘The Delegate of the Vaticon City wished to exclude the words
"and was within the scope Tof Uommittee 4," from the last sentence
of his statement on page 2 of tllS Document,

This correction was adopted,

The Delegate of Yugoslav1a(F P h,) proposed that the
following be ‘introduced info the Russion text of the Yugoslav
Delegate's statement in No, 192, page 3 : "that the technical
. standard strictly determined the condltlons to be fulfilled for
- a certain number of programmes and vice-versa," :

This correction was adopted

Professor Kessenich, the Delegate of the U S,uLgL said that
Mr, Corteil, the Belgian "Deleg: ate, had proposed & large number of
correotlons in the text of Mlnutes No, 192, He remarked that certain
of these corrections did not seem to ouite correspond to what Mr,
Corteil had said in reality, He asked the Rapporteurs to ckeck with
the translators on the accuracy of the translations,

The Delegate of ggggigg,made,the-following statement

"I should like to point out that Document No, 192 was issued
several weeks after the meeting and that perhaps there are some
- passages which do not correspond to what was actually said, But I
have my notes, and it is after consulting them that I meke my
corrections, n’

-~ (D,29)
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‘The Chairmen saids "I Teel it necessary to draw the attention
of the Conferencets Chairmen to the delay in publishing and transw-
‘lating the Minutes of Committee 4 and otker Conference Documents",

He asked the Belgian Delegate to present written observations
on lMinutes No, 192, the approval of which would be postponed until
the next meeting,

The Chairman passed on to consideration of the Committee's
Minutes, No, 193, which were adopted without comment,

The Chairmen gave the floor to Mr, bponZ1111 the Delegate of
Itall and ChdiTman of Sub-Committee 4 A, who medé his Committee's
?eporb, )

He made a brief statecment on the work accomplished by the
Sub~Committee and the Working Groups, He indicated that it was now
possible to approve, in Plenary HMeting . , Documents Nos, 204,

226 and 228 of the UOrklno Groups, which had already been adopted
and approved by Sub-Committee 4 A,

The Chairman proposed that each of the Documents submitted for
the Committee’s approval be considered separately. He asked Dele-
- gates 1f they had any observations to make on Document No, 204,

There being no observations, Docﬁment No, 204 was adopted.

The Chairman went on to consideration of Document No, 226
and asked 1f ubere were any remarks,

The Delegate of Switzerland said : "I will llmlt myself to
asking Professor hcssenlch ‘For some 1nformutlon "

Professor Kessenich, the Delegate of the U, o,o.B& replied
"It must be understood that this Document deals with stations using
the same shared channel, This means, conseqguently hat the sepa-~
ration between frequencies is not likely to exceeé the frequency
tolerances admitted, " :

The Choirmon asked the Swiss Delugate if he was satigfied with

this reply, The latter said he was,
There being no other comments, Document No, 2206 was adopted,
The Chairman passed on to consideration of Document No, 228,

The Delegate of Switzerland had no objections on the substance,
It scemed to him, howeVGr “that on page 2, the phrase "in the 'same
latltude" should be added to the phrase "%he sun rlses"

There bteing no objections to this correction, and no comments,
- the Document was adopted,

The Chairman said that there was still a third question to
be solved by the Committee, that of the methods applicable to
calculations of ficld 1niens3$y, in accordance with Documents Nos,
185 and 215 of the Working Group of Bxperts ~ a question which had
already been considered at the preceding meeting, and whlch had
been adjourned owing to the late hour,

(3. 29)
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The United Kingdom Delegation had submitted‘two documents on
this subject, Nos, 238 and 242, At thec same time, the United King-
dom Delegase hao O”ld that his Delegation had no% had the time to
draw up a graph, but in place of it, the United Kingdom Delegation
had pvcuentec a table containing corrections, which could be M-
ployed for frequencies higher than 500 ko/5¢

The Delegctc of the United Kingdom said :

"Pirgtly, I must apolugize for not having submitted curve
graphs as I had promised, owing to a lack of time, It was to make

vp for this lack that Doyumsnb No. 242 was quloalj prepared, in
ordpf that consideration of this question should not bYe pos %poned
The ocuvrve graphs will be readJ to-morrow," Mr, PFryer rcquested that
a few small corrections be made in Documents 238 and 2A2 and gave
wide explanations of these Documents, During the dlucu031on certain
divergencies’ appeared with res poct to the menner of taking iatltude
into account, It was because of this that the United Kingdom
Delegation nad limited its elf to sl;ghtl, modifying the Cairo curve
without presenting a network of curves which took ucoount of
latitude, In this way a more precise curve was obtained which
coincided with that of Oairo for distances up to 500 km, and then
deviatea ullghtlv after this distance, the deviation never

exceeding 6 db,

The Chairman thanked bhb United Kingdom Delegate for his
XPl&ﬂ&thﬂ” and recolled that Document 185 had been approved at
the preceding meeting by all the Delegations, save for the modi-
fications proposed by the United Kingdom Delegote Ior frequencies
higher than 500 ke¢/s,
¢

The Commifttec had decided to examinec these two days later,

Iater, this question had been referred to the Wednesday meetlng,
the pres nt meeting, at the request of the Belgian Delegate,
“Unforcunataly " the Choirman continued; " tae curves were not

resented for tO«d&J s meeting, IOMhVCT s Chairman of Committee,
I was obliged to place this question on 10 Agenda of the present
meeting, "

}r0¢osuor Kessenikh, the Delegatc of the EgyégigL,Said :

"It is with deep interest that I awaited the additional modifications
of the United Kingdom Delegate, I have attentiVely studied Documents
238 and 242, Having compared this data with the curve graph, I
noted that the curve proposed by Mr, Fryer coincides with the
Cairo scurve up to a dlst“nce of 500 km, and then becomes a curve:
which shows a field inbtensity half that given by the Cairo ourve,"
Profaﬂsor Kessgenilh then gave a detailed analysis of the data
obtainable from the United Kingdom Delegabe's curve. and the factors
on which it depended as compared w1th Lho Camadian and Italian
cxperimental data, He concluded that the United Kingdom's curve,
Tar from being estublluhcd on new experimental data, disagrecd
with such new ex purlmeltul dﬁtub As a result, cach of the shared sta-
tions would, it =ecmed to him, have the pooq*bil¢ty of sharing its
frequency with stations situated at distances one and a half to
two times smaller than those obtained from the Cairo curve, The
Group of Ixperts had clearly shown in Document 185 that it would
be wise to carry out scientific investigations in order 4o render
the Cairo curve more preeise, and that if useweremade of median
valuves thesewere to be drawn vp 1in such a way as * to 'be welle
gounded, The Group of Experts admitted tha "the Cairo curve was not

(1, 29)
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perfect and indicated that it was prepared to receive proposals
,fTOm‘adminiotrations on condition that such proposals were
well, founded, but nol ones such as Ifr, Fryer's waich were arbi-
trarily uua11¢1cd It wau for the latter reason that Documents
238 and 242 could not be adopted by the Confercnce Lfor use in
elaborating the Plan..

- The Chairman thanked Professor KL‘”GnlkJ for this explanation
and °sked “the Delegates if there were any more observations to
be made on the subject,

The Delegate of Italy sincerely thanked Professor Kessenikh
for having mbntlonod the meagurbmontg made at Sesto Calende, but
rumwrh d that this data had not been verified over a long enough
period or on a sufficient nurber of cases 1o be considered as
giving average valucs, As he was not a tecer nlclan, e could not
judge of their volue and he expressed the wish that other Dele-
gatcs gi ¢ Thelr opinions on tzﬂ subject,

1
bl

The Belgian Delegation considered that the propagation curves

to be ad p for Sky~UQVOS constituted esgential working tools
for the pre par tion 01 a Plan by Committec 5's working Group.

In this respect, the directives should be sufficiently precisc
to ensure that L%01r 1nterpretaulon by tho different members of
the orking Group should not give risc to dlffurences of oplnion,
but should instead conurlbutu to the efficlency of their work,

2) The choice of propagation curve for the skywave would have
a considcerable influence on the Blnna In this connection it was
important not to adopt curves which were too oplimistic, as this
would lead to the adoption of a Plan satisfsctory “on pwper" alone,
It was ewqually important not to adopt curves whiclh might be too -
pessimistic, since, in uselussl] reducing the number of sharings,
gome’ of ©the recuircments of the various countries might not be satis-
fied,

It had to be CuleUlly nocbd that the matver being dealt with
was not only onc of the security to be given to sharings, It was
a Question of the very armature of the Plan, Te wishied to give
one or two examples, spedling morc in terms -of distance than in
deceibels, A sharing which was only possible at %400 km according to
the Cairo curve was possible at 2400 km a000rding to the curve
proposed by the Unitod Hingdom Delegation; a sharing which was
only possible at 4300 km accordlng to the Cairo curve was possible
at 3000 km according to the curve propose d by the United Kingdom,
Thesc figures ﬂhould be compered with the distances of gharing
possible in Zurope, The average distance achieved in preceding plans
was known; approximatcly 2400 km,

It was therefore esscential to be neither too optimistic nor
too pessimistic, The Belgian Delegotion had no Yprivate" interests
at stake, It scemed that it was Lhu general interesgt which commanded
that the members keep as close to reality as possible, while
bearing in mind 2ll the elements of information to and

(D.29)
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3) Lt seemed entirely justified to introduce a dlstlnctlon be-
tween medium wave propagation and long wave propagation, as the Unit-
ed Kingdom Delegation had done. Eventually, one might possibly have
to make supplementary distinctions for various frequency values in
the medium wave band, however, that could not be contemplated now.

Therefore 3 curves might be considered:

The curve extracted from the Cairo measurements on medium waves,
the curve proposed by the United Llnggom Delegation,

the F.C,C, curye established for 2z atitude, corresvonding
approximately to the mean latitude of the middle points for the
sharings effected in Burope, - v

He indicated, parenthetically, that the F.C.C. curves were estab-
lished for 1944, a year of minimum = lar activity. Madium wave pro--
pagation was therefore favoured and, in that respect, he repeated,
in that respect, the F.C.C. curves were. reliable.,

- The 3 curves under consideration were sufficiently alike to allow
agreement to be reached on the seleetion of a single mean curve for
Europe.

It was possible that for distances less than 2000 km the single
curve must deviate slightly from the curve proposed by the United
Kingdom Delegation and more closely approach the original Cairo curve
which, fox such destances, was very much the same as the F.C.C. curve
for 48 latitude, This would, in particular, answer the observations
formulated by Professor Kessenlkh using the Sesto Calende measure-

ments.

It was such a single mean curve for Burope that the Belgian De-
legation hoped to see materialise.

It was fully understood that the curve should and could only be
of the order of a working instrument valid for Comittee 5 and solely
for the Copenhagen Conference.

4) The Belgian Delegation'considered it desirable to define, in
so far as possible,the order of magnitude of the latitudinal correc-
tions to be made. :

But it was undoubtedly preferable to effect agreement first on
the mean curve.

The Chairman thanked the Delegate of Belgium for his proposal;
he feared, however, that an %ncrease in the number of arbitrary curves
was not conducive to accelerating the work on the Plan.

The Delegate of the Roumanian People's Republic said: "We are
discussing the possibility of applying t¥Wo curves. With Mr. Fryer's
curve the sharings would be easier to effect, as would be the elabo-
ration of the Plan, The same consideration was also expressed by Mr.
Hansen when he proposed his mean curve. Other arbltrary curves might
be proposed which would allow a further reduction in the distances ot
the time of the sharing. But if such a procodure is followed, how can
protection be ensured? That is the guestion I am putting to you,
gentlemen., Professor Kessenikh hauClauC( the measur ements carried
out by the Sesto Calende station, which conform to the Cairo curve,

a very important fact. I do not think that it would be rlght to pro-
ceed to apparently easy sharings in decreasing, at the same time, the
actual protection. For this reason the only curve which should be
adopted is the Cairo curve."

The Delegate of Switzerland said: "I think that this discussion
is of a purely ‘theoretical nature, whereas we are seeking a solution
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of a practieal nature. I do not believe that it is impossible to
draw the Cairo curve closer to the United Kingdom Delegate's curve,
inasmuch as there is a deviation of only 6 db between the two. I
believe that the following proposal might be mede to Committee 5:
when a ratio of 1:50 is ueed, it is best to use the Cairo curve;
however, when a ratio of 1:100 is used, it is necessary to use the
United Kingdom curve." .

(D-35)
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The Chairman " I consider the question under examination
to be extremely important to Committee 5, whose work is so well,
advanced that the Committee will be able to proceed to drawing
up the Plan very soon, In view of these circumstancées it is
absolutely indispensable to have an adequate curve. I beg the
Delegates to meditate upon this subject during the tea interval
and to express their opinions on it after the interval."

The Meetingv%djourned at 5 p.m.’

The Chairman reoponcd thc Mecting ther the interval and
made the following statement: "Gentlemen, the exchange of opinions
which has taken place 1nalcates that on the qucstion of selecting
a field strength curve there arc two points of view, viz.: the
first is that of the Group of Experts,who base their opinion
on the Cairo curve, drawn up from expcrlmcntal'data and used
for many years: the second is the point of view expressed in
the United Kingdom proposal and partially in the Belgian proposal,
The curves that these latter Delegations have proposed are but
a modification of the Cairo curve, a modifiication which is
supported by no experimecntal dato and which consequently does
not rest on a sufficient foundation,

"I should like to mention the well founded proposal of the
Swiss Declegate, in which he advocated that we should not delay
in selecting curves, but should leave Committee 5 a wide latitude
to use curves in taking into 'account the protection standards
established by the Committee., It should be possible to adopt
the Cairo curves as a basis; Committee 5 should consider the
United Kingdom and Belgian remarks in making its calculations.
Would the Delegate of the United Kingdom please express his
opinion on this subjecct?® .

The Delegate of the United Kingdom replied: "As author

of this proposal I should like to reply to certain questions
which have becen raised here. I realise, as does Dr.Metzler,
that the 6 db deviation between the two curves is the same as
the deviation which exists between the protection standards of
50 and 100 accepted by the Technical Committee. However, this
does not mean that the question now under discussion is not
serious nor that it can be dealt with in the same understanding -

that was neccssary in the casc of protcction standards. Actually,
there are minimun protection stendards below which it is not
acceptable to go. The question of making the Plan is a very
serious one,

"Professor Kessenikh mentioned certain data. Any data I
have mentioned is those of the Working Group. The most recent
data resulting from measurcments carried out in the United
Klngdom give the same distribution as the Cairo curves, exclud-
ing long waves, As for the Italian data, the Italian Delegate
personally expressed doubts concerning it,in view of the brict
period in which they were gathercd. The Unlted Kingdom Dele gation
has no intention of discrediting the Cairo curve, whose prceision
has been confirmed, We merely consider that the Cairo curves does
not lend itself any bétter to the requirements of Europe than
does the F.C,C, curve, We simply wish to exclude from the Cairo
curve the 'date which is not applicable to BEurope ond establish a
new curve, You have said, Mr Chairman, that the discussion was
becoming nore and more complicated because of the faet that
several curves have already bden proposed in this Meeting.The
Belginn Declegation's proposal introduces a modificdtion of
littlce effect to our curve and is acceptable to us, In addition

2 60

Do43
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we shell w1thdr1w our proposal and support the proaected curve
of the Belglﬂn Delegation.”

The Delegatc of the Netherlands said that any attempt to
correct thé systcmatic crror of the Cairo curve should be
encouraged, He thercfore c¢onsidercd Mr Fryer's proposal to be
sufficiently conservative, as it gave a deviation of only 6 dbj
for this rcason it was ncceptqblc, and should not impede the |
work of thc Planning Committce on distances excceding 2000 km,
The United Kingdom proposql should bec adopted for the time being.
Meanwhile, the Beclgian Delcgation would submit its proposal.

The Delegate of France said that thc French Dolegation had
notcd, with grcat intercst, the fact that therec was no new

" seicntific data allowing the - Cairo curve to be recplaccd. It

had been uscd for many years. The Group of Experts confirmcd
the defcecets of the Cairo curve which was 4 bit optimistic and.
did not takc certain factors into account. It was for this
reason that the French Delcgation considercd it right to acccpl

 Dr Metzler's proposal and to approve RD Documcnt 185 with its

carcful wording. In the future, information should be gathecrecd

to cstablish a rcew curve which would climinate the defeets of

the Cairo curve. The Fronch Delcgation begged the Chairmen to

ask Mr A, d'Auriac,Dircctor of the Technieal Centcr of the O.I.R.,
if hc possessecd thc data necessary to trace a ncw curve.

- In conclusion, he proposcd that Document 185 be adopted
the morc so bceause he had just clearly pointed out thc defcets
of the Cairo curvc.

The Chulrmen thanked tnc Frcnch Dclegatc for his clear
statcment and invited Mr Anglcs d'Auricce to roply to tho qucstlon
which had beccn put to him,

: Mr Anglds d'Auriac said:" As Dixrcctor of thc Tcehnieal
Center of the 0.I.R, I should likc to say to the Delegatc of
Francc that, if thc Organisation had had ncw and important data
on this mattcr, it would not have failed to sharc it with the
Group of Expcrts. In reality, thc fairly abundant data wec have
collcetcd in the past 18 months are 5till far from prescnting
a systematié charactcr sufficicnt to pcrmit solid conelusions
to be drawn,

"The analysis of fiéld recordings, cven more than the
list of sueh rccordings, is an cxtrcmcly long and dclieatc
matter. Any mecasurcment campaign in conncctlon with such qucs-~
tions should cover numcrous paths and should b¢ ecarricd out over
a long period of time (scvernl years at lecast).

"As a Member of the Group of Experts, I should likc to
point out that all thc eriticisms which havce bcen made agoinst
Document 185 worc drawn from the Documcnt itsclf. This was in
the vepy naturc of the Documcnt, which,in a truc scicntific
spirit, rcfused to advoncce cxact figurcs,limiting’itsclf to
pointing out arcas in which truth should be found,Doubtlcss,in
drewing up o Plan, it is dcfinitively ncecssary to decidc upon
spceific flguro, but the scleetion thorcof bclongs, by its
very naturc, to thec Planning Committcc, not to tcchnlclans. The

‘serupulously and carcfully wordcd Documcnt 185 scems to me to

be the only one which could be submittcd by a chhnlcal Committec".,

Saes
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The Chairman thanked Mr Anglds d'Aurine for thc intcresting
cxplanation which he had given in the capacity of an'Expert
Who had participated in the drafting of Documcnt 185, ‘

The Delcgate of Yugoslavie (F.P,R.) said: "I sceond the
proposal of the French Delcgatc and Mr Anglés d'Auriac's inter-
pretation of Document 185, If we adopt Mr Fryer's curve it will
be casy to arrangc the sharings for the Central Europcan countries,
but such dn arrangement will not bc in the interecsts of those
countries. It is for this rcason that the Yugoslav Delcgation
considers it indispensable that Commititee 5 should take the
Cairo curve as a working basis, and in so doing should take
into account its defcets as pointed out in Document 185."

The Dclegate of Biclorussia (S.S.R.) stated that the curve
to be adopted by the Committee should not be sstablished in
haste,as wére thosc proposed by Mr.Fryer and Mr, Hanscn, re-
spectively. That was his rcason for agreeing with the sclection
of the Cairo curve, based on scicntific data. He proposed to
adopt it as a direcctive for the ecstablishment of the Plan aftcr
approval of Documcnt 185. :

The Daiegaté of Switzcrland said: "I should like to reply
to Mr Frycr ‘that I am in no way minimising the importance of
the problem.,
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I have but insisted on the necessity of finding a practical solution.
I have drawn your attention to the field deviation of 6 db. I have in=-
sisted on the fact that if we take the ratio of 1:500f the Cairo cur=-
ves, it would correspond to the 1:100 ratio of the United Kingdom
curves. It is absolutely impossible to find a well founded scientific
solution if a great many factors, such as frequency anc so forth, are
not taken into consideration, I agree wmth Mr, Mercier on the neces
sity of collecting scientific data permitting the establishment of a
new scientifically based curve. I should like to submit to you some
other results of measurements carried out in December 1947 and August
1948." He then recad these measurements and compared them with the
United Kingdom curves, which deviated from them by an additional 3

to 9 db.

The Delegate of Egypt said that “the Dgyptlan and Syrian Delega-
tions considered it would be dangerous, in draw1ng up the Plan, to
use arbitrary curves as a basis, with the molc aim of effecting a
greater number of sharings,

Professor Kossenikh, Delegate of the U.S5.5,R., made the follow-
ing statement: "iWe are very much obliged to the United Kingdom Dele-
gate for associating himself with the Belgian proposal, but we fail
to understand why llr. Frycr has done this, for the Belgian proposal
is not yet cuite clear. Dr. Metzler has quoted very important data
relative to measurements made in Switzerland. However, I must remark
that the measurements carried out in the Swiss comparison centers
have yet to be meticulously studied, as the field strength values
obtaincd do not correspond, in many a case, to the facts. I repeat
that there is good reason to consider all the experimental data, Jjust
as provided for in Document 185. I suppose that the proposal point-
ing out the necessity for effecting precise measurements with the aim
of establishing a new curve is favoured by everyone and that that is
indi spensable; However, I cannot agree that 211 sorts cf arbitrary
curves should serve tow ard establishing the Plan and should permit
the introduction of variations, ad libitum, for both small and grezt
distances. I beg the Delegates of Belgium and the Netherlands not to
commit this error which is inadmissible if we wish to establish a.rea-
listic Plan.

The Chairman said: "I do not believe that we should reeommend
curves not scientifically based on data that has previously been sub-
mitted to suitable study. So as not to retard the drafting of the .
Plan, we must approve Document 185 subject to the reservations of the
Experts contained in paragraph (d); we should also bear in mind, when
subsequently drgwing up a ncw curve, the proposals of the Dclogqtes
of the United Llngaom Belgium and the Netherlands."

The Delegate of the United Fingdom said: "I admit that it is ,
difficult, in a Meeting such as the present one, to reach any solution
whatsoever, but I share the point of view of the Delegate of the
Netherlands: +that, provisionally, we must adopt, for distances great-
er than 2000 km, & field strength 6db lower than that of Cairo, and -
that, for smaller distances we must take no decision,"

Professor Kessenikh, Delegate of the U,S5.5,R. said:
"I see that it is uscléss to continue the discussion., If we do, we
will finish by admitting that the speed of light should be measured
in different ways to suit different cases. The tracing of the curve
on the basis of different laws for long and for short waves could not
be tolerated. I cannot associate myself with the arbitrary evaluations
which are being continually changed here. A technical curve can not
be the subject of a discussion without scientific basis."

(D-35)
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The Chairman szid: "There are, therefore, two proposals: to
epprove Documcnt 185 °vbgcct to all the reservations entailed; and
the Belgian Delegation's propos,l to use the United Kingdom curve
for distances greater than 2000 km, A great number of Delegates‘
have rightly ob%crved that it is not possible,at this Meeting, to
adopt ncw, arbltrary curves not based on scientific data. I would,
thercfore, ask the Delegate of the United KingCom to express once
morce hisopinion on the subject and to say whether he would not con=-
sider withdrawing his Droposal for very little time remains for
the drawing up of the ‘Plan and we can ytherefore, no longer prolong
this discussion.™

The Delegate of the United Kingdom replled that his Delegation
had no obgﬂctlon to Document 135 heing considercd a 5010nt1f10 Do~
cunmcnt, but hc considercd it nccessary to clarify the reccommendations
proposcd by the Netherlands Delegate, These were to adopt Document
185, subjcct to the rescrvation concerning distances greater than
2000 km, andto leave in abeyance, for subsequent discussion, the
cuestion of distances less then thet figure. He asked the Chairman
to restoate his proposal. '

The Chairman rcepented his wroposal bO ndopt Document 185, wit
rescrvations concerning the dnfhvw of the plan. At the same time,
new data should bec celleccted with a viéw to tracing the ncw curves,
which would be justificd from a scientific point of view cnd which
would take into account the observations of the United Kingdom Dele-
gote,

The Delogate of %the United Kingdom: "I will support such a pro-
posal if the bomm1muec so c¢csires, but I should like 1o know if there
arc any objections to the Netherlands Delegate's proposal.

- The Delegate of Belgium: "I should like to sece this question
settled today, but I Tear that, 4f the data is not completely accur-
ate, Committee 5 will be faced with difficulties; I should therefore
prefer o solution being found by this Committec, I admit that it is
¢ifficult to Jjustify, scientificelly, any of the proposals made herc.
The Ceiro curve gives values too high for long distances; for that
rcason I decem the proposal of the Netherlands Delegation reasonable.
But if o he"'propouols are made, the Belgian Delegation is ready to.
¢iscugs them." '

The Chairman rcad noint "D" of Document 185 ﬁnd asked lr., Hansen
if he wished to have tho following wordq cdded to it: "fordistances
gre:s tcr than 2000 km, ™

Tho Delegate of Belgium belicved thrt if it was not possible
to ndopt any ncw curve wh tcvcr it was at any rate necessary to adopt
o moére precise recommendntion. ~ :

The Chairmens "If I hove understood dr . Hansen correctly he re-
guested tha hat ~ccount be taken of the fact that the Cairo curve gives
Valuo vhich are 100 high for distances grenter than 2000 km. "

The Dclognte of Belgium: "I should like to see more precise re-
commendntions formulated., It should be stated, for exomple, that
gor Qistancos greoter than 2000 km the curve mokes a modificotion of

¢b.!

Profcsoar Kegsonikh, Delegate of the U.5,S8,R,: "MHr. Chairman,
I groszed the point of your proposnl in respeet to point "DV, but
I did not quite undcrstond the point of view of the Belgion Declegate,
Iy opinion rcmains the samc in rcgnrd to approximote calculstion, i.c.
that we give o formule or curve and point out the possible modificati-
ons. This wns donc by the Experts in Document 185, I hove nothing
further to ndd."

' (D-35)
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The Dclcgntc of Yugoslavia(F.P.R.): ™doc arc nearly ngrccd on
the principal gucstion and it would be rogrettable not to reach o
decision beenuse of o few dccibels., In the terms of Document 204
we ~ccept impoprtant derogmtlons, ~nd hnving laid this foundotion, I
do not understrond whet is delaying thce adoption of Document 185,
justificd from o scientific point of view. I proposc to rcfer to
Document 204, permitting Committee 5 a more flexible use of Docunenﬁ
18) i _

The Delcgete of Egypt: "We do not ngree to the proposnal providing
for modification of the curve over an ﬂbﬁVu 2000 ¥xm. Ve wish %o
leave Documcent 185 ~s it is."

The Delegnte of the United Kingdom: "I propose to olter point.
10" paragraph 2 of Document 185 so that the last sentence reads as
follows: 'It may however be prcsumed that it is greater for long dis-
tances, that in certain cnscs it will attoin 10 db ~and that for distane-
ces grenter than 2000 km it will gencrally attein 6 dbo'™

, The Chairmon asked Professor Kesscnikh ond the Chalrman of the
Group <f Dxpcrts if they objeccted to meoking this nltcration to point
D" paragrash 2 of Documont 185. v

The Dolc atc of the U, o.Q.R (7rﬂfcssor Kessenikh) judged that
such an ”dfitlﬁn would not encroach upon the domain of the Experts
and thot it might be adopted.

The Chairmon asked the Dclcgates if they wished to moke any
~ further modifice tlons or ndditions to Docuncnts 185 and 215 submit-
tcd by the Group of Bxperts. : ,

No furthcr alterations werc suggcestced.,

Documents 185 ~nd 215 of thc Group of Expcrts were ndopted with
the single eltcration proposed by Ur. Fryer.

The Mceting rosc at 6. 40 Pell,

M.B. Chanchn . Ir, Maquoff,,
Mr. Angles d'Aurinc,
Obscrvers. Cheirnan.

(Tr. 42/R.1 /D-35)
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_ The Texts below replace those contained on pages 5, 6, and 11
of Document RD 293, :

(Article 2 Lucerne)
(Document RD 251)
VARIANT T

e ettt o e e bt i e

Al"ti Cle ° e .‘ .

Ratification of the Convention
‘This Convention shall be ratified,

The instruments of ratification shall be deposited, in as short
a time.as possible, in the archives of the Government of Plenmark, whid
shall notify the other contracting Governments and. the Secretary General
-0f the International Telecommunlcatlon Union of each deposit of ratifi~
cation.

‘Ratification shall include approval of the Plan,

VARIANT II

Article....

Ratification of the Convention

This Convention shall be ratified.

The instruments of ratification shall be sent, in as short a time
as 00.51b1e, through the intermediary of the Government of the head-
guarters country of the International Telecommunication Union to the
Secretary General of the Union, who shall notify the other contracting
Governments of each deposit of ratification. :
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(Article 3 Lucerne)
(Document RD 251.)

VARIANT T
Article,c..

Accession 1o the Convention

The Government of a country of the European Broadcasting Area
which is a Member of the International Telecommunication Union, and
not 2 signatory of this Convention, may accede to it at any time.

Such accession shall be notified to the Goverament of Denmark,
shall extend to the Plan and shall be without reservations.

, The instrumentsz of accession shall be deposited in the archi-
ves of the Government of Denmark. The latter shall inform all 81g~
natory and all acceding Governments, and the Secretary General of
the Uni Clieg : .

The Accesgi shall take effect on the day of deposit unless
the act of accession contains any stipulation to the contrary.

VARIANT IT

Article.cc.

Accession to the Convention

The Government of a country of the Buropean Broadcasting Area
which is a Member of the International Telecommunicati®n Union,
and not a signatory of this Convention, may accede to it at any
time, Such accession shall be notified through the intermediary
of the Government of the headquarters country of the Union to the
‘Secretary General of the Unlon shall extend to the Plan and shall
be w:thcut reservations ‘

The instruments of accession shall be deposited in the archives
of the General Secretariat of the Union. The latter shall inform
all signatory Governments and acceding Governments.

The accession shall take effect on the day of deposit unless
the act of accession ®ntains any stioulation to the contrary.

(D=35)
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(Article 6 Lucerne)

(Document RD 251, )

VARIAKNT T

Article,...

Denunciation.of the Convention

§ 1.

§ 2.

Fach Government which has ratified or acceded to this
Convention and the Plan anmexed thereto shall have the
right at any time to denounce them by a notification
sent to the Government of Denmark, which shall circulate

-1t to the other contractlng Governments,

Such a aenunc1at¢on shall take effect after the explry
of one year from the date of receipt of the notlflcatlon
thereof by the Government of Denmark.,

VARIANT IT

Article....

Denunciation of the Convention

§ 1.

§ 2.

Each Govefnment which has ratified or acceded to this-
Convention and the Plan annexed thereto shall have +the
right at any time to denounce them by a notification

. sent, through the intermediary of the Government of the
headquarters country of the International Telecommunica=-
tion Union, to the Secretary General of the Union, who

shall circulate it to the other contracting Governments,

Such a denunciation shall take effect after the expiry
of one year from the date of receipt of the notification

- théxcof by the Secretary General of the -Union.

(Tr, 42/R. 4/D-35)
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COMMITTER 4

7

(TCChlngl)

Sub-Committee 4 A

Supplcmoni +to Doc. RD 204,

2

EBxtrects from the documentation exemlnod by the Wor klng Group

cntrusted with the Study of protcction rﬂtlou for transmitters
oporctlng on shered frequencics.

L.
2.

Recommendation of thc Committcc of Eight Countrics.

Abstract submittcd on behelf of the 0.I.R. by Mr. Anglés-
d'Auriac.,

Study carried out by Profcssor Kessenikh, of the U.S.S5.R.
Duloﬁ<tlon, end Mr Likhoushine, of the Dolcggt¢on of
Biclorus (S.5.R.), concerning the calculation of the
probable duratlon of the different degrecs of protcction.

Curve submitted by Mr, Braillard at the Bucharest Mceting
of the C.C.I.R., conccrning the necessary protection ratio
as o function of the frequency tolecrance of the transmitters.

Report submitted by Mr. Mercicr, of the Frcnch Delegetion,
concerning ncasurcnments caryied out by Radiodiffusion

Frangaise,

The Working Group nlso studicd the report submitted by the

Belgian Delcegation (RD 181) concerning the results of various

measurcnents carried out by the Belgion Broadeasting Orgenization.

Ernest Gross,
Cheirman of the Working Group.

(D.29)
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Annex 1.
Extracts from Doc. No. 284 of the Committce of Eight

Countrics Page 4 Annex 3 @

"Ratio of Ticld Intensitics for Sharcd Frecqucncies,

The Committec admits that,; for stations operoting on the
same frequency: and tronsmitting diffcrent programmes, the ratio
of the Ffield intensities of the Wanted Signel : Unwanted Signel
must be 100," ' '

(Tr;5/R;l/D;29)
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Memorandum ?O'the-Chairman of
Working Group o. 2 of Sub-Committeo 4 A,

D Y

The Chairmen of VWorking Group No. 2 of Sub-Comnittec 4 A has
asked me to sum-up bricfly the 0.I.R. Memoranda CT/186 and CT/196
in relotion to their bearing on the discussion in profiress on the
protection standord to be adonted for shared channcls,

4) Memorandum GT 186

I should likc to cmphesize that, as far as the Momorandum CT 186
is concerncd, this is o synthesizing study whic¢h, teking into
account the data of a2ll kinds studied by the 0,I.R. (som¢ of thesc
deta being the result of origincl studics by the 0.I.R.), attempted.
to determine a coherxent agercegetc of homogeneous stendards uscable
for the molhing of a freguency allocotion Plen Lor the European
stations. :

As the O0.I.R. had had occosion to cmphasize on severol oc-
casions, it is artificial -~ although doubtless nccessary for various
rcosons - to study all the tcechnical stondnrds scparately @ protec-
tion agninst boackground noise, protecetion against stations opereting
on the samc or adjocent channcls, protection against f£fading and the
determinntion of the power of stations, arc technical problenms
inextricably bound up with onc another. If attempts were made to
solve them scporately,. any onc of the answers which might be ob~
tained, might be intrinsically sound and scientificelly esteblished
but the agorepetce of the standards odopted risks being such as to
make the establishment of o Plan impossible as 2 result of their
application.

It is’din the light of the preliminary observation that the
conclusions reached in the study CT 186 rcgoerding the protection of
shered chennels, aorc summed up below. It is not superfluous to
rccell thot this otudy was written in March 1948 i.c, before Brussels
Docunent No. 284 :

1) We hove been led o the conclusion thet o protection ratie
of 100 (between médien fieclds) constituted a suiteble stondard,
without the 0,I.R. being ablc to nut forward new data of o systcematie
and truly scicntific nature on the motter. Ve have only considered
the existing deto kmown to all, conteined in the Documents oL
Luccrne, Montreux, Ducharcst and the Regulations of the F.C.C., ond
also taken into account opinions based on long experience, either
of universally recognized scicntific suthoritics (Professors Van
der Pol ond Kotelnikoff), or of profcssional of the Control Centre.
Below this value, the guelity of service risks moré or less scrious
deterioration for a varying percentoge of the time,

Je hove thercfore been led to kecep this value of 100 as the
standeard which should normally be sought in all cascs, ‘

(D;29)_
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2) It seemed to us that the fields to be protected should be
of about 3 mV/m (the figure rctcincd by the Copenhagen Confercnce
is 2.5 mV/m, ond therefore quite no“r) This leads t6 o valuc of
30 (or 25) mlcroV/m for the medion interfering ficld.

A hyvnothesis on the power of the inﬁorfcring stotion must ob-
viously be introducecd in order to verify that such o volue can be
achieved in practicc, A valuc of 50 kW secms reasonable, This gives
a field in the ncighbourhood of 4 mlcroV/m per roadiated kW, Using
the Ceiro curve, this would lcad us to ylﬂco the interfcering stotion
at about 4800 kilometres from the stotion to be protected. It there-
fore scemecd vo us thot the protection standard of 100 could doubtless
not be resveccted in all caoses.

3) With no modification to the conclusions of § 1, i.c. continuing
to regord this stoandard of 100 as desirable and corresponding to a
"reasonably sotisfactory! uchiCC, we were brouzht to the cxamination
of the Irind of ouﬂlltmco of service coxre opondlng to lower protection
~t noqrds. In purtlcul °“1ng up thc problem from IhC opp051te

Urcpﬁrbtlon of a Pl%n ppro timet oly on the 1evcl of uhc present
situation i.c. such 28 would not lcad to a large scole diminution in
the number and the power of the stotions at prescnt in operation,
Simole oﬂlculgilong, besed on stotisticol obscrvations - colculations
found in detail in Document CT 186 - then gave us o protection

value of 20 (oaoro cimately ).

We in no w”y concluded that this velue was satisfoctory, ‘but it
lead us to consider the corrcsponding quality of the services Our
conclusion was thet such quality would be unsatisfactory, that the
correswonding service would be un°ocoptable during ‘oo high a -
percentaze of the time (e.g. 50 %) in the zonc to be protccied, or
agoin, that the zone to be proteected would undergo considers blc
reduction.

But, as some mcy, on the contrgry, assert that such o protcctlon
does, nonetheless, allow of a quality of service 1ccovtﬂble during
a certain part of the time, - short thought this be - or for o cort in
pert = however small - of the térritorxries to be served, and as they
mey contend thot such a service, even réduced in quality and in
cefficiency is prefcrable to nonc ot oll, this predisposed us to
characterise the protection velue ot 20 in this woy. A protection
stenderd of 20 is casy to attein and met certein proactical sharing
conditions in Turope., Dut this standerd corrcsponds to o scrvice of
such attenuated quolity ond efficiency thet it should be considered .
as a very l“st resort and o lower-value should, in any case, be
debarred.

4) Our attention was, for this reason, inevitebly attracted by
the stondord of protcctlon uscd by the F.C.C. whose impoZ¥tance is
undisputed, despite the difference between American and Buropcon
broadcasting conditions. Indecd, therc orce grounds Ffor thinking that
the Amcricons clso met with the conflicting demonds of & sound
technicel besis ond procticrl nccessitices - ond it is useful to know to
what compromise velue they nlso were led. Account tcoken of the foct
the t the interfering field considercd by the F.C.€. is the annunl
10 % of the hourly medion value, this amount of protection may be
considered as being cbout 50, i.c¢. neorer the 100-standard thon thet
of 20 (100 = 40 ab, 50 = %4 db cpproximately, 20 = 26 db approximatelr,)

.
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In conclusion: l. The stendord of 100 is the onc to which
the considerction of o good quality service logically leads.
This is the volue which should be adopted first and for which
the authors of the Plan should strive,

2. If neccssities of a proctical-ond not o technical order,
induced the cuthors of the Plan to deport from the desirable
standard, it should, for good reasons, be forbidden to descend
below o stondard of 20 (and cven if possible to approach it) as
on the onc hand this standard cen easily be reached and on the
other hond it ¢orresponds to a quelity which is already markcedly
unsatisfactory. ' '

3. The stondard of 50 (34 db) might be considered o border-
line (although the veristion in quolity would obviously be cone~
tinous). A protecction of 34 to 40 db - the latter being in prin-
ciple the oim to_be achicved ~ would give a service of satisfac-
tory quality. '

A protcction of 26 to 34 db should be considered insuffi-
cient, but certrin stations might, however, prefcr to receive
an allocation of this quality - corresponding to a pmrtial
servicce - rether than have nonc at 211, A protection of less than
26 db should in any case be proscribed.

B. Memorandum CT 196

Mr., Mercicr, of the French Dclegntion, has kindly mentioned
the part of this Document concerning our 3rd measurement
campaign. '

We would cecmphasize the fact that this campaign is not
concluded, the Documents published are the first to be received
and that they crrived in Brussels on the very eve of the Conference
of Copenhogen with the result that we confined ourselves to
reproducing them without trying to make on analysis or a syn-
thesis.

On a fairly reopid examination of these, and in the
absence of measuremcnts propcr, it secms that no conclusion, as
regards quontity, con at present be elicited as far as the
problem undcr consideration is conccrned,

Beyond confirming the obvious and well-known fact thot

~any sharing reduccs sharply the service area of each trensmitter, the
results have nevertheless brought to light an equally well-known -
faoct but onc whosc importance is sometimes overlooked.

The disturbence due to an interfering stoation seems to
increasce considerably when the lotter does not operate on exactly
the seme frequency as the stotion to be protected (sce, in this
conﬁgction, the curve submitted at Luccerne by Profcssor van der
POl ° ' ’

It would be unwise to conclude from this that, with the

progress made in the ¢onstruction of oscillators and with more
accurate measurcments, the protection rotio might be reduced,
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On the contrary, despite such improvements, fairly wide -
differences in frequencies must be considercd as existing for a .
long time to comc betwecen stations sharing the same channel; this
might justify cven grecter stringency in the determination of
the protcetion ratio.

H, Angl¥s d'Agriac

Director of the Tcchnical Centrc of +the.
International Broadensting Organization.

(Tr.5/R.1/D,29)



-] -
(RD Doc. %13 « E)

 ANNEX

Protcction rotio of wonted:unwanted signol when operating
“on common frcquencics, :

1., Definitions.

1.1, The level of the wonted signol station is measured by the
mcdion veluce of the ficld strcnﬂth Pl of the station ot the
input of thec recciver, This qutntlty is proportional to the
squere of th¢ medisn voalue of the fleld strength E1 at the sitc
ox rcccpuloné

1.2, Tho level of the signol of the unwanted stotion is measured
by the medinn velue of the field stréngth P2 of the unwanted
stotion ot the input of the receiver. This quantity is propor-
tionnl to the sguarce of the medion valuo of the field strength

E2 ot the site of rcception,

1.5, The level of locol interference and recciver noisc 1s
mensurcd by the veluce of the powcr of these intcerfercnces ot
the input of the recciver. This velue is expressed by Po.

1.4, The rotio of the power of the wanted signol to the general
lcvel of the pawer of the interfercncces (1nclud1ng locel
intcrfcrence nnd the signal of the interfering stttlon) below
which rccception is not con51ocrcd s”tisfﬂctory, is cxpresscd

by C. :

When the velucs P P nd P do not Vory, i.€« when
the devietions of their 1ns% sncous valucs in relation to
their medion volucs arc mlnlmum, the conditions for sntisfaoctory
rcception may be cxpresscd. os follows

Pl>q(Pf?&

2. Numcrical volues of the fundomentel guontitics.

2.1, Dynemic chaoracteristic of +the transmitter ond protection
egoinst bockground noisc of the tronsmitter.

It is proposcd to usc modern tronsmitters with o noise
level cqual to or less thon ~60 or -5% db in rclation to the
side=bond at 100 % modulation. (Scé¢ c.ge. Terman ¢ Roadio
Engincor's Hondbook, 1943, p. 626).

2.2, Distribution of thc modulation rote in timc.

The medion VGluc of the modulation rote for brondcasting
tronsmissions is 30 %. During one tcnth of the time the mod-
ulction f£alls to 1% ond lower, corrcsponding to pauses and
"pionissimi" during the brondeasting of concerts,

(D.29)



-8 =
(RD Doc. 313 = E)

23, Crltcrlon of s~tlsfgctory roccntlon.

- The minimum rctlo of the wanted: unwanted signel strength,
according to voarious data, for fading £frce broadenst reception
is considered’ to”Bc 20:1, i.c. 26 db, The valuc C=400 corrcsponds
to thlo rotio.

2.4, Admissiblc durction of interference at o modulation
rete of 1 % '

Teking os normnl crltcrlon the cl rity of o tclephone
transmission (not morc thon 10 % intcrfercnec in time) we
- obtoin from 2.2. that not morc than 10 % is admissible in
relotion to timc when the rotio of the usnble signal to 1 %
moduletion mny be less than C times the interfering signal., (It
is assumcd thot the pouscs end intcervals during which the
modulation rate is low crc spread out uniformly in time and that
their durntion is short in relotion to the frding pcrlod in the

medium W”VCS)

% . Fundomentoal Formulac.

3.1, Pdssibiliﬁics.

1) It is ossumcd thot the interfercncc level is so low
thot it con'be negloeted. The level of the wonted signal P
~is constont. It is ocssumed thot the level of the unwanted %ignal
P, is'subjcct to frding cxpressced by on cxponential frecquency
chrve . '

In this cnsc thc formule 3.1.1. is applicd (sce figure).

2) The level of the wonted signal P, is cohsﬁanﬁ, the-
level of the unwantcd signal is subject t67, f£nding; morcover,
there is o constant intcerfecroence level Po'

In this cose formule 3.1.2, is applicd.

3) P, cnd P, arc subjeet to frnding ond there is local
interfcrcnc% P ’ o% constont level. ‘

In this cosc formula 3.,1.3. is cpplicd.
The coefficicnt 6f the formula 3.1.1. is closc to unitye.

Table of Formuloc.

1. * The probability for the level 6f the constont signol Pl
being, in powcr, lcss than ¢ times the level of the signel P2
subjcet to frding, is given by the formula:

o-K e m e —

(3.1.1.) Q = ¢ when CP, > Py

where @ ) .
K = Log 2 = OQ69300..
and where n is between 1 ond 1.5.

(D.29)
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2. " The probdbility for the level of the constent signol Pl
being, in power, lcss than C times the level of the signal P
subjcet to frding, in thc prescnce of interfercnec of eonsta%t
level PO, is given by the formula:

(P )
I ) ‘KE % - %
(3.1.2.) Q, = c Py

when: PytP > Py
_ , ' C
This formulo con be opplicd if Pl is grcater thon CPog

S The probability for the level of the signal P, subjcet

to fading being less then C times the level of the sIgnal P2,

nlso subjcet to foding in the foce of intcrference of o conStont

lovel P, when P, and P, rcprescnt the medisn volucs of the powers

ot the gnput of The reebiver (sce l.le to 1.3.) is given by the
formula: _

" POC
S - o Py
(3.1.%.) Uz = 1= :
- p
. 2
1+C
Pl'

when C(P24Po) ;) Py

4, Bxomple of Colculation,

Let the simplest cosé be exoamined., When P = 0, C = 400
and the ratio Pl : P2 = 400, satisfactory rcccption will be
obtnincd for 50°% of“the timc. :

By inercosing the ratio PP, to 10,000, i.c. by giving
the protection roatio o value of %O gb, and by ccleulating the
probability of intcrférence in rclntion to the level corrcsponding
to a modulation of 1%, the rcsult obtrincd is that the proboability
of disturbonce ot 1% modulation will be cqual to 98%, i.c. thot )
all parts of an cmission whosc modulation rate is less thon 1% will,
in practice, be rcceived with o wontedsunwanted signal strength
retio of less then 20:1, '

5, Reeccption in the Sceondary Zonc.

Cnlculations mrndc using the formula 3.l1.3. show thet,
foced with fnding of tho twé signnls, the probobility of intcr-
ference incrcascs, ond thet, for on intermedinte velue of the
modulation rote of the wonted signnl, the probability of intcr-
ference with 40 db proteétion, and ot leost 26 db, is 0.04. For:
o modulation rote of 10%, the probeobility of intcrfercnce in-
crcascs to nbout 0.25.

(D ._29‘)
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6. Conclusions.

It cmerges from the plcccdlng considerotions bh“t, toking
into account only the foding of the unwanted signal, o1l ports
of on cmission whosc modulgblon rote is less thon 1% hove a
protcction less thron 26 .db,, on the hypothesis thot there is o
40 db protcction between thé medion velucs of the levels of the
wonted and unwontcd ulﬁn”lb'

The cxistonce of loenl 1ntcrf(ronco renders reccption
conditions cven worsc. In the light of the eobove, it must be-
acknowledged thot the proposcl made by Profcssor ven der Pol,
and supported by Profcssor Kotclnikov, %o fix the standards of
protcetion nt 40 db (sco Document 284 of the Committce of Dight)
is well founded from o scicntific point of vicw and satisfics
the proctical requircments of the reception of radio tronsmissions.

Signed . : Profcssor V. Kessenikh,
" Doctcur ®s scicnces rhysiqucs
et mﬂthem”thuos, , .o
Dclegation of the U.S.5.R. to
tho C E.R.

Copcnhrgen, August 2, 1948,

(Tr.40/R.1./D.29)
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Rapport minimum du champ de llende ddsirée au champ interfs rant K = 1 en.
fonction de la diffirence des friquences et de la gqualité de la récep~ 72
: , _ tion. ,
7000 : * ] ) M.@w A
, 1. ’ e s cxel T evhe exen dern E o Chaﬂp d” SZ!.I"“ .
s ,EV : \\\ D;‘ = chsup interfs rant
e gl \ '\ A® = méme progromne :
‘o= 3 = \ ? = progr'z?mes diff;rents
700 == . = gualité¢ acceptable
5 o II = trts bonne. quolité’
, )‘, 4 III= 4rds bonne qu°11t s DUsique
2 1y 7/ A ;/1;4 IV = tr®s bonne qualité, parole
e g V = stations ouasi-oynchrom.sﬂes (ty;pe 1) |
70 — ’2—3{ VI = stations 4 ondes communes (type 2)
R Ve < = ‘ : VII= qualité nédioere {bande passante 4,500 ¢/s)
,.-L/““‘ T 1L »' : VIII= bonne gqualité (buonde passante 6,500 e/s)
LT b ‘ yd Py N\ ’ IX = qualité excellente (bande p.,xssante 8,000 = 10,000 c/s)
7 : t
) S| il D
ol . /8 N/
62 - : : . | o ‘
.y ‘ ‘ s “ ' ¥ininum ratio of the wanted wave field to interfering field K = E;
“of 02 ‘05 ¢4 - 40 . 400 1000 {0000 700000 as 2 function of the difference in frequencies and of the By
_ ‘ : *Fy -’fé /s - quality of recep’tlen. :
Lefend : o
;. = wonted field
. S ' ' E2 = interfering field
~ Détail de la partie 2 A = come programme
_ ’ B = Jdifferent programmes
il i I = acceptoble quality
Detail qf the part Z II = very good quolity
bt o R ‘ II1 « very good quality, music
B . 'eTauTs YaCTH Z IV = very good quality, snnech ( )
' V = seri-synchronised stations ‘bype 1
o ' . ¥1 = comnon weove stations (type 2)
\‘ : : VII = indifferent quality (pass band 4,5C0 c/.:
\ , VIiIIe good quality (pacs band 6,500 ¢/s)
. IX = execellent quality: (vzss band G,000 -. .10, 000 c/’s)
\ -
\\‘5 \ ’ o . . : : ; “
4 k ' MEHEMAAPHOE OTHOMEHWE HANPAREHHOCTH NOAA XKeNaeMdi BONHH K HANDAMEHHOCTH
‘ \ . moad moMex p _ By B 32BUCUMOCTH OT Da3HOCTU YACTOT M KaUECTB& mpueMa.
\\ \\ o | ' o E3 - S
A\ \IX - 06'ficHeH#e IHAKOB:
\\ \, £ £ ~fe ko /s | El = RelaeMas HANDAREHHOCTH noas
AN | Ez = HopMMeHHOCTH nOAA moOMeX
P vf wns \"s '7 a7 ‘?o. A = -Te Ke camad nporpauua
\ \ B = pa3siuuHHE IpPOrpAMMH
o AN W I = DpeMIeNMOe KaYecTBO
g \ \, II = OUeHb XOpOmee KauecTBO
\ \ . III = MNy3LKa OYEHd XOPOmero kauecTsa
03 | N | IV, = peub OUeHb XQpollero KauecTBa
‘ V = KBa3su-CHHXDOHH3EDOBgHH:e cTamumu (Tunm 1)
VI = cralouu obmux BoaH {(Tun 2)
VII = DocpéncTsernoe kauecTso {momoca 4500 cr)
VIII= xopomee kauecTso (momoca 6500 cr) o
IX = nbpesocxogHoe. kauectso (momoca 8,000 - 10,000 cr)
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Annex NO. 5

NOTE FOR THE WORKING GROUP OF SUB+COMMITTEE 4 A
SUBMITTED BY THE FRENCH DELEGATION

.'.Q_ .
Experiments relating to background noise caused by en interferer.

(Results obtained in the Iaboratory of Radio-
diffusion Frangaise - March 1948,)

Let Eu = intensity of the wanted signal

Let EDb intensity of the unwanted signal (1nterference)
A constant ratio of %5 = 0,1 («20db)

The main transmitter was "on carrier'.
The interfering transmitter was modulated by a fixed frequeney with
o, constant percentage modulation.

The experiments consisted of the measurement of the background noise
introduced into the wanted signal by the interferer.

The level of reference for the measurcment of the background noise
was Eu modulated at 100%.,

1st Case

- Interfering signal modulated at 100 % by a Trequency included
between 80 and 8,000 cps. .

The carriers of the two signals out of phase,
Results:

. (Frequency in e/s: 80 250 400 800 2000 4000 6000 8000
*(Background noise (db):50 48,5 44 40 34,6 34,1 42,5 50

Conmﬂntary'

- A level of background noise of -40 db is obtained for frequen-
cies lower than 800 and higher than 5000.

~ For the least favourable case (-3%4.,1 db) it may be udmltted
that the level of -40 db would be attained, if the ratio ED were
~lowered by about 6 db (40 - 34.1 = 5,9); this ratio would~ “then

become -26 db (Eb 8
2nd Case.
The carriers are in phqse. Table Blrepresents a pereentage

modulation of the 1nterfererequal to 50 %; table B< equals a modu-
lation of lOO %

St330
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gt (Frequencies in CZsé' 80 250 400: 800 2000 4000 8000
= (Background noise (db)36 29 27i5 27 31 44 57

v

Commentary:

A level of background noise of &40 db is obtained for free-
quencies greater than, or equal to. 4000 cps. To obtain the
same level in less favourable cases (400 to 1000 cpss), a level
close to =27 db, it may be admitted that the ratio %% would

have to be lowered by -13 db; this ratio would then become
=33 db &l_ﬂ_b’zi) : '
Fu  44). ; 4 N |
B2 (Frequency in c¢/s: 80 250" 400° 800" 2000 4000 6000 80C
= (Background noise (db): 24 19.4 19.3 19.5 24 37 475 53

Commentary:

These results are the least favourable; the level of «40 db
is only obtained for frequencies higher than 4000 cps.

For frequencies between 200 and 2000, the level obtained
(20 db) leads to the assumption that the ratio ED would have to
be lowered by 20 db to reach the level of =40dbER These cases

‘would thus lead to a ratio of Eb - 1
Eu 100

- 8%t:30
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"Broadcasting Conference September 1, 1948
Kebenhavn, 1948

Submitted in:French

COMMTTTEE 3

REPORT OF THE 16th Mi: TING

28 Lugusth 1948

The lMeeting was not opened until 9.25 2. m., as mony Delego.-
ions were obsent ot the oppointed hour.

The Chairmen szid thot since some Delegations were still not
present he would not procecd immediately to the Agenda but would
start by giving o report of the dec¢isions token the previous.
evening by the Zxecutive Committeec«

He hod not been cble ot the time ©to cornsult the Committe
its wishes regarding the use of its time but he hed, in any ¢
asked for three Committee 3 mectings,; which hod been duly
schcduléd for llonday evening, Wednesday evening and Thursday
morning. He furnished recsons why thesc times and dates had to be
accepted. As to the Joint Group which was to exomine the question
of the date of application of the Convention, it had been agrecd
that its Meccting should be held Tuesdcy morning. A small Sub-
Group of Committee 3 would be formed with Mr. Busak in charge.

The Chairman consulied the Czechoslovok Delegoate regarding the
composition of the Group. lir, Busck considered it unnecessary that
it should have os mony members as Yorking Group 3 B.

S

After an cxcharge of views it wos agreed theot Committce 5
should be represented on the Group by the Delcgates cf the U.5.0.0 .,
United Kingdom, Switzerland (Confederation), Italy, Czechoslovolic
and Francce.

At the suggestion of the Delcegote of the United Kingdom the
Comnitteéc decided thot the porticipation of the Delegotes of the
I.F.R.B. ond the I.C.L.0. was indispcnscble. This opinion was
shcred by the Dclegote of Czochoslovakia,who upon the request of
the Exccutive Committec had agreed to preparce the work for the
Joint Group. Hc was ‘herecfore centrusted with the drefting of o
working documecnt which would include the Articles in question of
the Iuccerne and Montrcux Convention, refercnce to bonds sllocated
to brocdcasting by the Radio Regulcotions of Cairo ond Atlontic
City, on cxccrpt of the Reporits made in Vérking Group B by the
represematives of the IWF.R.B. and the I.C.A.0. and of & protest
made by the Italicon Delegatio n.

The Delcgate of the United Kingdom sugrested thot, with o vicw
to accelcerating the work of the Confercnces, the Joint Group under
discussion might rccecive its Terms of Reference from both the
Broadcasting Confecrence and the Maritime Confcerence. Upon being
conculted lMr. Busak scid he considered that the entry into forcc
of the decisionsof the Maritime Conference was inseparsbly bound
up with the cntry into force of the Broadcasting Plan. The
proctical solution scemed to be to invite one of the Delegates of
the Maritime Conference to participate in the work of the Joins
Group.
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After on exchange of views the Commitiee decided that Mr.
Busak should "b& commissioned to obtain the agreecment of the Chair-
man of Committee 4 of the Mo iﬁime Conference, for the participation
of = Dcleggie of that Conference, The Commitiee p05uponed the
examln tion of the Minutes subsequent to the 8ths Meeting as the
translations therecof had not as yet been circulated.

The Agenda calléd for o second rcading of the texts approved

at the first rcnding. However the Cnoirman first wished to meke

o report on the exchonge of views he had had with the Chairman

of the Conference, in accordance with the decisions of the
Committee, on various rclated questions. First, the respective
places of the Convention and +the Plan: Mr, Holmblad considered

that the Plan and the Convention could; doubtless, be signed
separately, but noncthecless the Plan wos cmexed to the Convention
and one could not epprove the Plan without “pprov1ng the Convention
and vice-~versa.

The Delegate of the United llngdom shared this point of view,
the Plon was velid only in conjuaction with the Convention, which
wos the bu51c juridicel Document .

and VlCC‘VCTuMc

hs for the second point discussed with Mr. Holmbled, reser-
vations or statements;the two terms seem to overlap; it was Mr.
Holmblad's intention to see the agregate of the reservetions
placed after the Convention and the Plen and the 51gnbuures
affixed thereto. Such rCscrvﬁ%fons were stetements, but they dld
non reducc the Vglldlby of mhc Plu Tﬁd’ he Conventlon.ﬂ

He (ohc Chﬂnrmén) uhought thls poin mlght well be discussed
by *h@ ommliueea ‘ o S

The Deicggte of uho United Klnﬂdom bclleved thgt such reser-
vations would be no-less importont for those making them than the
Convention itsclfe It sccmed to him that they were = part of the
contract. He 1nviuoa Mr. Pennetta and Mre Leproux to express their
onlnlons, . : ' o D :

- mhe Cnblrnjn gave o short account of- post procedure. At
Tuceirne ond lonbroux the S"“temcnﬁs had been ploced after the
Acts. However; the Lucerne text contained besides the’ 51gnutures,

a Final Drotocol contéining & partial non-”cccptance on the part
of the United Kingdom. Mr. Penneta confirmed that the reservations
were of 2 Conbrcbbucl nhturcﬁ o '

The Delcgute of Czechoslovnklﬂ siated‘ he" *he ?1cn could not
be pcrfccn unless there were no reservations. He recalled that
ot Atlentic Clty,'”fbcr the Convention, supplementary Documents
hod benn signed, i. e» o finel Protocol cnd an Additional Protocol.
£1) the reservations had been made before the - signing of the Fincl
Protocol. The zddltlon~1 Prot ocol was, on the other hbnd, quite
o different Document. B

Mro’LeprouX‘s;id‘thp* the reservetions should pfeéedé the "
signoture and that they formed o pert of the Act which was the
subject at signature. Unfortunﬂiely, in the I.T.U. Conventlons the

- (32)
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51gnstures were only affixed to the Acts long after they had beexn
glVGnr as they were written on loose leaves sometimes long befors
the Convention had Leen set up, Such procedure wos completely

abnormal and might explain why it had not been possible to include
the reservations in the complete texts compiled at a later date,
wherein the signatures might be placed to better advantage.

The Sesretary of the Conférence gave a short history of the
procedure by way of explanation, He stated that the Delegates
might at any time retract the signatures they had given; any re-
servations had to be notified to all the Delegates before the
signing so that they might be grouped before signing in a Final
Frotocal,

The Chairman consulted the Committee, which agreed to ac—
cept this procedure. He then called the Delegates!' attention to
Document RD 276 dealing with the preparation of signature slips,
and especially to paragfaph 4, The cdeadline for the deposit of
specimen signatures was set for August 28, It was therefore time
to comply w1th the request.

The Deﬂegatc of Italy observed that at Atlantic Clty all the
statements or reservations had been adopted before the s1~n1ng in
Plenary Assembly; they had been annexed to the Convention for the
purpcse of a general inclusive ("globale") signing.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom stated that the French
word "global" was usually applied to a unilateral act of the
signatory containing solely explanations which did not in any way
affect the terms of the contract. The word reservation concerned
specific provisions, ancillary to the Convention, which might be
discussed and had, in any case, %0 be accepted by the signatories
in order <o be admisiible, ‘

The Delegate of Eﬁlpt confirmed from personal experience
that, the "reservations" to which the United Kingdom Delegate
had just alluded and which were contained in the Lucerne Conven-
tion had been discussed and accepted.

The Delegate of Italy also confirmed from personal experi-
ence that the rescrvatlons had been examined at Lucerne by a spe-~
cial Committee which had accepted some and rejected the others.

e e e

vere not It was probnble ﬁhat at Lucerne the United Kln dom
reservations inserted before the signatures indicated the admls—
sion by the contracting parties of a partial non- acceptance of
the texts by the United Kingdom. A% Montreux, on the contrary,
the "statements'" inserted "vlooalement” after the signatures were
not intended to have such a significance.

The Delegete of Italy remarked that when he said that the
reservations had been adopted, it meant that they had been decided
on by the Plenary Assembly. The Lucerne procedure seemed to him
preferable,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom considered that any
Delegate who was unable to sign according to the normal procecdure

(D-35)
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should be able to supply the signature of his Government through
its diplomatic representatives, instead of giving a signature,
without knowing to what the signature would finally apply.

The Chairman said that each Delegation was free to follow -
whatever procadure 1% thought fit. If a Delegation signed in ®miverns:
howevor, it had to specify wnﬁthor or not it wished to associate.
itself with any "statements™ or ..iervations™, which might be
adopted. ’ :

The Secretary of the Conference reported that it would be
possible to distridbute all the late Hinutes bJ the following
Tueuo-Jg The CnaLrnan propoueé therefore that the Committee should
examine them on Vednesday. Proposal acgents

362

<
«:Cc

Discussion was onened on the second reading of the texts.

The Delegate of the U,5.5,H. poin ueo out the difficulty of a
second reading of texts which had not ye been diotribvteda
After. an exchange of views the
texts approved at tHe firet z af
Drafting Committee, This proposa as adopted
minor nature adopted by the Draf g Committee might be brought
to the attention oi Committee % at the time of the second reading.
The final text was to be decided upon in Plenary Assembly.

"hovlu Te rufe red to the
opted.Corrections of a

The Chalmman said that the Committee would have to complete
certain of the vexts apnroved at the first reading after certain
supplenentary b60181ons had been taken, cospecially in regard to

the place of deposit of the Convention, and the qualllled authority
To recoive notifications of accession, ratification, etcs

inrdom called the Chairman's
elegation's request-iconcerning
llcatlon of the Convcutlon to

The Delegate of the United Xi
utten+ion Lo the United ’jnﬁfcn D
the inclusion of an articie on

non-agutonomous territories.

The Chairman said that this propo al had not been upheld by
the Working Group, ”owever Th e Un ted qugdom.Delovn*lon might

raise it again at the smcond reading,
. : ?

. The Delegate of (zechoslovalda called attention to the re~
uolvtnon adopted by = o Jo%kznﬁ Gr oup B concer ning notification
by che Secretariat of the Conference of the Plan for the- dlstr1~
hution of frequencies, The text read as follows:

"Mhe Zuropean Broadcasting Conference hereby decides that the
. Frequency Allocation Plan as a whole shall be notified by
“The Secrctariat of the Conference as soon as possible to:

a) . ihetP.L B, Jor incorporation in the International Frequency
is
3

b) the Secretariat of the I,T.U,,

(32)
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The Lrequencies allocated by the Plan'saall bear as date of
notification in the International Frequency Iist the date of
gignature of this Convention",

He (Mr, Busak) proposed addlng the following note to the
precedlng text:

iSuch notifications must be completed as far &@s possible by

individual notifications from Administrations.!

The Committee was of the opinion that it might postpone exami-
nation of this text until after the Tuesday Meeting of the Joint
Group, By then it would be known whether the Conference itself
could furnish all the necessary information or whether, in accor-
dance with the suggestion of the Italian'Delegate, seconded by
Bgypt, it might not be simpler for the P, F,B, an1ng received the
Plan {o apply directly to all the Admlnlstratlons for the re-
quired details, The question would therefore be taken up again
in Committee the following Wednesday,

The Cheirman presented for the following Monday's lfeeting the
following Ageﬂaa whieh was approved,

1, second reading of the texts referred by the Prafting
Committee

2, possible examination of the Article dealing with the
expert,

Wednesday's leeting should complete this Agenda, approVe the
Minutes of the Ieetln08¢rom the 8th, on, and discuss the con=
clusions in MNr, Busuk'° Report,

The lMeeting rose at 12.15 P. M,

J 1, Ieproux, - J, lleyer;
° Chairman,
Rapporteur, '

'(Tr;42/R4/D32)
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BUROPHEAN CROADCASTING RD Document No, 316-E
CONTEZRLNCE . 1 Scontember, 1948
TORTNHAVI, 1948 : _ ‘
Submittcd in: Ruszian
SITIME R
D10 CCNE CB ‘ - EAR o

oument No. 1532
septemner, 1948

RE20RT on the Jjoint mccting of ?oranQ Groups, i1.e.

G e e (LAt Zm J PR T z vy 171 -:rn H
dorking Group 3 D of Cemmittee 3 and Working Group 5 A
of* Cormittce 5, held oh 31 JAuzust 1945 ccnccrnlnb Tho
Gate of cntry into force of %ha Plen and the Convention.

The meceting vas attended by: the Dclegotions of:

The S.5.R. of Ziclorussia, Delgiun, Czcchoslovalia,
Ttaly, Switzcrland,; the 5.5.R. of the Uhr@iao the United Dingdoi,
the U.S.8.R. and else the Obscrvers of the Internetionnl Civil
Aviation OrOLQ139u1ﬂn ancd the 1,F.R.D.

1) The joint mecting of Working Grouns cxamined the document DD,
Ja. 290 Whio“ _was buomit“od by the Lorking Groupn 3 B and aporoved

ct

It wvas agrecd that in the intercst of all scrvices the Plan and
he Convention ousht to come into force 2s soon as possible with a
lew to »putting «n end to the disorder in the ether. In view of
he 00ﬂ°1corznlc aAifficulty of nrcnarln" the new International
Frequency List and the uncorteinty of the cate of its comnlciion,
it would not oo rcasonablce Lo cclu whe comdng into force of the
Plan andé the Convention until the Uublicaﬁion of the List. Tor
this rcason it would appear nccessary to approve the reccommcndation
of COMmlticu 3 which suggested that the Conference should f£ix the
term of a,ollc“*lon of the ¥lan incependently of the date of the
coming into force of the ncw International List of Freocucncics,

The Represcntative of the I.F.I,B., called attention to the
Gifficultics which woulc rcsulu from the coming into forcc of
Plan before the nublication of the Intc”nﬂuloﬂbl Treguency Llut
if other scrvicoo, anart frowm broadcasting, ha»npcned to work on onc
of the bends in gucstion, using it in accordance with stipulations
of the Cairo Resulations.

2 Ls rogards the aef“nito date of the

L cntl into forcc of the Plan
end the COﬂVunbiOH, the following datces have

been mentioncd:

ist July 1949: This date would be most decsireble. 1t wvould
mect the wishes of th mii of the Buropecan Arca who would
like to rcmccy the chaos in the chhcr as quickly as possible, lleny
Uelegatcs consider this catc as feasible; 1f Goveramcents ond
Administrations makce 2CCSsary CiLOle, it would be possible in
hs to overcome the *cchnlcul cifficultics

the coursc of 9 - 1 1
which night arise 9 e rosult of the trensfer of radic stations
from the old to the ncw frccucncics.

Ist January 1950: Several JCl getes consider that this cate
is too distant. Others, on the other hend, hold that it is the only
nossible one, consicering that it is ncccssary to accomnlish téchnical
changes in the fLittings of rodio stotions. In hlo oonncction
attc ntion was callcd to the difficulties which arc being occosioncd
by she reconstruction of scrials: +the »nren ”“”ElOﬁ of quartz, the
_L; ,, _LV

sition to a gynchroniscd network and other technical problens,

-]

.

(@2
N~
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Spring 1950: This dote is still more distant. It had been pronosca
Tor r,eﬁons of a scasonal character with the objcct}of using. the .
soring ¢ the summer for the accomnlisbment of supplemeniary mounting

=

’opurgtlons which might become indispenseblce if within the firs
neriod of work followlng upon the apnlicetion of the ncw Plan intcr-
ference should becone cvident in one radio station or another.

“the Obscrver of the Intcrnetional Civil Avistion Orgonisstion
remarked that, as for as aviectien was concerncd soring was the nos
suiteblc time for cffccting the transition to the new plan undcer

v o o

the casicst possible metecorological conditions, He would prefer
spring 1949, but if that date could not be accented, he WOulQ not
care to accomnlish the changes in the late avtumn or in winter, whon
the conditions of flight arce much morc difficult.

~ As in coursc of the discussions & ncv surcely technical asncet
of the mattcr had becn brought up, it was oﬂﬂfuﬁuoé thet the Technical
Committce should not submit its conelusions concerning the verious
aatcs wosulole for Lh achicvenent of the technical reconstruction of

redio stetions, before Committec 4 had the new plen at its disposal,

After an cxchancge of vicws the 301n+ nceting of orking Grouns
cane to the IOllO&ln” conclusion:

o) The rccommon datlomp Siven b Comnittcce 3 re the extry into force
of the Plen anc the Convention, beforc the accomylishnent of srepara-
tory work for the comyilation of the ncw Tntcmn tional Froquency List
arc well fitted for the purpose ond should be approved. Tho Oog vom
of the I,F.I.D. has nadc a declarailon o1l wnlc subjcect which ig
enncxed to this Re goru. :

b) Considcring the importance which s2ll scrviees atiach to a speedy
rectification of the disorder in the c¢ther it is very desircble that
ag carly a catc as »nossible be fixed for the entry into forcc of tiwe

Plan and the Convention, viz, lst July, 1949,

c) Ls part of the Delegntions havc cxpressced theilr fear that the
technical chengses of radio stetions vhich arc nceessary in conncetion
with the pntry ‘into force of the new nlan might reguire o consider.-
ably longer tlmu, and leve therefore 7TO)OULC that the Concniimgen Tlen
be introcuced on lst'J"nuarv or 15th ¢ob“u9ry 1950, Committcc ﬁ

shou]c bec requested to- study this gucstion Toon thc teshnical asneet
cnd to intimate its coaclu sions relating to ceccotable veriods of

time within which these technical nmodifications of radio stations
mlgnt be accomnlished., After thet dihis qucstion should he subniticd
agein to vorking CGroups 3 B and 5 A for further dcliberation.

The Chairman of th
of orlzing Grouns

¢ joint mecting
30 aend 5 A

Rokoninc

(D.16)



(RD Doc. Ho. 315-7 and LAR 153-3)

DECLARATION of Obscrvers of the T.F.T.L, re: the
ﬁiucu331on 7hich ook Ql&co-ai the joiat ncciving
of Vorking Grouns hold on 31, ZLur uuu, 1943,

e v are e o e ow e ww w4 e ey e e an e - wn ww e

~i70 Regulotions had assigned

Ple regerds the bande vihideh the
"0 t .hlcb the Atlentic vltJ

to- services other than Broadecasting,

Resuletions allotted snecifically to Broadc “"ulﬂb, the Obscrver of
tine L.F,R.L. comsiders that the cntry into forcc of the Plan befor
the detc of the actual »nublication of the Intcrnational Freguoency
List would be admissiblc only under the concition that the scrvicces
vorking at this noment in these bands, in accordancce with the

t:, [on O

Coiro Regulations, retvain their right to a legel, rcal, and adcquate
orotecction from interfcrcncc. If radio stations auflcrln“ from
intorfcrono@ of this description arc not adequetcly grot Ptu from
it, the funcitioning of BTOﬂCCFStln, stations in the salld bands wvould
he contrer; to Article 3 of the Atlantic City Repulations. ond

in ﬁﬂ*“lculﬂr to paragrandh 3 of that Lrticle." :

D.10



Buropean " RD Jocument Mo, 316 - E
Broadcasting Conferenge - ' Ceptember 1, 1948

Kebenhavn, 1948

‘ Submitted 1n° Trench

[T S

17th Meeting - Mondayv, %0 Ausust 1948

Lno heetlnﬂ vas opened at £.10 pymy by the Chairman of the
“ommlmmee, txr. J“Ooue% UJLJR. ;

Apﬁroval of the linutes of the &th, 9th, 10th, llth, l2th
and 1%th. lleetings was postponed, all the translations not have
‘beén Gistributed: 4

“he “Zheairman inférmed the Jomumittee of cerxrtain observations
which the Drafting CJommittee (Jommittee 6), under the Chairmenship
of i, li @Z A, had made when ewamining the texts which had deen
subaitted to it. The observations were contained in ..ocument 294,
The Committee was 1o ctudy them during the second reading of the
texts., :

£y N2

This reading, was then begun, taking as basis locument 293,
the corrections being noted, '

The Comaittee decided

1) 2 l - list of countries: "Poumanian Feople ' Republic" <o

rage
be written in place of "lloumania", and this country %o be placed
in its new alonﬂbeuwcal position.

Pfrezmble: the Chairman preferred the origindl text to the new

one.,
2) ~are 2 - Duecution of the Convention end of the Plan.

asked that the Inglish

The ielegate of the United Lirsdon
translater refer to Document 294 to bring the Znglich eyt into’
line with the wording of *uls cocupent., '

§ 2 - 2nd line: after "%JOJCCpuhlﬂL GQLionu,”.... to read

B

situated in the Buronean LroaGesa stln" Area".

The Lrafting Committee 's atiention to be called to the last
part of the last sentence reading "Excent uncer the conditions
provided for in Article ...." which should be at the oeélpning o
naragzraph 2 and should relate to both sentences ol this paragrash.

Papge 3 - Lefinitions. o
Y

Ciefinition 3 copncerning the Plan 1o be completed by. the
following words: "or any revieion thereof which may be substitutec
therefor, after the entry into force of such revision."

*-“c T - Revision o the Conventicn and of the Zlan.

The Chairman remarked that the new text had given rige o
N -, b

observations by iho b,u,u.h ielegate, as regarcs subgtance.

whe DD
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The lelegate of the U.0L.S5,R. proposed that the original texd
be reftained, in order to preserve the original icea of the Yugoelav
elegate, w“o wes 1ts author. This groposal was accepted, lowever,

it would be written:

in the 3rd line - "Governments of the countries of the i..,"
n

instead of "Governments of the ....

in the Jrd line - "Buropean 3Sroacdcasting Area. The Jonference -

inatead of "Area, b0 be i..." Commitiee 6 o cone sider whether to
rite “oonurmcwing Coverrments” in place of "Goveraments" in the
'fﬂd1 line of para.

‘.E(}. - J.\L_LO w’i)iOIl&

to certain mkembers oi the
to review the natter,

$ 2 ¢id not geem clear enough
ee, The irafting Committee

fal

fage 9 - Lodification of the ¢1aﬂ.

he Lelegate of the U.b.s u_ﬁJ sugoested dn amendment to
§ 1. ) which concerned only uuo~wrenca Tenv, and walch vas
aconted. :

Phe “Lelegate ol the United 1n ‘com Crew the Comaittee's
atte nilon 1o the desire exoreg sed by the Haritime Confercnce 1o
see incorporated in the Convontlon certain provisions in the At-
lantic City texts which ,articularly concerned it,

The Chairman felt that the question envisaged could not be
taken into consideration by Commlttoo 3 until phO Maritime Coniferenae
nad been officially pcluca of it.

Apropos of the sccond paragraph of § 2 a), Hr, Studer obser-
ved that it would be of 1ntereot to Lmve some gencrul exolanation
from the I.F.R.B. representative as to the respective functions
of his organization and of the'SecretarypGeneral, in the matterx
of frequency notification. "

The I.F7,R.B, Observer statcd thaot the provisions of paragraph
2 of the proposea Article overlapped the regulations governing the
I.7R.Bs, in particular with respect to paragraph 6 on page T4 of
Article 11 of the Radie ﬂcrulﬁtlonu. However, in view of the prac-
tical advantages which should rceult from prsparwtlon of the ground
for modifica tlono ags envisaged in the proposed Armlclo, the I.T.R.B,
considered thet it would be neither desirable nor nece sary to insis.
that all modifications t6 & regional agreement should oo negociated
solely through the I.F.R.B. He cqna;dorec hat the prlnolplo of
the proposed procecure was admissible under paragraph 9 on pzge
75 of the Regu latlona,‘although this pa rafraph Gi¢ not specifically
refer to mocdifications, He did not obgect to the proposed Article
but pointed out that the I.F.R.B. must be notified of all modific*+-
well in advance so that the guestion of interference w1ih stations
in other regions could be examined, in accordance with the Lecgula-
”tJ_,OIlS. :

As the procedure laid down in the Article c¢alled for the ne-
gociations to be carried out through’ the Sgex retapy-Goneral, while
the Radio Hegulations ass 1gncd the I.ﬁ.R.B. simjlar duties, he
considered that confusion and loss of time mig ht result., uor”ovor
the I.TW.R,B, regulations allowed for a’uhorter period for OvaCLlODS
than that allowed in ‘the pronoued Article, With the object of
achicving the most speedy and efficient method of conducting the .
egociations, he suggested the substitution of the procedure of
Section III on vage 74 of the Rﬂguldulons, for the p= ng aph 2 of the
pronosed Article of the COHVODthﬁy

St:30
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F0710hln~ on - ex changb of views, the Conmittec d&Cl@Ld that
-§ 2 wnulu b‘rnfyvod in toto, to be exanined as scon.as the I.F.R.B.
r@nruueh%ﬂtlv had proposed a new text.

A discussion took place between the Delegate of Czecho-
slovakin, who considered the text adequate, and other Delegations,
pr1n01pally that of the United XKinsdom, vwho wished to introduce

supplenentary details into it, mentioning, for example, the
I.F.R.B.'s role,

Thé Obscrver of the I.F,R,B., when consulted, rescrved his
oninion, '"he text of the Article wes retained, subject to pos-—
sible revision of its first paragraph in a Plenary llceting
following lr. Busak's sugpestion.

Pogpe 13 - Genersl Technical Provisions.

The Chairman proposed an amendment to the 3rd line of § 1.2,
wiich did not affect the En”lloh tcxt.

Following an obscrvation by the Delcuutc of Portugal, this
text was accepted.

X pie
. The Committee proccecded to, and approved, on second recading,
the renainder of Document 293, the study of which the Drafting
Committcece had not complcted and purtluul rly sub-paragraph 2 of
2 on page 14.

The Article concerning Conference Fxpenses was adopted.

It was agreed that there would be no notes in the Convention
but that these would figurc in the Minutes of the Plennry Assembly
which was to approve the text,

The Chairmon asked the Committec if it wished to proceccd to
discussion of the substance of the three Articles relating to
accession, ratification and the expert, which were in obeyance,

The Committec prcferred to postpone their consideration
until the next meeting.

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia said that he had subnitted to
the Cormittee, Documents Nos,299 and 300, which constituted the
-cumentation of the Joint Group which was to study, on the
following day, certain gquestions on the Convention 1In reserve.

The Chairmen said that it was necessary that the Committce
approve those docunents, The txts werc tlon approved unaninmously,
subject t0 & modification of detail requested by the Delegate of
the U.5.8,R,: viz. in the last paragraph but onc of Document 299
delvto. TThis dote might for example be 1 January 1950," In the
iast paragraph Nghothor this datese. .o to be replaced by "what
date....", and the phrasc in percnthesis, " (or pooblbly enother
date)", also to be deloted.

(Df,19)
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(RD Doc.No.316 E)

At Mr, Busak's sugsestion, and after agrecement with ¥r,
Mctzler, Chairman of the Drafting Committec, the next mcetings
of Committcecs 3 and 6 on the folloWwing Wedncsdoy were inter-
chonged: ” Committec 3 to mecet ot 9.00 a.m., ond Committcce 6 at
8,00 p.mis

The Agenda for the Committce to be:

= Approval of Minutes ;

1

Report of the I.F.R.B. Reprecsentative on the
rescrved texts

Report of Mr. Busak on the Joint Group's work ;

Articles on ratification and accession ;

Expcrits.

The Meeting rose at 11,10 pam.

J.M., Leproux, o | ~J. Meycr,

Rapportcur, ’ Chairman.

(1r.15/R.4/D.19)



SUROPEAN BROADCASTING
CONTZRTINCE
KPDEHHAVYN, 1948

RD Document No. 317-D
1 September, 1945

Submitted in: French

Agenda of the Meéting of the Plenary Assembly

of §

- s e e ew  we  ma o~

1.

entember 4 at 9,00 a.m.

s wm s A em o - a

-

Approvai of Minutes andwﬁeports of the following meetings:

Minutes of the

2nd liceting, Tuescay
i} " “ednesda
v i Thursday
KHinutes of the
3rd keeting, Triday
' " Tuesday
) : Friday
dinutes of the

4th leeting, llonday

Reports of the Joint RD/MAR Committiee éntrusted with
ution of exvensest

exemination of the distrib

Doc. lo. RD QOSKMAR 103,
voc. Lo. RD 244/akk 117,
Doc. Ho. RD 249/UAR 118,

referrec to Plenary

July 13, RD Doc. Noi 117 )
vy ' 14, RD Doc. Fou 113 )
" 15, RD Doc. Noi 119)
July 2%, RD Doc. lo. 167 )
July 27, RD Doc. uno. 182 3
\ end 219
July 3G, BD Doc. Io: 133

August 2, RD Doci No. 210

1st meeting, August 5

Assembly for adontion)

Zna meeting, August Lu. .
Renort of Committee 1 (this revor

Corrigendum
Doc. 287

Corrigendum

Doc. 178
Corrigendun

docs 262 and 271,

()

ne

Ve
v

2. DBxemntion from contribution of certain organizations, namel
rrotntedh Al i L e e et M tre ittt 3N

a) I.F.R.D, I.T.U. o

’Z T\“TOEQ ». ] *
b), U.H.B.S.C.0. § _

b), 1.C.4.0.
c)
¢)

Adoption of

O’I.T{.. hand
U.I.R. -~ see

5.

roenization

ecialised agencies

RD Document To. 235
RD Docume.t No. 256

texts et first reading

Series No,

Committee Repnorts.

5. lHMiscellaneous..

1 —- RD (blue), RD Doc. ¥No. 295, annex to RD Document

294

— Jhre

(Tr.1%/R.40,42/D.16)



_ EUROPEAN RD Document No. 318 -~ E

BROADCASTING CONFERENCE ~ TSeptember 1, 1948

24

3
4.

Kebenhavr, 1948 o N
- Submitted in: Russian.

Committee 4
(Technical Cbmmittee§

Agenda of the 9th Plenary Meeting

SeptémberMZQdﬂl948

Approval of Document RD No. 303 with amendments indicated
in Doc, RD ..... regarding protection of adjacent channels.

Approval of Document RD No. 223 with amendments indicated
in Doc. RD 275 regarding directional aerials.

ApproVal of Document No. 261 regarding synChrbniSed networks.

Approval of Document No. 309 . regarding technical requirements

for the expert.

Chairman of Committee 4

Makaroff -

'(St.45)



BUROPEAN , RD Document No.3%19 - B
BROADCASTING CONFERENCE September 1, 1948 '
KOBENHAVI, 1948 | Submitted in: French

Questions transmittéd by Committee 3

for the consideration of Joint Sub-Committee 5 A - 3 B

1, - On 19 August 1948, Committee 3 had approved the Artiecle on
the notification of frequencies (See Doc,RD 245,I) according to
which freguencies zllocated by the Plan bear as date of notifica-
tion for the International Frequency List the date of signature
of the Broadcasting Convention (Copenhagen), The I,F,R.B. Observer,
however, had objected to that date for the notification of fre-
guencies in shared bands (or in derogation): +the date of approval
of the International Frequency List, which had the advantage of
being a legal date, would, he thought, be more appropriate for
the frequencies in the bands within whieh the various sérvices
were put on an equal footing (this was also applicable to priority).

Committee 3 deemed it preferable to defer final decisions on
that subjeet until the final allncations of frequencies in shared
bands (and possibly in derogation - see Doc. D 263-E, page 4) were
known. ’ 3

- Committee % requested Joint Group 5 A ~ 3 B to express its
views on the subject as soon as possible.

2. uring the same meeting of 19 August 1948, Committee 3 adop-
ted a draft resclution stipulating that the global notificaticn
of the freguencies allocated in the Plan was to be made to the
P.F.B. by the Secretariat of the present Conference, (See Document
RD 245,II), The I.T.,R,B. Observer took the opportunity of drowing
the attention of Committee 3 to the fact that '

"as the Plan will not include all the information required
by paragraph 4 of Article 11 of the Radio Regulations, the
action called for by the Resolution proposed in RD Document
245 will require to be supplemented by notification by in-
dividual Administrations in the normal manner as soon as
possible." ‘ ‘

(See Doc.RD 263 - page 5).

When this resolution was considered again during the meeting
of 28 August 1948 (see Doc.RD 314), Committee 3 decided to refer
it to Joint Group 5 A - 3 B for consideration, Some Delegations

held the opinion that the text of the resolution could be amended
by inserting the following text: .

"Phese notifications shall be completed by individual noti-
fications on the part of the Administrations if the P,F.B. so
requests". ' ' '

J. MEYER, Dr, BUSAK,

Chairman of the Committee, Chairman of Group 3 B.



EUROPEAN E RD Document Ko, %20 - E
PROADCASTING CONFERENCE September 2, 1942
{gbenhavn, 1948

Submitted in: Frenoh.

COMMITTEE 6

(Drafting Committee)

Revport of the 2nd leeting

Wednesday, l'Séptember 1948

The Meeting was opened at 8.20 p.m. by the Chairman, lir.Metzler
,1tzerland)

The Chairman noted with regret that the Delegation of the
U.5.3.R. was not able to be jresent at the Meeting. He asked the
Russien interpreter, lir. Volkonsky, to take notes for ilr. Arbuzov
of the textual changes that might be made during the. Meeting.

He. then passed to the examination of the Report of the 131
Meeting, Document RD 294. No objections were raised and the Report
was adopted, '

The Chairman then pointed out that the Committee had not
finished,at the preceding Meeting, its examination of Document
RD 293, entitled "Texts submitted by Committee 3 to Committeet".
Pages 14, and 15 remained to be examined.

2

Moreover, the Organisation Committee had, that morning, entrust-
ed the Chairman. of the Drafting Committee with the drawing up of
two distinct texts for each of the Articles concerning ratification,
accession, and denuncistion, to take into account the two podsible
existing channels for those communications. The texts of the three
Articles were contained in Document RD 312 and were also examined
by the Committee.

The modifications made in each alternative wording are contained
in the appendix to this Report, and the whole of the texts as
revised by the Drafting Committee are contained in Jocument RD 321,
blue text, Series No. 2. '

Finaelly, the Committee examined for the last time Document
RD 295, blue text, Series No. 1.

These texts had already undergone some changes at their second
reading by the Organisation Committee. After an exchunﬂe of views
the urﬂltlnb Committee decided to make the following changes:

Page 1 - List of Countries.

In the French text all the initial letters of the names of
countries to be written in capitals..

Pape 1 - Preambibt

Remove the comma in the last line but one after "thereto'.

(5t.45)
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(RD Doc. No. 320-I)

Page 6, § 2 a) 2nd. paragraph.

In the French text, replace the words. "notifié" and "notifi-
cation" by the words "communiqué" and "communication'.

§ 2 1), lst paragraph.

In the French text, replace the word "notification" by
the word "communication".
Page T.

In the French text, remove the asterisk in the text, as
well as the footnote at the bottom of the page.

XXX XX

A discussion took place on the modification proposed by the
Delegate of the Vatican Clty to Committee %, to the affect that
the words " .u... xcepu under the conditions provided forin Article
«v... " should apply not only to the second sentence of § 2., but
also to the first sentence., The Drafting Committee believed this to
be a basic question which would have to be submitted to the Plenary
Assembly, before Committee settled the final form of the Lrticle.
It considered that the reservation in question did, in fact, apply
only to the sccond sentence of § 2. :

The Chairman stated that the Agenda had been completed. He
undertook to make the necessary explanations in the Plenary Assembly
concerning the changes made by the Committee in the texts.

The Meeting rose at 10.00p.m.

Arm, VWolf, Dr. B. Metzler,
Rapporteur, Chairman.
(Tr.42/R.4/S%.45)

CORRECTIONS and MODIFICATIONS

made to the texts of Documents RD Nos. 29 3
0

%12, and 29
by the Drafting Committee at its lleeting 1

!
£ ueptemour l G

e wr e s > e - o wr .

RD No. 293, pages 14, and 1%: no modification.

R) No, 312.
page 1, Variant I; last part of second paragraph to read;
M nese wach shall notify the other signatory Govern-
ments and acceding Governments, and the Secretary Gene-
ral of the International Telecommuniestion Union of each
ratification.”

Variant II; end of second paragraph to read:
".ve.. Who shall notify the ofther signatory Governments
and the acceding Governments of each ratification,”

(D-35)




page 2,

R SR

(RD Doc. No. 320-E)
-Add as third paragraph:
"Ratifi cation shall include approval of the Plan/

Variant I; second paragraph:

page 3,

“delete the comma after the words "... acceding Governments.'

Variant I; § 1., first line:
replace "Each"
by "Any"

Variant II;
make the'game changes.as in. Varlant I.

(Tr. 42/R. 4/D=35)



European Broadcasting Conference (CER)
(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 321

Note: The following documents were issued in relation to this document:

e Document No. 320 — Annex to Document No. 321



BLUE PAGES .

‘RD Docament No 321 ~ E
September 2, 1948,

European
Broadcasting Conference

Kebenhavn 1948, o :
Annex to RD Doc. 320-E

TEXTS

adopted by ‘ _
the Drafting Committee (Committee 6)
(Meeting of September 1)
and submitted
to the Plenary Aésembly
for first reading

Convention

General Technical Provisions (§.2.2) P10
Conference EXPENSES sssaeesevsescess Poell
Ratification of the Convention .ss.. Pel2
Accession 1o the Convention secevees Pol3
‘Denunciation of the Convention ..... P.l4

Series No 2 -~ RD
(P+10~14)



BLUE PAGES

(Articles 8 and 10 Lucerne)
(Docs, 247 and 263)

Article cee .
General Technical Provisions.

The first part of this Article appears at page 9 of Series
No.1 - RD (Doc. RD 295)
§ 2¢ looaso
2. In the case of harmful interference caused by a broadcasting sta-
tion placed in a band other than those reserved by the Radio ‘Re-
gulations either exclusively for broadcasting or for sharing
with other services, the services to which this band 1is alloca-
ted by the said Regulations shall take precedence over the
broadcasting service. -



\ BLUE PAGES
-~ 11 -

(New Article)
(Docs. 217 and 270)

Art101e TEEK :
Conference Expenses. =~

1. The expenses of European Broadcasting Conferences shall be a
charge on participating Governments and international organi-
sations admitted to the Conferences.

2. The final apportionment and payment of the éxpenses of these
Conferences shall be made in accordance with the provisions of
Article 14 of the International Telecqmmunication.Conventioh.



BLUE PAGES

- 12 -
(Article é Lucerne)
(Doecs. RD 251 and 312)
VARIANT I
Article..

Ratification of the Convention.

This Convention shall be ratified.

The instruments of ratification shall be deposited, in as
short a time as possible, in the archives of the Government of Den=
mark, which shall notify other signatory Governments and each acce-
ding Government and the Secretary General of the International Te-~
lecommunication Union of each ratification.

| Ratification shall include approval of the Plan.

VARIANT II

. Article oo
Ratification of the Convention,

This Convention shall be ratified. _

The instruments of ratification shall be sent, in as short a
time as possible, through the intermediary of the Government of the
country of the seat of the International Telecommunication Union
to the Secretary General of the Union, who shall notify other signa-
tory Governments and each acceding Government of each ratification.

. Ratification shall include approval of the Plan,



P ‘ BLUE PAGES
- 13 L .

(Article 3 Lucerne)
(Docs, RD 251 and 312)

VARIANT I

Article seco
Accegsion to the Conventione.

The Government of a country of the European Broadcasting Area
which is a Member of the International Telecommunication Union, and
not a Signatory of this Cdnvention, may accede to it at any time.
Such accession shall be notified to the Government of Denmark, shall
~ extend to the Plan and shall be without reservations.

The instruments of accesgion shall be deposited in the archi-
- ves of the Government 5f'Denmarkg The latter shall inform each sig-
natory and each acceding Government and the Secretary General of the
Union. » ‘

The accession shall take effect on the déy of deposit unless
the act of accession contains any stipulation to the contrary.

VARIANT IT

) Article cece
Accegsion to the Conventione.

The Government of a country of the European Broadcasting Area
which is a Member of the International Telecommunication Union, and
not a signétory of this Convention, may accede to it at any time,
‘Such accession shall be notified through the intérmediary of the
Government of the country of the seat of the Union to the Secretary
General of the Union, shall extend to the Plan and shall be without
reservations, | , |

The instruments of accession shall be deposited in the archives
of the General Secretariat of the Union. The latter shall inform
each signatory and each acceding Government.

The accession shall take effect on the day of deposit unless
the act of accession contains any stipulation to the contrary.



BLUE PAGES
- 14 -

(Article 6 Lucerne)
(Docs. RD 251 and 312)

- VARIANT I

Artlcle es e
Denun01at10n of the Conventlon.

§ 1. Any Government which has ratified or acceded to thls ConVen-’
tion and the Plan anneked thereto shall havepglght at any time to
denounce them by a not;flcatlon sent, to the Government of Denmark,
which shall ¢irculate it to the other eontracting Governments.

§ 2. Such a denunciation shall take effect after the expiry
of one year from the date of receipt of the notification thereof by .
the Government of Denmark. ' |

VARIANT II

Article ..o
Denunciationrof the Convention,

§ 1. Any Government which has ratified or aceceded to this Cone
vention and the Plan annexed thereto shall have the right at any time
to denounce them by a notification sent, through the intermediary
of the Government of the country of the seat of the International
Telecommunication Unlon, to the Secretary General of the Union, who
shall circulate it to the other contracting Governments.

§ 2. Such a denunciation shall take effect after the expiry
of one year from the date of receipt of the notifieation thereof by
the Secretary General of the Union. ' |



Europeari Broadcasting Conference (CER)
(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 322

Note: The following documents were issued in relation to this document:

e Document No. 323 — Amendments to Document No. 322
e Document No. 333 — Corrections to Document No. 322
) ’Document No. 335 = Corrections to Document No. 322



. Conférence Ruropkenne " RD Document n° 322 -~ F

de Rodiodiffusion o
Kebenhavn, 1948 ) ' v 2 septembre 1948

European : ‘ .. RD Document No 322 - B
Broadcasting Conference ‘ . '
Kebenhovn, 1948 September 2, 1348

Original :frangais/English

. o
Vorionte n~ 1

¢u Plan de fréquences de Copenhague.

COFENHAGEN FREQUENCY PLAN
VARIANT NO 1.

(D.29)



N° de IFrea '

bande __/o

B“ndho*'

/

Station

—.2 —

(RD Doc, 322 ~ F2E) -

Pays ?uissance
- ,en ki,
‘PowerkW

Country

Hamar_
Helsinki
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NorVego Norway
Finlande~Finlen
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Egypte-Egypt ?
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W

D
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U
O
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Lyon e e e e
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Suisse-Switzerland |

t
{

Sofia II
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'Athln%l

Tisb oa No 'tv .

Rabat I
Sarajevo

Petroza Vodsk :U ReS5.85,~U,S,8 R.

wlenI

R.P.de Bulgorie-
P.R. of Bu]gnx:l.m

”'ﬁwé ; de Lettonlew
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100 R SO

Sudde-Sweden 150

Gréce-Greece
Portugﬁl i

Frﬂnce -
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100

mwiébmmwmmwumwm

150 S

éiéammwwwwﬁ.mewmmm“wwt
. 20

i .

Ant. Dir. |

Mﬁroc~Morocco

RPF de Yougoslavie-
PFR .of Yugoslavia |

{

11 ,3.619

Tt

Lruxelles I
Malatya

; Belglque—Belglum
§ Turquie~-Turkey

120 o

60

100

100
50

Tunis IT

Vigra

i

Tunisie~Tunis
Norvége~Norway

Praha IT

Murmansk

Droitwich II | Royiume~Uni-

Tzmir

| U.R.5.5.-U,5.5.R. |
i
. United Kingdom
. Turquie-Turkey

s
R —

RS
e

1120
1100

100

1150

Tohécoslovaguie- 1120
CzecholeVﬁqu |

'Observations|

{

s Mw?ioo,WMWMMTWWMWMMWMWWMW?
60 |

¢

(D.29)
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w£3‘~

N° de |

bande !

Band
N ®

Freq:f
 ke/s

Station

Poys
Country

15

!
|
}
|

655

;(quoll )
- Bidar
% Rostov Don

(Torlnu I)
(Firenze

18

T

20

700 |

j Vﬂlnus

§ Moorside

?'Niooalq
| Bwnska—By-
. strica
 Robat 1T
. Bodo

'fmﬁé};éiiiémi'
. Kharkov

Edge

; It011e~Itﬂly

' Islande-Izeland

U:ReS:5.-UaS4S.R,

S, o.Rgof Lithuania

Erunce

R.S.8. de 1'Ukraine-
' 8.8.R, of Ukrainia

| REF de Yougoslavie- !
. PFR of Yugoslavia

' Royoume-Uni-United

Kingdom

. Tchécoslovaguie-
i Czechoslovakia

' Maroc=lorocco
B Norvoge»Norw

R S S de thhuwnle-é

"ﬁhibbw

‘Puissance
en kW.

Power
kW -

K

Observations.

| 250

1
© 100

100

71%6“

100 |

Chypre~Cyprus év

? 156WM

20

- 100

120
10

giw

709

718

| leoges
; Stalino

727 |

;. Sevilla
. Rés.synchr,

" Stockholm B
f Cairo I

Suede~Sweden

: Egypte~Egypt

150
50

Aht. Dir.

France

;UR S.85.-U.S.5.R.,

; Hllversum I
I Aleppo I
| (Sﬂrwkeb)

736 . Poznoh

l

1tﬂ11en

Pcys~Bus~Ietherlﬂnd§

Syrie-Syric

| 100
5150

100
20

H
¢

Rép.de Pologne-
' Rep.of Poland

Espagne-Spain
Italie~Italy

50

50
5

22
23
24 |
o5 745
26 .

. Norte Not.,

- Timisoara -
: : Roumqnlwn PR

PortugL1
RP Roumaine~

|
dei

754 | Sottens

‘Kuopio

; Beyrouth I-

§ Sulsse~Sw1tzerlond
: Finlands-Finlond

Liban~Lobnnon

100
20

20
50

150

(D.29)
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(RD Doc. %22-F-E)

N® de | Fre o . § | Puissance | ‘ i
boande »kCZu_ § Station i Prys f en kW~ EObservations f
Band | i ! Country i Power L - ?
No . o R < |

27 | 763 | Kiev II 'RSS de.1'Ukraine- | 100 |
| ’ ' SSR of Ukrlnla i |
.mégmﬂW?mgeéfwfmﬁggigEM5Wqu o R v
.. Istonbul  Turquic-Turkey 150 |
29 . 781 'Egﬁggﬁgiﬁen) ‘Royoume-Uni-United & 150 |
. (Redmoss g Kingdom | é
Cetinje 'RFP dc Yougoslavie- 20 E
?FPR of Yugoslavia f §
30 . 790  Gliwice ‘Rép.de Pologne= | 50 %
' : Popa of Pol"nd o |
31 799 Leningrod IT.U.R. s s U, S.H.R. 150 |
32 808 | Roma I Itnllo Ttaly 150 !
.| Akureyri Islande-Icolond !
' Rovaniemi Flnl(ndc~F1nland 10

'35 % 817 i'Bucuresti RP Roumﬂlne— - 1100 ﬁ
: | : :Roum‘nlﬂn PR : ' E

34 826 Tamoy Froxce 100
35 % 8% (wwshfordg : !

%Royaume—Uni~United § 150
EKingdom - %

;]

{{(Wrexham
"(Penmon )

(Skodre) A]bcnlc, Albonie | 20
‘(Korea ) ... 20

f Voroneav U L.S S,~U.u.S R. ? 20

g
1]

36 844 i Soflﬂ I RP de Bulg~r1c~ . 100 s
' : : BR of Bulgaria L 2

ek et e i e g b S 0 0 e 14 bt e

...... l

37 853 ! Pords I ‘Fronce | 100

R RS v reset
Egi;gg;qﬁiggggNorvegc-Norwuy - 60 & ‘
(Trondel ) | 5 A x ‘
. Alger II ‘Algbriec-Algeria ' 100 i Ant. Dir.

. Damns I §Syric~8yria 150

38 862

—55 ?méﬁiw~_miﬁabiségéw M}RFP < Yougovqulc T“i§5 - |
| ; : EPR of Yugoglav1ﬁ ;

(D.29)
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5 Fre 2
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(RD Doc, 3%22~F-E)

Pays
Country

KW

40

830

London

(Brookmans
Park) |

Royoume=-Uni-
Urited Kingdom

41

889

Moskva III

”U R.S.S. ~U S S R.

150.

Puissonce!
en k¥
Powerx

Observations

" Mfwgggv ;

Thessaloniki
La Coronn

Gréce-Greece .
BEspagne-Spoin Z

43

44

907

916

45,m

925

Wll”no

%
Lvov

Tunis I
Turku

46

934

i ke oo ko ot i e =

Brno

Jorusklem II

Itnlic-Itnly
P(leotlne

RSS de l'Ukrﬂlnc-
SSR of Ukrcnlg

] TunL51c~Tunls ‘
Tlnlhnde~F1nland

Tchécoslovaguie-

Czechoslovagia

120
100

,wiéawm”

100 |

100 |
0 |

100

Ant. Dir.

Ant. Dir. §

47

943

% Bruxelles II

Belgique-Belgium

48

952

Kichineff

ioldavié:m
SSR of Moldavia

RSS de 1

49

961

Allemagne

(Zone Brit. )

i Gcrmﬁny(Brlt.
Zone)

| Ouchta

‘Allemagne—Germany

100

mmiaémew

RSS dc Finno-Carélic- 20

SSR of Finno=Carelin

50

970

;

Toulouse I

France

Dnepropctrovsk RSS de 1! Ukr”lne~'

R

SSR of Ukr”nlﬂ

mmjiéwwmuwwmwmwmm.mwamm_m“wawm_}

979

Allemngne
(Zone U.S.A, )
L Germany i
(U.8.4, ZOneX

Beyrouth II

gKalinin )
Smolensk)

Allemﬂgnc-Gcrmﬂny

% Libon-Lebanon
' U.R.S,S.-U.5.8.R.

20

20
20

52

988

| G3tcborg
Algor I

Zouéde«chden

Algerle—Algerlq

53

997

150
100

Hllvorsum II Pays~B" —thhorlﬂnds 1OO

Ant. Dir.

Ant. Dir.

(D,29)
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Bond
No

11006

54

awggww

[,

No (e Frc
bgndu ke s

1015

Station

(RD"Doo. 322-F-B)

Poys
Country

o
b

i Puisssnce : - ;
f ' Observations

en kW
Power
xW

éGrez—Dobl
iThorohﬂvn |

5mﬁlllnn

;poruugtlo :

g Feroo-F aroes
f RSS d'Estonle- {
SSR of Botonia i

Autrichc~Austria

2‘ .

i
PSS ORI

100
5

G a8 o e i e g

100

56

1024

Allcmagne
. Germany
. (USSR Zone) |

'Rts,synchr,
 Maroc I |

' Synch, group |
Maroc I !

éKerkyrﬁ

58

§1033 \

11042

”fibé§”

3tart P01nt B

Tripoli
i fJ&ssi

- Knlundborg II‘t
Krosnodar

(Zone URSS)

i Gréec-Grecce

i Royaume-Uni-
! United Kingdom

. Libye-Libya
! RP Roumnine i

Allcemagne~Germany

Meroc=Morocco

ﬁoum mian PR

150

T R

g samaen e

Ant. Dir.

Ant,., Dir.

Dwncmn k—Dcnmﬂrk

‘Paris

UQR-SQSQ"‘UoSAS‘R. 20
Cegliari Italic-Italy 10
II Frence . 100
§Kuqu U.R.5.5,-U.5.5.R. 20 |
%Br“tlvlavle | Tchocoslov quic- 100
? i Czechoslovakia
?ﬁfoitwigﬂ o WRoy(umo~Uni- R ,wmmigamMmmwmmu

© Norwich
[Varnn

United Kingdom

¢ RP de Bulgarie-

PR of Bulgnrio

20

1078
1087

11096 Bolog cno-Brri
| ‘Relnis norvé-

§Zagreb

Mogilev

i giens

. Norweginn re- |

Cladis

RFP de Yougoslavice
FPR of Yugoslavia

135

R.S:S8.de Bitlorussice

- S$.8,R,0f Biclorussia

; Italie-Italy

Norvége-Norway

100

100

o)
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(RD Doc, 322-F-E)

N

ae:

bonde!

Barnd

No

Station

- Prys
Country

' Puissonce!

en W |

Observatidné

Ant, Dir.

E i Power |
| T A
g Bruxelles III | Bclglquc-Belglum ;20 i
 Stara Zogorn ERPde Bulgorie= % 50 §
PR of Bulgerda
1114 : Szczeein %Rép;de Pologne- § 50 %
........... . . Rep. of Poland ? ]
112% :(Llsn” arvey) gRoyaume—Uni— L 150 ' Ant. Dir.
(Lonaonderry) 'United Kingdom ; !
 Stagshew 'Roynume-Uni- [ 150 |
United Kingdom P |

i Tirona I

QR.F. d'Albonie-
P.R, of Albania

100

683

ERSS de 1'Ukroine—
SSR of Ukranio

150

69

; Toulouse II
' Nice II
- Veosa

?Francg'
sFrﬁnce
Flnlﬂnde—Flnl”nd

100
100
50

7iwm
72

et

.~ Bordenux

11n1ngrgd
(Orﬂn I

%(Const ntine I;

U R.S.S,=U.S.8 R.
§Algerle-Alger1a

20 i

40
20

Horby

Suede~Swedcn

Tublin

Fr‘nco

‘Rép.de Polognc-
Rep. of Poland

~f =

ANEN]

=

1177

‘miiéémﬁwAllemﬂgnc ;

. Budnpest II

(Zonée fran
¢aiso)
Germany

(Frennh'Zone)l

Rés, synchr,
nroc II
Synchr, group
Moroe II.
Rés, synehr,
Bgypte
Synchr, group
Egypt

Hongrie -~Hungory

'Allemhéﬁé;derﬁﬁny

‘Moroce-Moroeco

EBgypto-Egypt

i

'
t
i

00

100
10

135

70

60

10

'(D,29)



N de Freq~~

bande; ka
Bond |
No

Station ’

-8 -

Poys
Country i
| |

Pulsswncc‘
'Obschﬁtlons

en kW
Power
kW

75 1195

~Athlone II.
' RGs.synchr,

Zaloegerszog

;iIrlande-Ireland- i

R.P.
‘Roumcnian P.R.

Rounmaing=-

(RD Doc, 322-F-E) -

BSOS O AU SR |

T8 51204 éWroclaw Rep.dc Pologne- 50

79 %1231'

%Ottringham

. Voroncj
; T-Lﬁlfn

! Royoume-Uni-
United Kingdom.

UoRoSoS"‘UQS.SoRO
{Polestine '

80 11240

Stra bourg I

. Gomel

18.S,R,of Biclorussia

tFronce
R.S.8.deBitloruss 31l

150

20

100
20

81

11249 Skoplje

R.F.P.de Yougoslovie~
F,P.R, of Yugoslﬂv1~

3

100

2 | . Rep, of Polond %
f 77 1213  Falun ' Sudde-Sweden g 100
| i Borcelona ' Espagnc-Sprin ! 20
Crofove ' R.P. Roumainc= ! 10
» - Roumanian P.R, f
78 11202  Praha III | Tchécoslovaquiom 100
g : ‘ %Czecho slovokia :
| 2 §Relﬂls tchoco~g " " . 10
i Czechoslov. | " oo 3 i
| i relays 5 % -

82 11258

Kesice

. Lisbon Region.

;Tchccoslovaqulc— i
Czechoslovakin

Portugal

83 1267

Lille

Fronce

84 11276

'RGs,synchr,
 britonnique=

British synch.
EToup.

'Rés.synchr,

vougoslavie II

1 Yugosl,synch,
Lgroup (Zadar,
!Pristina,
‘Doubrovnik)

%Alexandrle

"{United Kingdom

Royn umc-Unlr

R,F.P. dc Yougoslavice
F.P.R., of Yugoslovic

Egyptc, Egypt

T

100

15 |

150

40

100 '

(D;29)
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Mm&magéwziéwihmii:éz;;mmh.WWHMMW:MMTWMWHWH%\wmwwmwi;égégm,”w% w”mww"4; : §
bande o ke/s St“tlon‘~f Country % Pulgskﬁoe Obsorvﬁtlonu
B&na . Power | z
© | : kW | ;
85 1285 | Warszawn II Rép, de Pologne- | 10 §
! : ‘Rep, of Poland | - |
(Oron IT Algbric-Algeria | 40 /
%§Constnniine 3 % 20 :
) IT g : |
86 1294 ; Stavongoer Norvége-Norwa ; 100
' Redio Cato- ;Portug&l § 20
o ! licn g ; |
87 1705 Ouchgored | R.S.5.de 1'Ukrnine 100
| S.S.R.of Ukraine
88 1312 ;Crowborough éRoy”umc-Unl— § 150
j EUnlucd hlnguom !
89 1321 }ucnOVA Vcne—iIt die~Italy % 80
fzia, Romq ; :
90 1350 %N“roulllo I Fronce . 150
' L& Rco.synchr! §
| & synch, group §
z :
; {Kuldign gR;B S.de Lottonlc—j 20
% (Mﬂdon‘ S.8. R of Lotvia { 20
L9l 1339  Beogrod I R:F.Pidc Yougoslavile- 100
F,P.R,0f YuﬁOol”VL
92 1345 5Torun iRép de Pologne~ 24 ]
o Rep.of Polnnd _
Mﬁdrld 11 éE'p gne ~Sp”1n 50
93 1357 Ondc ocommune R P,d'Albrnie-

s internotionn-PLR,of Albanic
“lc type I Autriche-Austria
' Internntinncl Belgique-Belgium
‘common wave Donemork-Denmnrk
type I Espr.gne-Spoin
Finlonde-Finlond

; Fronce-

Co - Grénc-Greece |
§ Royrume-Uni~United |
i Kingdon

Hongrie~Hungary
Irlande--Irelond
Inlte=Moltn

Norvegc«Norwny

Rép.de Pologne- g

Rep. of Polnnd =

Portugnl |

“R,P, Roumaine- !

Roumanion P.R. g
; fSyrlow Syria g
| Tohtroslovaquie= |
! iCzochoslovakia ;
; Triestce- Triest

Tripolitaine-Tripoli
Tunisic~Tunis
R,S.8.de 1l'Ukroine-
$5.5.,R. of Ukraine )
R,FiP.de Yougoslavie,
4F P R. of Yuﬁosl v1“.

v(D.29)




(RD Doc. 322~F-E)

N? oo
bond

No

“ S

2L Qb b
T Stotion
Band el e

Pnys‘
Country

Puissance | !
' Observations
i

cen kW
Power
k¥

i
!
i

94  1135¢ Luxenbdur@ fLuxembourg - 100
95 1375 ;E roz St. P:Lvrm)hutv'lcho—Aus’crlu 50
v i (

§“101

G
Linz
Doxr
F

roocrlkqtﬂd

nbirn j

Norvcgo—Norw

10

chn de Polo gne=—-
‘Rep. of Pol”nd

Bspagne-Spoin

Sary
Tehernigov
Relnis sub-

dois (Word)
Swedish

Sfex IT

cbruck ‘

Sorre. _
'R.8.S8.de 1'Ukreine
'5.8,R.of Ukraine
‘Suéde~Sweden

relays (Ncrﬂﬂ

‘Tunisic, Tunis

Kouvnas

| Modrid I

1 ? Wien II ; i

1zburg
Klngenfurt )

{ Morawvsko

"ﬂ Strasbourg II

;gClovedon
(Bartley

 Kluj
| Honto-Corlo

Ostrove

RSS de Lithunic

‘SSR of Iithuania

%Espagne—Spain

{
{

Autriche-Austrin |

50

- 50

20
5

10

100

R

iFrﬂnce

i e e
Royﬁumo~Un1~
zUnltcd Kingdom

R.P. Rounmnine=
,Roum”nlﬂn P R.

mfiéaww“wm””

100

20

Monﬂco

100

iTchccoslovaquio—
‘Czechoslovekin

Sde

104

! Cite du Vati-
~con

~ Res.synch,
| frrngais

1 French synch.

~ group
Tirnspol

Cité du Votican

WVotiean City

-
Frence

iR S.S5.dec Moldovice
3.S5.R., of Moldnvin

100

70

20

K@beonhovn
Colteonisetta

D‘néalzk~Denmbrk
Italie-~Italy

70

20

Goas
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fHN de: F

: ba = Station Poys Puissanee |
| g;ﬁge; "-Z;* | Country en ki Observotions
. No 5 g : ' Power

kW

107 11483 §Rés.syn¢h.¥ou- R.F.Pide Yougoslavied 140
% 'goslavie I F,P,R.of YugoslﬁVlh
‘Synch. group
aYugoslﬂv1¢ I ' ' ' ,
(Mﬂrlbor Ri=
gokk,Spl1t
» Nis,Banja
| Bltolg) . -
‘Reladis Portu- | Portugal 5

‘godis-Portuguese
Rel ys-Porto

108 1492 ?es synch fron- France v _ 70
eois, P .
French synch, | : | i
group ' : '
‘Gomel R.S.S.de Bitlorussie- 20

N ~ 18+8.R.0of Bieclorussia ' N
109 1501 ;Onde commune Andorre-Andorra
e iinternationnle | Autriche-Austria

Type I - R.P.de Bulgorie-

Intcrnmat,com=- | P,R.of Bulgorico
mon wave typel | Cyrénanique-Cyrencice
| Dancmark-Denmork
Espogne-Sprin

| ; Gibraltar

i L ‘ 1 Gréce=Greece

: Finlonde-~Finland
Fronce
IrlandevIreland

f Italie-Italy

§ Madére-Madeira

| % Moroe (Tanger )=

{ ? Morocco (Tongiers)
; Norveége-Norway

: . Pays—Bws-thhcrlknds
| § Rép. de Polognes

5 Reps, of Poland
Portugal
Syric-Syria
Suisse=-Switzerland
Tchécoslovoguie—
Czechoslovakia
Trieste-Triest

V(D.29)
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N° de | Freq-. s Pays . " Puissonce | o
ende | ke/s Statlon Country en ki . Observotions
Band . ; ‘ : Power i : i

110 . 1510 ' Bruxelles IV |Belgique-Belgium 10

. Gimokastro R.P.d'Albanic- 5 :
; P.3.of Albania | |

111 | 1519 Q“Relais subdois|Sudde-Sweden 5 |
: . (Nord) : , g !
: ; Swedish relays §
§ - (North) | |
§ Reonsynch. Hongric-Hungory 15 é
i Hongrois : ;
. Hungrtion
f uynch group
112 f 1,’:'; Allemngne - Allomdgne-Germany 70
E ' (Zonc Tronw
§ | goise)
; . Germany ‘
- (French. Zone) | . .
| Vinnitaza 'R,S,S.de 1'Ukrcine= 5
S S.S.Re of Ukraine
113 1537 | Rés.synch. /Royaume~Uni=~ 150
t britonnique~ * (United Kingdom o
. British synch, o R 7
L | group. . iy o Loy ;
114 j 1546 : Nice I o ;.Frandc . 1100
§ ? Purd - |R.S.S.d'Bstonic 20
| | S.8.R,of Estonl‘ - s )

115 | 1555 | Relnis sub- Suedc—chden : 20
‘ . dois (Sud) :

§Swod10h re=

i loys (South)

;Rclﬂlu Es- Espogne=-Spain 5

I pagnol ‘ . :

. Sponish ree-
loys o

116 1564 Allcmrgno i Allemogne=-Germany 70
(Zone U+R.S.S. ) ‘ .
Germany .

(U, S.8.R. Zono)

117 - 157% Re”.synch ita= Itnlie-Itnly - , 73

lien
§Itn11¢n,synch.
L group ' v
! Relais norvé- [Norvége-Norway 2

| gicns A
| Norweginn re~ |
| loys ;

- % ; : <D. 29 ) i e
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NO dé?Freqi | . E i
IS L say sandll Station | Pays i Pulssancc :
%rﬁé‘iKEZé— ? Country ) en kW Observations
ﬁo : P Power ]
| kil
118 (1582 %Allemagnc i Allcmogne~-Germnny 70
| {Zonc britane : |
i . nique) * ‘
 Germony (Bri-
! ‘tish Zone) .
| Sfox I Tunisic-Tunis 5 :
119 1591 Cracovic Répide Polognee 50
; o Repsof Polnnd |
120 11600 %Allomngne' Allemngne=Germony 70 |
(Zonc U.S.A,)
Germany
(U.S.4, Zone) | -
Relnis Espas Espngne=~Spain 5
gnol
Sponish ree
1cys
(D.29)



Buropean ' ' RD Docurent o 323 « E
Broadcasting Conference - September 2, 1948

Wftentom, 1948 Subnisbod in + Bnglish

e s

- COPENHAGEN FREQUENCY PLAN
VARTAWT No 1

Amendnments to document
RD=322wF il

Chamnel No 24 ,
Replace " Résean synchronisé italien "

by " Palermo, Catania "
and the power " 5 KW " by " 15 kW "

Channel No 35
‘Delete " Vorcnej, UeSeSeRe, 20 X "

Channel No 55
Delete the line between
" Palligm " and " Radio-Club-Portugais "

Channel, No 80
Delete " Gomel, Bielorussis, 20 ki "

Channel No 86 _
Add s " Réseau Synchronisé italien, Italy, 5 kW'

-



Buropean RD Document nﬁ Bl - G
Broadcasting Confexence
Kgbenhavn, 1948 September 2, 1948

Submitted in. Znglish

Amendments to

Docwnent RD 261

Sub-Committee 4 A
Working Group 3
(Synchronisation)

Page 1 At the end of the 4th paragraph, beginning with the words: "It is not as a rule"...
adds
"on the other hand, it is necessary to use a cable for programme transmission".

Page 2 TReplace paragraphs 4 and 5, from hHowever, in the absence..." ts "150 kW)"

by :

"Although RD 226, indicating the general rule for calculating field strength,
“has been accepted by the Committee, an increase in global power to 1.5 times
that for a single station seems to be admissible for practical considerations'.

(3. Power) _

Paragraph 2. Replace "70 %" by "50 %".

Delete the following paragraph, froms "Such an increase..." to '...quasi-maximum
value )", '

-

Fage

Last paragraph of page 4:
Replace "7.5 kW™ by "2 kW

and  "15 KM by "5 kW',

Page 5 Read the 2nd paragraph as followss

"In the case of stations with a power of 10 kW or less, the position can be
modified later on, after consulting expert and notifying the Administrations
concerned, but without application of the other aforementioned provisions, on
condition that the new position is not more than 10 % closer to the stations of
other countries operating on the same channel or an adjacent channel."
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BROADCASTING CONFERENCE . T September 2, 1048
(QBENHAVN 1948 Submitted in: English
AGENDA

Conmlttce b

3. Oup Ms, 204 Sentember 1948,

1. Confirnatlon of the Minutes of the Mcetings No.4 and
No.5 (RD Documents Nos,257 and 258).

2, Opening statement by the Chairman,

3. Introduction of Variant No.l of the Copenhagen
Frequency Plan, Rd Document No,322, by Mr, Hayes,
Chairman of the Working Group set up at the meeting
of Committee 5 on Monday, 30th August, 1948, and
for the preparation of the plan,

4, Observations of Delegates on the frequency plan.

H. Faulkner.

(D,19)
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Submitted in: French

GRELECT

Corrcetion to RD Docuncnt No,97

In the Anncx to RD Docunent Ho,97, under YUGOSLAVIA

o)
for the Area, replacc "847,857 kn™" by "247,857 kmz".

St., Bleftheriou.

(Tr.15/R, 4/D.19)



. European : R Document No., %27-B .
Broad ting Confere ’ : -
roadcasting Conference September 2, 1948,

Kebenhavn, 1948,
Submitted in: French

Report of the 8£h Meeting
COMIIITTEE 4
(Pechnical Committee)

26 August 1948

SOP——

The Chairman, Mr. Makarov, opened the Meeting at 2,10 p.m. and
intimated that the Agenda of the Heeting was contained in Document
i
IAS iy 274‘0

He said that slight modifications had been made in the list of
Tocunents drawn up by Sub-Committee 4 A for the considereation and
approval of Committee 4 that day. Document RD 2%1 should be added and
Document D 261 deleted as it had not yet been distributed in the 3
languages.,

The Committee approved the Age nda with those modifications.
r
Fée

X X

The Chalrman recalled that, at the previous meeting of the
Commlutue, Hr, Corteil had made orally a series of correctlons to
Document 192. Those being numerous and substantial, HMr, Corteil had
been asked to submit them in writing so that the Chalrman might con-
sider them at his leisure. He read the various modifications “*questeu
by Mr. Corteil which were all adopted without discussion with the ex-
ception of that relating to par@"rqph 6 vage 6 (Bnglish text).

On that subject, he expressed the view, in the name of the Soviet
Lelegation, that the original version corresponded better with what
had¢ in fact happened; more-over the additions lir. Corteil proposed
overlapned with some of the later paragraphs of the Hinute., He urged
him to withdraw his requested correction.

Mr. Cort011 maintained his rcquest not because he cong sidered the
whole of The 7 p%rafrpoh undger ciscussion inaccurate in its criginal
wording byt because his correction mentieoned some points omltwed in
the original, and which threw light on the motives and aim of his
speech.,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom thought that, in view of the
considerable interval which had elapsed since the meeting in question,
it was preferable to avoid discussion on those points, especially as
they were of no major interest to the Committee, It would be desirable
to report the facts as concisely as possible, using the words "The
Delegate of Belgium asked for permission to speak and did not obtain ith

On the observation of the Delegate of Bulgaria (P.R.) to the effect
that such wording would leave the impression that the Cheirmen had, for
no reason, refused to allow Mr. Corteil to speak~ which was not true-~
ant on the Delegate of the Netherlands agrcelnﬁ with the worcing »roonos
oy tir. Corteil, the Chairman concluded by ceclaring that the correctlon
at issue whould be given in the Minutes as a reservation formulated by
the Belgian Delegation ancd supnorted by the Delegation of the Nether-
lands., : ‘

(D~35)
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Mr, Corteil said that he would give no definite statement on the
oubgect until he had scen the text in which the reservation was to be
given. Document RD 192 was acopted, with the exception of this varti-
cular point, which misht give rise to further requests for modification,
Both the list of corrigends requested by dr, Corteil and accepted by
the Committee, and the text of the correction requested by Nr. Corteil
which, in the absence of unanimous agrecement was to be given as a
reservation made by the Belgian Delegation and supported by the Dele-~
gation of the Netherlancs, are annexed to this Report,

The Chairman proceeded to the aporoval of Document "RD 194 (Minutes
of the 5th Woeulnu.)

The Delegate of France pointed out that a written correction whic
he had oubmlimro at the appropriate time to the hmJUOr teur had not bee
published. Mr, Anglés & '"Auriac confirmed the fact and apologised Tor
his oversight. The correction is given as an Annex to the present
Report. -

The Delegate of Belgium asked that in paragranh 4, page 5 (English
ext) the ghrasc beginning "without a]tcring.....” be replaced by
"Wlthout involving th\ TlSk of ex»mressing bcnaenilouo conclu51on°“.
The mocdification was ag oted : -

There being no further observations, Locument RD 194 was adopied.

Document RD 255 (Report of the 6th Meeting) was then ggggigg with-
out observations, :
- X
X X

Opening the discussion on uhe next Item of the Agenda the Chairman
requested Mr. Sponzilli, Chairman of Sub-Committee 4 A, to make a
statement on the state of the work of that Sub~Comm1ttee.

Mr. _39921111 said thaet during its 6th and 7th Meeting Sub-Committee
4 A had adopted Documents 231 (Reoort of Working Group No. 5), 266
(Working Grouo No. 2= Trequency ;olerdnccs), and 223 (Working Group
No, 4- Llrectlonal Aerials), The last Document had been adopted with
a few modifications, to be found in the Minutes(Document 275) of the
appropriate meeting. :

Document 265 submitted by Working Group No. 2 on standards of
protection of adjacent channels had been the subject of a long discus-
sion in the Sub-Committec. Although the Belgian and Swedish Delegations
hod contributed new and interesting particulars, it had not been pos-~
sible to reach agreement, as a compromise proposal submitted by the
United Kingdom and amended by Trance had not met with unanimity. For
those reasonsg, he thought that it was for Committee 4 to decide the
and then whether Sub-Committec 4 A should continue -to deal with the
guestion or whether it now fell to the Technical Committee.

As regards the Report bubmlutca by Working Group No. 5 on synchrone
ised networks, Sub-Committee 4 A had not becen able o begin consideration
of thies Document as it had not been published in the three languages.,

In conclusion, he made it known that the Chairman of Committee 5
hac¢ referred the following technical questions to him for submission
to Committee 4-night powers, common national waves, the possibility of
uging frequencies allocated to Broadcasting for a fTacsimile service,

The Chairman thanked Mr. Sponzilli and enumcrated the points to
be discussed, S v

(D-35)
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The Delegate of Egypt reminded the Committee of the existence of
Document No. 227 on the secondary zone and asked when it would be
discussed, : L

The Chairman replied that the question would be considered in
Committee 4 after agreement had been reached regarding Documents 223
(directional aerials) and 265 (standards of protection of adjacent
channels), s

The Delegate of Egypt said he was satisfied with this explanation.

The Chairman invited the Committee to consider Document No. 266
on frequcncy tolerances.

The Dclegate of Bulgaria (P.R.) thought that the last phrase of
the recommendation ("through an adequoate controlling organisation.")
should be deleted. This phrase was of a legnl oand not a technical -
nature and as such wos o question f£or Comnmittee 3 and noyt for a technienl
Working Group. '

The Delegnte >f Yugoslavio (F.P.R.) sec:nded this prop>sal. He
pointed sut, moresver, that the phrose ot issue might imply thet the
Committee had recqmmended the recognition of o single controslling
srgenisation for 21l ¢ountries., This was o point which whould either
be clarified »r simply referred o> anither Crmmittee. ‘

Mr. Gross, Choirman of Working Group No. 2 pointed out that this
recrmuendaticn was »f a technical character and could even be considerced
o technical finding; the Group wns ~f the spinion that it was p-int-
less to prescribe frequency torlerances with o ut indicating at the same
time that the exccuti- n >f these stipulatins must be c-ntr-lled.

The deletion prop-sed by the Delegnte of Bulgarin (P.R.) wns then
appr-ved., ' -
Mr, Hetzler, Delegnte »f Switzerland, suggested considering the:

gquesti-n ~f commen national waves, which had not been dealt with in
Docunent 266, Subject t3 this reservoati-n he approved this Dscument,

The Chairmon rcenlled thnt the question 5f common natisnal waves

was for consideratiosn by Sub-Committce 4 A, Moreover, he understond
that such waves werce nost provided far in the draft Plan which was being
prepared, ‘

Mr, Metzler rescrved the right to revert to this question when the
draft Plan had been published,

With this single rescrvati-n -nly Document No., 266 was approved.

The Chairman suggested thnt the C-mmittoc cxomine RD Document 231
(Report > Working Group 5). =

The Document wos approved without. cbservation,..
' (Tr.7/R.4/D=35)
Referring t- the finnl observati-ns of Mr. Sponzilli, the Chairman
stated that, in srder t° accelernte the srogress of thework, he had
alrecdy token the liberty of nssigning to the varicus existing working
groups the technical questions raised by Commitice 5. The Technical
Committee significd its approval. ’

(D=35)
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With regard 13 Mr. Sponzilli's question concerning Document No, 265,
the Chairman was of the opinisn that the character »f the questisns under
discussion was such thot they fell rathcr within the cwmpetonce T o
small meeting. Cﬂnsequentiy, he thought that they should be left to Sub-
Committee 4 A, but he drew °utent1/n to the urgency »f finding o final
solution to thls probvlem,

The Chairman intimoted that the noxt mceting of Committec 4 wiuld
be devoted to consideration of Document 223 (directiconal aericls) and
of the Report of Working Group 3 regarding synchrunlsed networks,

¥
X X

The Chairman recnlled that at a joint meceting »f Cﬂmmlutfes 5, 4
and 5, held a few weeks previously, it had been decided that Committec
4 should draw up a list of the technicnl tasks which might be entrusted
to experts. The Chairmen proposed that o w)vklng group composed of
representatives of France, Switzerland, Roumania (P.R.), Hungary (P.R.),
Bielorussia (S.S. L.), United Kingdom mnd Ttaly be appointed to study
this question.

The Delegnte of BiGlWTUSSi&'(S S.R.) proposed that the 0.I.,R, alss
be allowed to particivate in the copacity of Observer in the work »f
this group,. .

The Chairmon proposed that the Chairmanship of the group be assign-
ed to Mr. Mercier o>f the French Delegntion,

Objecti ns »f principle were roised by the Swiss and Irish Delegn-
tions with regard to the participation of the 0.I.R. in the group both
of these Delegations insisting that their opposition was based neither
on personal grounds nor on technical incapacity. However, it appeored
injudicious to allow this orgenisation to participate in the work of o
group charged with the study of a gquestisn in which it might have a
direct interest.

The 0.I.R., Observer stated that he would have moade the very objec-
tion reised by Mr. Metzler ond Mr. Monaghan if he had thought that such
was the case. If he had accepted, tacitly, the request made to him, it
was because he had considered that the questions dealt with would be of
an exclusively technical character andithat it would be a motter »f
drawing up o list of tedhnical questions in abstracto.

However that might be wished to emphasise that he did not wish to cause
any difficulty., :

Further explanation of the Bielorussian proposal having been given
by Nr. Likhoushing and the Chairman, it was decided that the 0,ILR.
should not participate officiclly in the ~ctivities of the graup, but
that it should be cuthorised to attend the meebings so s to be in 2

position to answer eny technical questisns which might be asked by the
Chﬁlrm - or by the members of the group.
X
X X

The Delegate of Egypt wented some particulars: concerning the deci-
sions arrived at by Committee 4 at its last meetlng (consideration of
RD Document 185).

The Chairmon repliced that the Minutes of the meetlng in gquestion
would be published in the ncar future and that all the particulars re-
quested would be contained therein. Should uhere then be divergencies
of oplnlon with regard to the substance, they could be exvrcssed aurlng
the discussion of 1heob Minutes.

The Chairman closed the mecting ot 3.40 p.m,

Mr. Anglés d'Auriac, Mr. Makarov,
Mr. Shamsha, - Chairmen,

Rapportecurs., | | (D-35)
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ANNEX I

Minutcs of the 3rd Mecting of the Technical Committee.
RD Documcnt 192,

Corrections to be made to the statements of the Deieg&te of Belgium,

1) page 2, 8th parag., 2nd and 3rd sentences 1o read

"However, they considered that certain items of this 1list
related to questions which were not of a technical chqrﬂcter.
Thcy cons 1dcrbd therefore.,.. .

2) page 2, 1lth paragraph, in first senténée, to.read

"the Belgian Dulbgutb'moq1fled his first proposal® i,e,
the original word "withdrew'™ is to be replaced by the word
"nodlfled"

3) pngc 3, loth paragraph,

read "The Delegate of Belgium declared that he could not agree
to paragraph d) as it might be inferrcd thercfrom that the
inception of the work of the Planning Committee was dependent

on the reception of rccommendations from the Technical Committec,
However, Committee 4 had, in faect, no right whatcver to regu-
late the work of Committce 5"

4) page 4, 2nd paragraph,

to read "The Delegate of Belgium was of the opinion that para-
groph d) cons tltutbd a scrious danger of a bottleneck in the
Coniorenoe. He thereforc protested formally +to its introduction.”

5) page 6, 1lth paragraph.

read "The Delegate of Belgium stated that he had wished to
protest against what he believed to be an attempt to stifle the
debate by proceeding to a vote while numerous Dolcgatlons were
rcecquestingthe floor. In regard to the substance, he agai
declered that the wording of pqragraph(d) was not acceptable."

With regard to the 6th paragraph, of the same paoe, Mr.
Corteil proposed the follov1ng correctlon- '

"As the Chairman had not given h1m the floor, when he
requested it by raising his h?nd the Delegate of Belgium took
the floor of his own accord and , speﬂklng loudly, stated that
he had vainly asked to be allowed to speak and that he could
not accept that the discussions should be stifled by proceeding
to the vote. The interpreters asked lr. Corteil to be kind
cnough to speak into the mlcrophonc "

This proposal was supported by the Netherlands Delegation.
In the absence of mutual agrecment on this matter, the above
text should be considercd os a reservation on the part of the
Belgian Delegation.

Tr,7/15/Re4/D.29)
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- ANNEX II

Corroction to

the Minutes’ of the 5th Mcctlng of
~ Committee 4 (RD Document 194)

/S

Remarks of the Delegate of France, page 5, sixth pqragrbph.
Replace the second part by the following teyt

"As for the comments relatlng 1o Germany, he could not
accept them; in fact, the llOC°tlon, in the two preliminary
drafts, of 4 erQuﬂnClbo, all exclusive, to Germany constituted
favoured treatment agein for this country because of the high
numbcr of exclusive frequencics thus alloca bed, "

Mercicr

(25, 42/R.4/0,29)
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EUROPEAN BROADCASTING | RD Document No. 328-E
CONFERENCE ' 2 September, 1948
K@BENHAVN, 1948
. Submittcd in: - English
COMMITIEE 5 |
(Frequency Allocation)

- e s e e mR G we m S aw e MR W 8 e
el

1. The Agenda for the mécting RD Document 272 waos distributced.

Confirmation of the Minutcs of the 3rd, 4th and 5th mcctings
was postponed at the recquest of onc of the declegantes,

2, Cheirman's Rcport on thc work of the Planning Groups.

The Chairmen statcd:=-

"Working Groups 1 and 2 werc sct up at the 2nd mccting of
Committce 5 on the 16th July, and they startcd work on Monday, the
19th July. It was not possiblc to commence work on o Plan
immediately, sincc the technical basis of the work had not been
determined by Committee No. 4. The work thereforc startcd by a
discussion of the general basis, as distinet from the technical basis,
on which the plan would be preparcd, and the Committec is awarc of
the rcsult of this work in the dircéctives which have so far bcen
agrccd, ' :

At the mecting of the Bxecutive Committeec on Friday, thc 6th
lugust, the President, M. Holmblad, suggcestced that it was nccessary
for the Planning Committcc to work to a targcet datc for the first
plan to be »ut beforce this Committcc, and the target dete suggested
wes to-morrow, the 25th August.

In spitc of the fact that the technical cdircctives forming the
basis of thc »lan had not yct becen decided, it was agrecd to make
‘o start on thc production of a trial plan, Thic situation was a
difficult onc owing to the hordening of opinion on the two altcrnative
Brusscls Plans, The basis of discussion was found on the
implemcntotion of the formula for the production of a ncw plan which
I announccd at the last mecting of this Committcc. It will be
rccollccted that the plan was to be formulatcd on the basis of the
provision of thc samc numbcr of cxclusive frecquencics as werc
contained in Docunmcnt No. 281 of the Brusscls Confercnce, with 250
2llocations, which was the anproximate number in cach of the plans,
and with 9 kc¢/s scparstion betwecen the channcls.

A draft schedulc of the frcquencics to be allecated to the
different countrics, divided into five arbitrary frcecquency bands,
was produccd by the Cheir in order to assist in the discussion,

It will be rcaliscd that sincce the demands for frcgquencics for the
diffcrent countrics smownted to morc than 280, it was nccossary to
prunc thesce demands and the gencral basis cdoptced was that of the
nunbcr of frequoncics allocated in Documents 279 and 281 on o rough
avcecraging basis, Unfortunatcly it was not found possiblc 1o get :
agrcement on this basis of allocation, and in reviewing the document
the number of allocations was increascd considerobly, the final
number being 288, In spitc of this it was agrccd to attenpt to
formulatc a draft »lon on this basis, In addition it was desired
if possible to place a further six cxclusive frcquencies, making

78 in all. o

(D.16)
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The decision tc endeavour to produce such a plan was taken
on Thursday, the 19th August, and by intensive work of a small
Planning Group, the first draft plans were produced yesterday, the
23rd August. Owing to the speed with which the plan was produced,
it obviously had many weaknesses. As produced, it had been
€oxd impossible to accomedate the additional exclusive frequencies
desired, and also a number of the shared frequcncies, 14 in all,
While by further effort it might have been found possible to place
these additional frequencies; the net result of the plan proved
that the average protcciion ratios possible on thc shared stations
was very poor and it was felt that these would not have been
acceptable by this Committee. It was thercfore agreed by the
Committec that on the basis of compromise; the number of frcquen-
cicsshould be recduced so the original number of 250 and that a
reduction should also bec madc in the number of exclusive frequen-

ies by providing, where possible, a very good sharc for these., ....

The reduction suggested was about seven, i.e. 65 cxclusive fre-
quencies in all,

The small Planning Group are thercfore now working intensive-
ly on this project in order to produce the first plan which it is
hoped will be put before the Committcc in the near future,"

The Delecgate of Egypt askecd for confirmation that the Working
Group; in preparing the plan, would kecep to the dircctives given
to it by the Confercnce and that if this were found to be impos-
sible, authority to act otherwise would be asked from thc Committcc.

The Chairman assured the meeting that, as far as possible,
the directives would be observed, " If it were found that this was
impossible, then the position would be reviewed when the first
plan was produccd.

3. Derogation in Moritime Bands,

The Chairman quoted para. 138, Article 5, of the Atlantic
City documcnt referring to the band 415-460 kc/s allotted to mo-
bile morine services on a world-widce basis and to the band 510-
. 525 ke¢/s allotted for similar scrvices in Region I,

He introdudcd the rcport of the Joint RD-MAR Working Group
documcnt RD 264,

The delcgates of Sweden and Austria statecd the situation
as rcgards Ostersund and Innsbruck and Dornbirn insisting that
they wishcd to rctain the derogations for thesce stations unless
satisfactory low frequencies n thc broadcast bands could be pro-
mised. The delcgate of Switzcrland thought that only a one-sided
view was expresscd in the rcport and that a decision could only
be taken when the conclusionsof the Planning Group were known,

The delegatc of Sweden wished to know whether the document
had been approved by thc Joint Working Group.

After some discussion it was dccided that the Soviet Delegation
would scnd and ask M. Schtjetinin, the Chairiman of the Joint Vor-
king Group,; to attcnd the meeting if possible.

4, Thc Chairman thcn asked Mr., Van dcr Toorn to introduce RD
document 267, the report of the Joint VWorking Groups 2 and 3, rc-
ferring to the use of 272 kc¢/s by Oslo. Mr. Van der Toorn stated
that RD 267 was the final document rcplacing RD 260 which was an
interim working document. Hc summed up the contents of the report.

St:30
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The Aeronautical Services were not prepared to accept Oslo
on 272 kc/s but would accept certain other stations on this fre-
quency, i.e.Brasov, Lahti and Ankara., The countries owning these
stations objected strongly to using the frequency 272 ke/s and
attached to document RD 267 full statements giving thelr reasons.

Therefore there appeared to be no solution to the problem of
finding a station to use 272 kc/s.

The Chairmen stated that although Normwegian stations only were
mentioned at Atlantic City for this frequency, it was allowable to
put in others if agrecment could be obtained between the broad-
casting and air interests. He hoped that sooner than cause the
complete loss of a long wave channel to broadcasting, the countries
concerned would endeavour to revise their decisions. ' ‘

The observer of ICAQ insisted that, contrary to the impression
conveyed by para 5 of RD 267, his organisation wished to protect
all azeronautical interests including those of Eastern Burope. iis
reasons for offering to accept Brasov, Lahti or Ankara on 272 ke/s
were that firstly the U.S.S.R. were already broadcasting in this
band, and secondly that the number of aeronautical installations in
the Bast would be, for the next five years, considerably smaller
than in the West.

The delegate of U.S.S.R. expressed the opposite view. He in-
sisted that the right solution was for Oslo to remain on 272 kc/s
and for this frequency to be used for aeronautical serviees in
Southern Europe, and avoided in Scandinavian countrizs. '

The observer of ICAC pointed out that aeronautical installa-
tions in all parts of Burope were compelled to share all the fre-
quencies available in the band, The acceptance of Oslo wes impossibe
le.

If the Eastern countries found it necessary to use 272 ke/s’
for their installations he would support protection, but if not,
he thought that stotions Bast of the Warsaw meridian eou