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Maritime » -Document No 1 MAR-E
Regional Redio Conference June 4, 1948.
Copenhagen, 1948 » '
~ ' Published by the Bureau of the

International Telecommunicationsg
Union, Berne. ‘

Italy

May 14, 1948

With reference to telegram No 36/111, April 27, 1948, of the
Bureau of the International Telecommunications Union, the Italian
Administration takes the liberty to let you know that it wishes the

next Regional Maritime Radio Conference to deal mainly with the
following matters:

a) assignment of frequencies to coast stations within the
150 - 2850 kc/s band assigned to maritime mobile services;

b) preparation of a new Plan for medium fi‘equency radio beacons,
substituting the Plan drawn up at Bordeaux before the war.




Maritime . L U MAR-DOGM o
Regional Radio Conference ' ';une 19th, 948.
Copenhagen, 1948 :

D ]

UETT.D KTNEGH

Reference document n® 1 JL.R-E dated June 4 1948 publlahed by the Bureaun
of the ITU the United Alnbdom Admlmstratlon wishes to make the following
comments on the two 1tems which the Italian Administration has suggested for
discussion at the uuropean ’Ye gional laritime Conference in Copenhagen.

A, It was agreed at the In_ternatlonal Radio -Conference . in itlantic City that
a separabe Conference should be held in bblO in 1949 to deal with the assignment
“of frequencies to the various services operating in the band: between 1605 and
2850 kc/s.

This ‘dministration considers that it will not be practicable to draw up a
- suitable plan for the assn.gnment of  frequencies to the Buropean maritime mobile
* services operating in the 1605 - 2850 1’(',/‘3 band until the future operation of the
northeast Atlantic standard Loran chain has been. definitely settled (see paragraph
146 article 5 of the Atlantic City Radio L.ermlat:.ons) and that it will not there—
fore be possible to deal with this band of’ frequenm.es before the'time of the
pro;posed Conference in Oslo.

The United Kingdom .dministration considers.that “the Copenhagen Regional
sizritime Conference should deal only with agsignments to maritime services in the
bands between 150 and 525 kc/s as on'lnally proposed and as notified by the

. Danish Administration in its commnication published at page 1 of Berne Notification
no 547 of the 16 March 1948.

3. The United Kingdom Administration has -given consideration te the quéstion of
‘ whether the Copenhagen laritime Lonfe;eme might be cha:cged with the prepara.t:.on
of plans for the assignment of frequencies }p rediobeacons in the Buropean Reg:nov
but reached the conclusion that it would be practicable to make the necessary
preparatmns for discussions on this subjec;%; in time for the Copenhagen meeding
more pa;rtlcula.rly since it is not possidle o disassociate discussions on the

. ._frequency aspeet of radiobeacon sexvices it"ﬂ:om'd_s.scussa.ons on their nav:.ga.t\. onal

features. The United I Gngdom Admnistmtmn suggests that any discussions there
‘may be’ on ‘radiobsacon. questlons ‘at’ the Copenhagen Conference should be quite
informal ‘and that special arrangements will have tc be made at 3 later date for

: deallng with the question of the. revision ‘of . all ra.dlobeacon agreements affecting
~ the “uropean ueg.Lon.




. Maritime @ OCh. No} -E
Re nfer :
glonal radio co erence June 22, 1948

Kpbenhavn, 1948 _
—— S.uhmt‘ced in’ Engllsh .

‘Hoads of Delozntions Meeting

Junc 24, 1948 2.p.iis

1. Pppoz; tment of Seerctariat,

2+ Organization of committecs. (MR Toc To 4 E)

3e Chairmanship and Vice-Chairmanship of ,com‘a.ttew.', .
4o Internal Regulations. (MAR Decs No 6 - E)

5, Working Mothod (MiR Docs.No 8 = E)

e Language Arrangements.. -

7. AdmloSZLOIl of Intomatloné.l Orrfanlzatlonéo

8, M:uscellancous-



Regional Maritime Radio Conference ' MAR Doz. No.4 E.
________ 22 June 1948

Kgbenhavn }948 Original : French

DENMARK
Draft
of

the Setting up of Committees of the
Regional Maritime Radio Conference .

1. BExecutive Committee (Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen of thé
Conference and of the Committees)

Terms of Reference: 1o deal with problems connected with
the time~table of the Conference and with the coordination of
werk in the different committees.

2. Credentials Committee: _
Terms of Reference: +to examine the vwalidity of credentials.

%. Orranising Committee:
Terms of Reference: +to drafl agreements and to deal with

questions of organisation connected with the work of the

Conference. '

4, Committee for Fresuency Allocation to Coastal Stations:
Terms of Reference: +to draw up a plan for the allocation

of frequencies to coastal stations,

5. Drafting Committee:
The Rules of Procedure define the terms of referenee of this

Committee,
6. Unofficial Group for the Study of the Allocation of
Freguencirs to Aeronautieal Services:

o

The Terms of Reference of this Group will be the pre-drafting
of a plan for the alloeation of frequencies in the aeronautical
bands 315-325 ks/s and 325-405 ke/s.

v b - - — b o



Maritime Regional Radio Conference
Copenhagen 1948

MAR Document. No.5 -E.
June 22 1948

Original: Engiish

Opening Session
25th June at 10 P.N.

(European Regional Broadcasting and Maritime Reglonal
Radio Joint Conference)

'‘Opening-,Addressa'nd"R‘_e'ply’.;~
15 mlnutes Receee
(Photographs of the Delegates 0. be taken)

‘First Plenary session of the Aaritlme keglo-
nal Radio Conference.

June 25, 1948 at 2, 30 Pdej

1. Openlng Address by the Chalrman of the Danish Delegation.
2. Election of Chalrman and Vlce Chalrman for the Conference.
3. Election of becretariat. o

4. Establlshment of Committees (MAR Doo. No. 4 - F)

5 App01ntment of Chairmen and Vlce-Chalrmen of Committees’,
6. Rules of Procedure. (MAR Doc. No.6 - . F)."

7. working Methods, (RD/MAR Doc. - Nos: 6 -E/B -F)

8. VWorking Hours for the Conference. '

g. Lanauage Arrangements. :

10.4dmission of Internatlonal Organlsations.

11. M1scellaneous.




Regional Maritime Radio Conference (MAR-48)
(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 6

Note: The following corrections were issued in relation to this document:

e Document No. 20 - Correction to Document No. 6



Marztlme ‘ MAR Deaument No 6 B
Regional Radio Conference

Kgbenhsvn, 194& o - fane 22 1948

Submltted‘zn Frenoh

DIFULRE

Draft of Rules of Procedure
for *he r.egmnal YMaritime

The &raft of rules of procedure which follows is formulated
according to the directives contained in chapter 6 of the Genersl
Regulations amnexed to the International Telecoimunications Convention
of Atlantio City, and is essenti y identlcal with the drazft of rules
of progedure for the Suropean Re nal Broadcastlng Conferenoe.




§1.
§ 2.
g 3.

8 4e

81,
8 2.

(12~146)

w2 -

-(mé E)-

DR A Eim é@ F
RULES of PROC 5 DURTE
for tho Repional Marltlme Radio Confexrence:

(Copenhagon, 1948).

Rule'l
Definltions.

R, A g v A e A

In these pPOuOﬁt regulatlons the tcrm "delegation” signifies a
group of delegates, reprosentatives or experts of a single eountry
in the European zones - ; y

The termn "delegate" smgniflos a pereon representing the government
or adminiﬂtration of a country in the European Zonc.

Eash’ dolegation nay be assisted by émne or scveral attached aldes
and by one or geveral interprelerse

The term M"observer" is used for

a) persons representing non-Europeah cbuntfie° which have
signed or approved the Telecommnnications Convention of
Atlantle City, 1947; :

b) persons reprcsenting the International Frequency
Registratlon Board; .

¢) persons represonting ‘Anternational organizations which hawve
requested admission to the Conferonce and whose request
has been approved by a Plenary Assembly of the Conferenca.

Rulc 2

Admis sion to tho Oonference

In genoral, only the followihg shall participate in all the debates
of the Conforenec: the delegations of eountries of the Buropean
zone, observers of Extra~Europcan countries and obscrvers of the
I.FeReBe

Tho first Plenary Assombly shall detcrmine the oxtot to which the
‘obscrvers of the bodies set forth under paragraph 4, d) of Rule 1,
8hall attend and participate, in anzzdviuory capacity, in the ’

meetings of the Plenary Assembly or of certain, or all other
committces. '
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Rulo 3

Ordor of Scating.

, At mcctmn“s of the Plen vy Assembly, the dﬁlugatc“, reprn(cntafl—
ves, cxports and qndeﬂ shall be grouped by dolegation and the delegaticns
shall be scated in the alphabotieal order of the French names of the
eountrics ropreuontcd.

Rule 4

Llectlon of h‘ Chalrmnn and V¢c“—ch¢1rnqn

B LT rov R A 1 TR VA1 i ot A L 1 it P

The Chairman and the Vice-Chairman of the Confuvrence shall be
cleeted at the first scssion of the Plenary Acscmbly of the Conference.

_Rule 5

Submission of Credentials

8 l. Faeh delegation shall submit to the uocxctarlmt of the Conferenee
the credentlal; which aecrodit it as a reprccontative of the admini ge:
tration of its countrV.

§ 2. These eredentials shall be verified by a committec during tho first
woeck of the meeting.. .

g 3. Ne delegation shall be authorized to votc untll itu crcdvnthl are
: declarod valid by the said committee,

8 4. Observers shall submit to the Seerctariat an offieial noto from their
organization aecrediting them to the Conforence.

alec 6

Powors of the Chalrman

The Chairman bhall open and close the sessions of the Plenary
Assombly, dircet the dOlib@Iatlonu and announce the results of the voting.

He shall also have “tho rnncral direction of all +the work of the
Confercneo, .

 Rule 7

Scerctariat of the Conforonco

[PrEEN. R e SR

The sceretariat of the Conference shall bo constituted at the
first session of the Plenary Assembly and shall be eomposed of the por-
sonnel of the segerctariat of the Teleceommnication Union, and, 1f necege
sary, of pergonncl of the adwinistration of the Danish Governmoent.

(12-24-6)
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Rule 8

Appéintment of Committecss.

' The Plenary Assembly may appoint commitices to examine questions
submitted for the consideration of the Conferenee. These Conmittecn mey
in their twm, appoint subcormittees or working ;roupa.

Rule 9

Composgition of Committecs

g 1. The Commlttees shall be composed .of delegations of the administra~
- tions of the European Region.

A§ 2. The following shall be authorized to attend and participate in the
discussions of the cormittees, without wvote @

‘a) representatives of non-European ecountrics;

b) persons representing the Intﬂrnatlonal Frcquency Registration

" Board;

¢) international organizations, within the limits established
by the first Plenery Assembly. : S : :

Rule 10

Chairman, Vice-Chairman and Reporters of Comnittoos, Subcommlttees
and Working Groups.;

The Chairmon of the Conference shall submit for the approval of
the Plenary Assembly the cholce of the ehafrman and of the vice-chairman
. or viece~chairmen of each committee. ;

The Chairmon of each committee shall propose to his committee
the nomination of the reporters and the choice of the chairman, vice-
chairman, and reporters of the subcormittees or wgrklng groups.

Rule 11

Summons to Sossionsv

. The sessions of the Plenary Assembly and the sessions of commlites.
tecp and of subcommittees shall be announced either by lottor or by notica
posted in the mecting placc of the Conference. - .

Rule 12

Order of Diseussion

.

£ 1. Porsons desiring to speak may do so only after havmng obtained. the
econgent of the Chairman, As a goneral rule they shall begin:by:
announcing the name of their country or their organiuation.

(12-14-6)
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ﬁ » Any porson spooking must exprqss hingo}f olowly pnd dfstinetly,
soparating his wonds and pauging fuoqybntly go that alld hi» colleaguos
IRy he able to foJlow hig muapiny clganly, ‘ ‘

RLle 13

Proposalq prcuont bcforp the openinz of tho Conferenco

Proposals pregented before tho opening of the Conference sho 11 be
alloeatcd by tholflvnary Asscmbly &p the appropriate cormﬁttocs.

Rule 14

Proposals presented during a Conferenco

v 3 1 Ak RS B

81. No proposal or amondmbnt uhﬁii“be submitted unless it is countersigned
supported by the Head of the Delegation of tho country concerned .

oxr by his deputy.

§ 2. Tho Chairman of the Conference shall decide whother the proposal or
amondinent shall be amounced to all delegations by distribution of
copi“s or nerely by oral statement. &

8 3. At sessions of tho Plonary Assembly ony cuthorized individual may
read or request to be read, any proposal or amendment presented by
him during a conferenec and may be "llOWbd to explain his reasons
theroforo.

Fule 15

Proposals pre cnted to Commlttees durln a conference

B AERLN L AT 7 AR A | AT e B U T N

§ l. Proposals or amendments presented after the opening of a. eonference
mst be dellvered to the Chalrman of tho appropriate committec, or
in case of doubt as to the appreopriate committee, to tho Chairman
of the Confercencc. :

8 2. Evory proposal or amendment must be presented in the definitive form
of the text to he ineluded in the documcnts. : :

8 3. The Chairman of tho Conmittee concorned shall deeide whether the
proposal or amendment shall bo ammounced to all membors of the
Committee by dis tributlon of cop;cu or mercly by oral st emcnt,

Rule 16

Postponed Proposals

When a proposal or an amendment has been reserved or when its
examination has boen postponoa, the Delegation sponsoring it shall be res-
pons jblo for secing that it is not uubsequontly ovcr]ookvd.p L '

(12-14-6)
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fnle 17

Voting ?roceduro

.

Only the delegations of the :overnnunﬁs of the Buropean Reglon may
take port in tho voling, each dc]orntlon having one vobe.

A duly aceredited delegatlon'may'glvo another duly accreditod delc-
gation tho powsr of proxy to exerclee its wote during onc or several
nectings which 1% cannot attend, In no case shall a. d&lﬁpqtiwﬂ be
able to oycwcisc more than one vote by promy.

During meetings of the Plenary Assembly cach proposal or duondment

'shqll be ”ubmitbﬁd to a votc aftor discussion.

lor a valid vote tc be takcn ot o seasion of the Plenary Assembly

- at least onc-half of the dolc gations accredited to the Conference

and having the right to vote must be presont or rﬁprcsentca at the
sasslon during which the vote is cast. ,

‘Voting shall take place by a show of handa. If a majority is not

clearly apparent even after a recount has been taken, or if an indi~-
vidual count of the voles ie requested, there shall be a roll eall
in the alphabctical order of the French names of the Mbmborsg

In moetbings of the Plenary Asscmblv no proposal or amendment shall be
adopted unless it is supported by a majority of the delegations
present and voting, In determining the mumber of votes required

for a majority, abstentions shall not be teken into account. In
cage of a tic the measurc shall be cone idered rejected.

If the number of abstentions exceeds onc-half of the mumber of dele-
gations present and voling, the measure shall be reeonsidered at a
subsequent mecting, at which time the abstentions shall not be taken
into consideration. ‘ A I

If five or more delegationsa, present and entitled to-yote, request,

- when a vote 1s aboub to be taken, that it shall bo taken by seerect

ballot, this shall be dones The necessary steps shall be taken
to guarantee socrecy. '

Voting procedure in Committec% shall be governed by the provisiona
of paragraphs 1 ?, 3,5, 6 and 7 of ‘this rule,

Rulc lo

Minutes of the Meetings of the Plenary Assombly

The minw t o8 of the mectlngs of the Plonary Absombly shall be drawn
up by the eorotariat of tho Confcxonco. o

As a general rule, the minutos shall eontuin only the proposals and
conclusiong, with the chicf reagons for them in conecisc terms.
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Rule 19
- Roports of Committees

§ 1.(1) The debates of the Committces and subcommittees shall be summarized
meeting by mecting, in reports. These rcportn shall contain the
essential points of discussion, the varioug opinions expressed
which Bhe Plenary Assembly should know, and the proposals and conelu-
~ sions which emanate thurefrom.

(2) .However, each delegate, representative or observer shall have the
right to require the insertion in the report, cither swmmarized or
in full, of any statement whieh he has made. In such case, he must
himg clf supply to the reporter the text to be inserted within two
hours after the end of the session. It is recommended that this
right shall be used onl wzth dlocretlon.'

8 2 If cireumstances warrant, the cormittees or °ubconm1ttees shall
prepare at the end of th01r work a final report in which they
shall reeapitulatc in eoneise terms the proposals and the conclu-
siong which result from the studics which have been onmrusted to
thene

Rule 20

Adoption of Minutes and Reports

8 1.(1) As a gonoral rule, at the boginning of each meeting of the Plenary
- Asscribly, or of each meeting of a commlttee or of a subsommittce,
the minutes or the rcport of the preeccding neetlrg shall bo reads

(2) However, the Chajrman may, 1f he considers such procecdure satdsfac-
tory and if no objection is raised, merely ask if any members of the
Plenary Assombly, the Committee or the subcommittce have any remarks
to meke on the content of the minutes or of the reports

8 2. The minutes or the report shall then be adopted or amended in accorde
ance with the remarks which have been made and which have been
approved by the Plenmry Assembly, or by the committee or subcom-
mittec,

§ 3. Any final report must be approved by the respective committec or
: subcormittee.

S 4e(1) The minutes of the elosing session of the Plenary Assembly shall
: be examined and approved by the Chairmon of the Conferenca.

(2) The report of the last meeting of a committec or of a subcommittes
.. 8hall be examined and approved by the Chairman of tho commlttee or
subcormittec. . B ,

Ru;e 2l

Languages

e e

The final documents of the Confczence shall be drawn up in the
( following languages in versions equivalont in fornm and content
lf "11’."6)
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'
In case of disputc, the Frepeh toxt sh$1}>be authentic,
All’dﬁher.documents of the msetings shall be drawn ub ing

The debates shall be conducted with the aid of an cfficient
syeten of translation in:

. Other languages also nay be used in the debates prov1dcd that the
delegations using them make arrangements themselves for oral translation
into any one of the languages mentioned in the first paragraph above.
Simllarly, delegates may, if they wish, arrange for specches to be trang-

- lated orally 1nto thelr own lqnguago from one of those lwnguagem.

The provisions f the Atlantic, City Convention, Article 15,
paragraph 5, shall be supplied, throuh the I.T.U., to the apportionment
anong the members of the expenses occasioned by the use of the authorized
Ianguageq.

Rule 22

Bditorial Commithpe. Numbcring

A

§‘1. The texts of the agreement -or of the frcquency allocation plan, which
- shadl be worded as far as practicable. in their definition form by the
various committees, following the opinions exoressed, shall be submit-
ted to an editorial committee charged with perfectiny their form
without altering the sensc and w1th conbining them with former téxts
- which have not been altcred.

8 24 Tho'whole of the revisod texts shall be submitted for the approval of
' . the Plenary Assembly of the Conference which shall decide on them or
refer then baek to ‘the approprlatc committoe for further exemination,

8 3. The nunrbers of tho chaptors, articles and parapraphp of the texts

' subjected to rovision shall be preserved until the first reading at
a meeting of the Plenary Asscmbly. The passages added shall bear
provisionally the nunmbers bis, ter, cte. and the numbers of dcloted
pagsages shall not be used.

- 8 4. The definitive mumbering of the chapters, articles and paragraphs shall
be entrusted to the Editorial Committee after their adoption Pollowing
the £irst roading.

Rule 23

Final approval

Tbe texts of the regional arrangements shall be finul after they
have been read o seeond time and approved.

Rule 24

Signature

o et sacmamit

The final texts approved by the Confercnce shall be submitted for
signature to the delegates provided with the nccessary powers in the. alpha-
betical order of the French names of the eountriese

(12-14-6)
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Rule 25
Publicity

o e i ot

S 1.. Unless otherwise stipulated tho plenary mcetings of the (onforence
shall be publlc.

Official releasgoe to the press about the work of the Gonferonco
shall be 1ssued only as authorized Yy the Chairman or a Vice-Chair—
man of the Conforonce.’ , .

€72
D
.

_Rule 26

Docunments

The general sccretariat of the International Teleeormmunication:
Union shall be responsible for the publication of all the documents pertaine
ing to the Conference and for their distribution to all the delegations
and representatives who have participated. ,

Rule 27
Franking Privileges

-

8 1. Dolegates and Reprosentatives as defined in Rule 1 shall be entitled
to postal, telegraph and telephone franking privileges to the
extent arranged by the Danlsh Government in agreement with the other
contracting governments and with the private operating ageneics
concerneds Those privileges shall begin two days before the opening
of the Conference and shall end two days after 1ts closce

8 2. Telegraph and telephone franking privileges shall be limited to
cormmniocations of Delegates and Representatives with their respect-
ive governments, administrations and organivation as well as with
their familics. |

§ 3a. The members. of the secretariat shall aloo be entitlod to these
franklng priv1legcs.

(12~14~6)



kY

Evropeam Regional Broadcesting Conference
and

Maritime Regionel Redio Conference
Copenhagen 1948

RD Tocument No. 5-B
June 22, 1948
Original : ZEnglish
MAR Document No. 7-E
June 22, 1948
Originel ¢ English

Meeting of Coemmittees I
(Executive Committees)
Europeen Regioﬁal Broadcaesting Conference
end
Maritime Regionsl Radio Conference
(Joint uieeting)

on the 25th June at 4:30 P.ii,

Programme of the Meetings to be held in the coming week.



Regional Maritime Radio Conference (MAR-48)
(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 8

Note: The following replacement was issued in relation to this document:

e Document No. 76 - Replacement of Document No. 8
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¢ Buropean Regionel
Broadeasting Conference
Kgberhavn, 1948

Maritime -
Regional Radio Conference
Kgbenhavn, 1948

DRAFT

WORKING MATHCODS TO BE FOLLOWED
AT COMYITTEE MEETINGS

RD Dogument N° 6 -~ B
June 22, 1948

MAR Document N° 8 - B
June 22, 1948

Submitted in: F‘i‘ench
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WORKING METHODS TO BE FOLLOWED
AT COMMITTEE MBETINGS

Rules of Procedure

a) In principle, the rules of prooedure of the Conference shall apply to
Committee Meetings.

Designation of proposals and amendments

b) In order to facilitate the work of the Conference, as well as the drafting
of the final documents and reference to them, the happorteurs shall always designate
proposals and amendments by the numbsr of the document in whlch they haven been
published.

Reports shall bear at the top of the page the number of the Committee which
has drafted them.

Inclusion of additional proposals in the reports

c) The'ﬁapporteurs shall be responsible for inserting in their reports the text
of additional proposals, the examination and discussion of which are related thereto.

Numbering, mimeographing and distribution of reports

d) The Rapporteurs shall submit the first draft of their reports to the General
Seecretariat of the Conference.

The Secretariat shall be responsible for their numberang, mlmeovraphlng and
distribution.

Corrections

e) nequests that corrections be made in a report may be addressed eithexr to the
Secretariat or to the group responsible for the adoption of the report. In the

former case, they shall be accompanied by the endorsement of the responsible Rappor-
teur, numbered, and published immedistely. They shall show clearly upon whose request
the correction has been made, :

f) Chairmen and Vice~Chairmen of the Committee of the Conference shall meet on-
Fridays to fix the time-table for the meetings of the follawing week.

Allocation of Rooms -~ Sumnonses to MEetlngs

g) 7The rooms required for the meetings fixed by the weekly time-table shall be
reserved, in agreement with the Reception Committee, at the weekly meeting of
Chairmen and Vice~Chairmen of Committees.

In the case of meetings outwith the time-%able, the Rapporteurs shall apply
to the Reception Committee for reservations of the necessary rooms. The Committee
shall also be responsible for the posting of the date, time and place of meetings.
In the case of changes in the arrangements for the meetings, it will be appreciated
if the Rapporteurs will inform the Reception Committee. As far as possible, summonses
to meetings shall be posted at least 24 hours in advance. .

h) Opinions and views which Sub-Committees or Working Groups may be asked to
formulate shall be submitted for ratification to the relevant Committee and then,
should the occasion arise, to the Plenary Assembly. Similarly, opinions and views
formulated by Committees shall be submitted to the Plenatry Assembly.
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e

Broadcasting Conference Jane 27, 194€,
{ovenhavn, 1945

» Maritime : MaR Dccument N 85 - F
.~ egional Conference June 22, 1943.
sgbenhavn, 1948.
Ingligh.,

Submittea ins

Tenmark.

P A

neport on Lng calling of the Furopean rHegional Broadcasting Confe-
rence. anu}UAV Reg 1onql Maritime nadi ocommunlcatlon Conwcrence_lg
Cooenha JEN .

Under tie provisions of section 1 of the Additional Protocol

to. the Acts of the International fadio Confe.ance of Atlantic City,

16947, signed by the Telegates of tiae Turopean ifezion,the Government
.0f Denms ok ie regquaeted to call the Turonean hegional Broadcasting
Conference.

In oxrder to comply with a proposal of the La.i. Conference
tae Government of Tenmark ha: issucsd invitations for a Furopean
Maritime nadiocommunication Confersnce {0 be held in Copenhagrn at
the same time as t 1€ Broacdcasting Confercnece.

in oixcex to i acilitate the work of tie Confevences the Danish
Administretion h-s found it aspprquiate to issuc o report on the
action taken by the Lanish Government and Adminictration on this
same question &t the same time as the repoxrt on: the preparation of
these Conferences.

A. Invitetions.

In accordance with the provisions of § 1.1 of the Directives
for the Iuropean Broadcasting Conifecxrence the Danish Government has
invited through diplomatic channels the following countries to send
representatives to the Broadcasting Conferenoces

People’s kepubiic of Albania
Augtria

Belgium

The Bielorussian Soviet Sociali:t kepublic
Bulgaria

state of Vatican City

Igypt

Finland

France

Greece

Hungary

Ireland

Iceland

Italy

~€banon

Luxembourg

Monaco

Norway

Netherlands

republic of Poland
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Portugal ,

¥rench Protectorates of Marocco.and Tunisia
Federal Peoples Republic of Yugoslavia

The Ukrainian toviet Socialist Kepublic
Rumania

United Kingdom of Great Britain end Noxthern Ireland
Sweden

Swiss Confederation

.oyria

Czechoslovakia

Turkey -

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

The Danish Government has beon informed that Lebanon will not take
part in the Conference. On June 18 no definite reply had been reeceived
~from the following countriess

The Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic
The Ukrainian Soviet Soclalist Liepublic
Union of Soviet Socialist kepublics

The extra-Luropean countries, which pursuant to the provisions of
§ 1.2 of the Directives have the right to be represented at the
Broadcasting Conference by observers, have been informed of the conve-.
ning of the Conference by the Notification no. 544 from {the Bureau of
the International Telecommunication Union. The Tanish Government has
been informed that representatives of the United States of imexica will
attend the Conference as observers.

The United Nations Organization of which the telecomnunlcatlon
operating sexvices are entitled to take part in the Conference in a:
consultative capacity persuant to the provisions of § 1.3 of the
directives have been 1n£ormod by the Danish Government, through the
permanent delegate of Denmark to the United Nations, of the convening
of the Conference. No reply has been received.

In accordance with the provisions in Artiecle 4 § & of the Atlantie
City itadie Regulations the “International Frequency Registration Boaxd”
has been invited by the Danich Administration to send representatives
to participate in the Conferences in advizory capacity. This invitatien
has been accepted.

International Organizations which pursuant to the provisions of
§ 1.4 of the Directives may be authorized to participate in the Confe-
rence in an consultative capacity have been informed of the convening
of the Conference by the Notification no 544 from the Bureau of the
Union. Iurthgrmore, in the invitation from the lanish Government to
the countries in the Ifuropean Area, these countries were asked to mzke
the calling of the Conference known to the international erganizations
o and to infoxm them that a)plicatlon for partlclaatlon should be

forwarded through the government of the country in which the organi-
zatione are domicileds Applications for admission to the Conference
have been received from 7Organisation Internationale de Radiecdiffusion”
(OIR) =2nd ”Comité Internmational Itadio-Maritime” (CIAM) through the
Belgian Administration and ~“Union Internstionale de Hadiodiffusion”
(UIR) through the Swiss Administration.

The invitations for the Furopean Maritime Radiocommunication
Conference have been issued at the same time and to the same eountries
as the invitations to the Broadcasting Conference.

The Danish Administration has been informed that the follewing
countries will not take part in the maritime conference:

Swiss Confederation
Lebanon.
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tredentials for the Confcrences.

With reyerd to the naeture of tue *UbeCJn negional Broadecagting U
Conference tae itlantic City Conferences dis cus:cd vnetizer this should
be :n administrative or a plenipote ntiary conference. However the
task of deciding the nature of the Furopean Conference was leit to
the Delegates of that Conference (Documents no. 686 E and no 522 Tk
of tine Atlantic City Conferences).

Therefore in the iavitationﬂ to the countriez of the Iuropean
Region the Danish Government has emphasized that it was advieable for
the Delegates to be invecsted With powers to sign all agreements and
other documents yesulting from the work of the Broadcasiing Conference
irvespective of the nature of the documents.

Secretariat of the Conferences.

In ordexr to emsure maximmn e¢L1c1ency in tﬂe work of the Secre-
tariat of the Conferences the Danish sdministration has aaked the ™
Sureau of the Intcrnational Telecommunication Union to aseicst, ond
the Director has kindly agreed to thie.

Frecuency Bands to_be dealt with by the Conferences.

The task of the “uropean :egional Broadcastiang Conference
ig defined in the additional Protocol signed at Atlentic City and
in the document annexcd thereto. In the main, it is similaxr to those.
of the Iuceine and Montreux Conferences.

With regerd to the question of what frequency bands should
be congiGexred at the Conferenees in Copenhagen it seems that the si-
tuation diifers to some extent from the situwation at the previous
conferences. The main reason for this is that the ~“liesolution 'Hela-
ting to tire Preparation of the New International Frequency List”
adopted by the International Ladio Conference in Atlantic Clty is in
fact imposing on the Administrations the tsck of considering tae fre-
guency band 150-2850 kc¢/s during the regional conferences. The
furopean Iegional Broadcasting. Conﬁezrnce, and the Legionsl Maritime,
Ladlocommanlcotlon Conference are the only reglona1 confe ‘ences sde-
duiled for the Iurovean icgzion for dealing with frequencies in the band
150-1605 kc/s at the present momeﬂt, ené in the opinion of the Danish
Administration it would be natural for the two conferences to d&cide
upon the division of the work between the two conferences snd wheler
othexr conferences saould bL cenvened. :

This QUCSulOH has been discusgsed by the ”Prov1 onal Frequency
Board” whieh has issued a recommendation (Doc. 66 of 9th Tebrueary 1948)
dealing with some of the frequency bands in question. This recommen-
dution has been aporoved by the Administrative Council cuzring its

econd session and should therefore sexve as a directive on this
quegtion. The pertinent part of this recommendstion reads as follows;

Ao - The Administrative Council draw the attention of zll Ad-
ministrations concerned to the necessity of convening suitable re-
gional conferences and pronose the following action be taken by the
Administrations concerned:

(1) The Copenhagen Broadcacsting Conferenee to integrate the Iuropcan
aeronsutical and maritime mobile reguircments (sce note 11, page 23
Reg:s) with those of broadcasting within the band 25)—985 ke/s.
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(2) Tae Copenhagen Maritime Conference integrate the Furopean
requirements within the band 405-415 kc¢/s.”

The Danish Administration hes been asked by the Italien
Admini stration to state what programme and frequency bands should be
congidered by the Maritime Conference. The following reply has been
published in Notification no. 547 from the Bureau of the Unions

?The negional Maritime Iadiocommunication Conference in
Copenhagen 4+... will consicer the maritime requirements in
the bands 255-285 kc/s, 405-415 kec/s, 415-4S0 kc/s. and
510-525 ke¢/s. Euthermore the Conference will deal malnly
with the same questions as the Maritime hadiocommunicetion
Conference in Montreux, 1939, it will especia.ly deal with
the allocation of frequencies to coast stations in the
Furopean Waters from the North Sea to the Mediterranian
(see doc. no. 980R, 25.9.1947 of the Radio ﬂonfcrence in
Atlentic City)”.

The frequency band 150-160 ke/s shared by broadcasting and maritime
mowilé . services nas nct been included in the above list of
irequency bands to be considered by the Maritime Confe:ence as
it is not clear to the Danish Adminietration whethier it is indis=. ..°
pensable for the Maritime Conference to study this with aview of
re~-allocating the coast stations of the Furopean Kegion. A decision on
this question will naturally be taken by the Maritime Conference
iteelf.

The Italien Adminictration has vresented the proposal that
the Maritime Conference should:

1. deal with allocation of freguencies to coact stationsin
the meritime mobile bands between 150 and 2850 ke/s,

2. prepare a new plan for medium frequency radio beacons to
replace the pre-wary Bordeaux-plan. .

This proposal has been circulated as a conference document
(MAx-~-doc no. 1) by the Bureau of the Union.

In a letter cated 4th June 1948 from Bureau of the Union the
Danish Administration was infommed that the following recommendation
had been made by the International Administrative Aeronautlcal ﬂddlo
Conference in Geneva:

7A.The International Administrative Aeronautical nadio Confe-
rence considers tnat the whole problem of aeronautical frequcncy v
requircments should be se.tled as expeditiously as possible. The
Confexnce therefore recommends that regional conferences be convened
without delay to prepare irequency aceignment plans for the bands allot~
ed to the aeronautical mobile service on the regional level. A special
* Administrative Conference will be convened in 1949 to approve the
new frequency list§ hence these plans chould be ready in good tlme for
the Conference 1o Qtudy them.

2. From a study of the frequency allocation table contained in
the Atlantic City kadio Hegulation, and by comparing it with the At-
lantic City xesolution relative to the P.F«B.,it appears that ne
I-T.U., agency has been specifically charged with assigning frequencies
in: :
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- the 3515 - 325 ke¢/s band, allocated in degion I to aeronzutiecal
raxionavigat on, and '

- the 325 - 405 band, shared throughout the world between the aeronsu-
tical mobile cervice dnd acxonqutlcal radioncvigation.

3. &g regards hegion I, it is px obublc that a bbéCidl aeronauti-
cal ooniercnce =111 be conven:z¢ by the “Lmiml%txat¢ve Council of the
I.7.U., and will meet in September, 1948.

‘However, it may be noticed that;
a) The Turopean Zone ig thie cause of the problem for wegion I.

b) Expert reprezentatives of aeronzutical radic services in the
Turopean Zone will be in Copenhagen from the 25 June, 1948, to con-
gider the questLon of broaocaatlnd,wtatLOQS operating by sneczal
arrangement in the bands zreserved for aeronsutical mobile ¢quucncies.
(Trcquenoy allocation tdble, nete 19). In d01nm g0, tiey would be
bound to study the assignment of freguencies to aeronautical stations
in the 325-409 lxc/~ band. : :

c) If a upec1al conference were to be ncld, its scope would be
limited in practice to the 315-325 kec/s band, 10 kc/s wide.

In these circumstances, it would seem that the delay and
expencse occasioned by a sgpecial conference would be out of all pro-
poxtion to the ende to be attained.

dence the Danish Government might well be reque&te& to profit

by the precence of these exverts by convening a 'ting, in oxdex
that they might forward to the R.F¥.B. auy proposal~ on frequency
sc1gnment in the above bands These sropesals, on approval by the

gspecial administrative Confexcnce, would then be incorpozrated in the
new frequency liet. The Danieh Government would of course inform the
countries concerned about this meeting.

should the Zanisn Government accept this oropos al, requests sub-
mitted on forms 2 for the cor.esvonding bandés would be forrarded to it
togetnexr with those relative to tna mobile maritime sgervice.”

On 8th June 1948 the Danish idminictration informed $he
Burcau of the Union that Denmoxk could accept tie recommendation
on the assumption that this preparatory meeting would take pluce
within the framework of the Maritime Confercrce and that rezsonable -
csupport for this proposal would be found among tne countries taking
part. (n 12th June 1948,4 countries ha¢ seconded the nxopo¢al that
such a meeting be called ané no ObJ€Cthﬁ nad been reccived.

Below is given a list ~ummgxlélng the different directives
and recommendations con: era1ng tiie frequeney bands to be considered at
the Copenhagen Conferences
1. Additionsl Protocol, Atlentic City 1947..
The Furopean Regional Broadcas ting Confeience shall set up
a new plan for a location. of frecuencies to broadcasting staetions
(on long and medium waves). :
2. Document Annexed to_protocol.

The Euronean itegional Broadcasting Coanference shall deal
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with frequenciés below 1605 ko/s in broadcasting bands, in shared
bands c¢r in derogation.

Z¢= Atlantie City Radio Regulations 13%1.

The next Buropean Regional Broadcasting Conference shall
decide to what ekxtent existing broadcasting stations in Furope
may be allowed to6 operate in the aeronautical bands 325-365 ke/s
and 395-405 ke/s, |

4.- Atlantis City Radio Regulations 138,

The next Buropean Regional Broadcasting Conference shall
decide to what extent existing broadcasting stations in Furope
may he allowed 16 operate in the maritime bands 415-490 kc/s
and 515-525 ke/s-

5.=- Resolution of the Administrative Council concerning the
recommendation presented by PFB in doec. Ko. 66.

otn

The Conenhagen Broadcasting Conference shall integrate the-
Buropean aeronautical and maritime mobile requirements with
those of broadcasting in the band 255-285 kc?

o
e

6.- Invitation at the Radio Conference in Atlantic City 1947

ékgcﬁegggnilR&aritime Radiocommunication Conference in
Copenhagen should make assignments of frequencies in the 500
kc/s band to the coast stations in the region of the European
waters from the Noith Sea to the Mediterranean.

7.~ Notification Nc, 547 dated 16.%.48 from the Bureau of the
Union.

The Buropean Maritime Radiocommunication Conference in
Copenhagen will deal with the maritime reguirements in. the
bands 255-285 ke/s, 405-415 ke/s, 415 Xc/s-490 kc/s and
510-525 kc/s.

8. Resolution of the Administrative Council. concerning the reem-
mencation »nresented by the PFB in coc. No. 66,

The Copenhagen HMaritime Conference shall integrate the
Buropean requizements within the band 405-415 kc/s

9. Recommendation acopnted by the International Administrative
Aeronauiical Racio @onierence 1.6.1948, RN

The Danish CGovernment mizht well be reqguegted to profit by
the presence of the aeronautical radio experts by convening a
meeting, in order that they mizht forward to the PFB any »ropo-
sals on frequency assignment in the bands %15-325 k¢/s and
%25-405 ke/s.

The following frequency liet has been nrepared to give a
general view of the frequency bands to be counsil>rec at the
aifferent conferences in Copenhagen in accordance with the above
stipulations. The Broadcasting Conference is incicated by LD,
the Maritime Conference by MAR and the Aeronautical Meeting by
AER, In cases where the same frequency band is being dealt
with by more than one conference the listing (oces not indicate
any relative nriority.



Frezuency Bend Service =) Confrrence
150-160 kc/s B MM RD, (MAR)
160-255 : B RD
255-285 AeN, B, M =D, LAR
285-315 1
315-325 AeXN TR
325-"05 Aell, Aell 2D, KR
405-415 (Ael, MN, W LEAR
(exel, Ae
415490 L X, MAR
490~510 il :
510525 11a 2L, MKAR
525-1605 B n
x) B = lacdiodifiusion Broaccastirg
xlf = Hobile maritime Haritime Mobile
Aell = Nladionavigation adronautique Aeronautical Radiomavigation
i, = Dacionavigation meritime aritime Racionavigation
Ael = MNobile déro autigue Aeronautical lobile
4t = Nobile liobile



Maritime
Regional Radio Conference

Kgbenhavn, 1948

Subnitted in: Inglish

Pennmark,

A list of freguency fchlrcm nts for coastal stations in the
frequency band 150 - 4000 kc/ has been submitted on Form 2 in
Ltlentic City for use by the .z ~ovisional Frecuency Board in Geneva.

In a recommendation 6 ated 9th ieoruaxy 1948 (TR Doc, o,
66~u) it was proposed that this information should be Turnished by
the PFB to the Conferences of Region 1, This recommendation was
later annroved by the Administrative Council Jduring its second
session ané the Danish Administration has therefore rcauoot@c the
FEB to »nrovicde o list of coastal stations in the frecuency bend
150 to 525 ke/s for the furopean Region,

- The information received from thc PFE only 1nﬂlur es reculire-
ments subuitted on Torm 2 until Sentenber 1547 snd ig  therefore
not cuite up~to-date., Furthermore Lﬂn information 1s not quite
commlete as sonme countries (bonuarh, Greece, Iceland end Jugoslevia)
vhich hod subnitted information in September 1947 have not Lezn
inclucded in the list. In the lists prejasred by the Danish
Delegeation the requirements of +the above mentioned countries have
been included on the Dbasis of the information in the "Liste des
circuits ¢e radiocommunication® Vol, I and 11 issued by the UFB.

To facilitate the work of the conference the requiremcnts‘
have been listed alphabeticslly according to countries in two
sections

8. Frequencies between 150 and 405 kc/s listed for the
whole of Buronean Region.

b. Freguencies between 405 and 525 ke/s listed under the
4 Zones of the Lontreux Aoreerrpu, viz. the Baltic,
the Chanrel and Yorth Seaz, the ientic and the cocast
of Horth-ifrica snd Ffinaelly the
stations located outside these zones have been inclu’ ..
in the nearest zone, :

Lediterranesn, A few

The geographical ,ltufb1un of +the listed cosst stations is
incdicated on the attached nmap.

In the o»ninion of the Danish veleg gation it would expedite wthe
work of the Conference if at an early aoment the vearious uulcammlons
would examine their own recuirements and prevare a list of additions
or corrections which could be dealt w7ith by the committee or '
voriing groun to be given such terms of reference,
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MEiR BALTIQUE

Wom du pays

BALTIC SES

Tom de lz station

Begoin de

Name of country Feme of station frequence
. Desired
frequency

Mlemogne (Germany) Blbefeuerse 445

Flbeweser 445A

Flensburg 442

Horns Hev 445

Kiel a2

Norddeich 445

Allemagne (Station U.3.44) FLS5 445
(Germany U.o.oi. Station)

: Bremerhafen 428

Denemsric (Dermark) i 18W Lightship 425

~ Aalborg Bugt Lightship ' 425

Zmholt Knob Lightship :425

Blaavama Radio 429

Copenhagen - 467

Gedser Rev Lightship - 425

attegat § Lightship 425

Kattegat 5 W Lightship 425

Leesoe N Lightship - 425

Laesoe Ren;’le Lightship 425.

Roedsand § Lightship 375

. Skagen Radio 464

Skegens Rev Lightship 425

Skamleback 435

Skamleback 467

Vyl Ligh‘tship
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LA BANCHE BT LA ¥ .,R 3)~J HORD THY CRAINTL AND CHD NOREH SFA

Nom du poyse ~ ’ : . . Nom &e la Station Desoiln de

Name of Country Nome of Statlon froon nee
_L, sired
Frecuency

Allenagne (Germany) : Elboefeverse A4S

L
5
lon
')
P
N
o~
<

).. -
L__!
S
C
T'
£ ?
I~
RN
N

et
v P
e O
-
2
et
¥
[e)
<
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e
o WU

BN
o
N\

Morddeich

DT, K
Qe dae

B
o~
A\l

Allesmagne (Stations U.8.4.)
Germany (Stations U,S5.4.) - By cmnxhaLeq

N
RO
o

-3
1

Belgique (Belgium) . - Anvers (Antwern) .

N
‘N

Outende (Ostend)
Dancenark IS Tightshin
Azlborg Bugt Lightship

Anholt “nob Lightshin

T N
P N DO
(SRS S BN 2 RN 2 B 3

RGNS

Blacvand Rauio

ESGEN
N o

Copenhagen

Gelser lLev vah ship 3)
Kattégats ulﬁhtship 25
) RKetegat 57 Lightship 425
Laesco N Lightshin A25
Lecsoe Hende Dights 425
Roedsand 5 hlvbzsuip 575
Skagen Rodio 464
Ckagens Rev Lightshio 425,
Skamlebak 435 ,
Skemlebak 467
Yyl Lightsahin HMAS,
Lance : - Doulogné ' A%%

Dovlogre«-suriier ‘ 448
Brest 433
Caleis-lort o 423,6
Cherbours : 4%%
Cherbourg | 458



France (cont:)

Grande-Dretagne
{(United qubdom)

Norwege (Horway)

10 - B-F

Diene-~Fort
Gouesnon ‘
Le Hevre

Le Hevre~Zori
Lovdent
Lorient
Rouen-Rort
Cullercoats
Culiercosss
Lmno'” nd
Lond s Pnd
fiahlethorpe

i ”T\](”ule“‘“

Morth Torsland

S FE O - )
POTLisanzl

Portaaioick

Wick

'1(;_{;
Azlesund
Bergen
Derge
Faraunm‘
Stavanger
T joene
Vo .uiden.

Nmuiden

Falsterbs Dey

&othénburg
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'I’A LAVTIOJE ET IA COTE DE

TP AFPRIQUE

DU HNORD

THE CO
(LCA

e
ASH

Nom du nsys Yom de la Station
Name of Cf‘(,m Sry , of u“b tion
Agores (The Azores) Flores 500
' Horta 500
Zonta Delgada AT

l*:‘!

ki

M

o3

e

3

O ’D
@

tagne (United Kingcdom)

e (Ireland)

"’),\ ,—.J

Bordes EAPRat
Br@st
Gouesnbu
Lorient
Lorient
Rochefort
Seint Nazaixe
Gibraltar
Land's Ind
Lend's Ind
Mablethorne
Portishead
Jortishend
Portratrick
”OfT”“ﬁTle

Seaforth

ik
W Y LY e ot 2 :
Halin Head Redio

Valentia Hedio
Valentia

i~
., 'l_J

£ s
LSS
N W &S5 W O

N S
-3 N
C

478
470
467
476
496
461
499
GAT
501
421
435
446
421
429
500
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ngl&fjordur

4
Siglufjordur 500
o Vestmanneoy jar 4

-

nneey jar - BLO0

1o de lo zone

-
0
o
=
\J
e
i
fi ]
Q
2

zone excluded)

f ot -
o Ao A. i

“tCtL& 13 ) Ca&a“lanoa 447
s) 421

ion de la zone Bort7”autey~ : 420
(“i“blchunuiw'A) rwJulVHU*”y L ANG
‘ zone excluted .
ToC [ G R A . “ P

Jee ‘u Sbetiong ) o g 476
MNorvhae ENQEN y)' ) J J : Azlwsu“ ‘
B Dergen _ - 438

Bergen 470

1

Bodoe 435
Hammerfest 450
Haratad 445
Hopen 435

Tocgrvik -~ 447

- ,
84 AV EALer . AL

Norvege (Svalbard, Bjoernceya, Bjoernoeya £S5
Jan layen) ToT
(Eorvay)

Portugal j . Erulia 500

Eoonove 500

Tisboa o 435
Lisboa 500
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Nom du paya

Name of Cor.,,.n"é.;ry

..9...

Ho, 10 - B-F

A"L (-»-/\ l-sl @ (!‘ .BQrL [ }

Bal garie (Bu 1«“" Tie)

France

Gibraltar
Grece (Greece)

Ttalie (Italy)

B

Cren ‘ : A3
(‘)-.—‘.

Tor 425

I~
J

e L la . ' L
A.,Jr...'.c(.,-_«.,o ) 4‘,.)3

3

N,
)
~2

Marsell ie

3

O

et
]

PN

—~

G

o

£ L
A

&0

Toulon ' 433

(4, UI aliny A0

Athens 500

TR 1o
LGOS 465
Houos




Ttalie (Ttaly) Contb.

. Z oy :
Livus {Bebanon)

Malte (Malta)

ilaroe (& l'exelusion de la

Lone @spasneld ).
liorocco (exelu
zone)

Tunisie (Tunisia)

Turouie (Turkey)

. 10 =
DocFo.310 - O-F

La Snezia

Napoli. ™

Napoli }
\ Portoferral

Santarosa

Venezia

Venenia

&y

s

Venezia
Venezia
Venezia
Knalde
Enalde
lialta

Tanger (Tangiers)

iing the Spanish’.

Tonmir
Ishanbul

X e .
SATTIoUN

B = =
Ul 4T
LRGBSt Ul

S
i
(s

~
%)
(O]

&

-
N
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4
~

DEYS

Heme cf Country

hAcorss (The Azorx

f~'T“TN“’T€‘ (Ges

Ze/s

)

J(l'lxua (D 2aiom

)

/

Bulgarie (Bulgaria)

Lanemark (Dennmark
he (Bgyot)

[e2)

.
France

- L) IR
W kU4 LEY

Grance-Bretagne {Gre

Irlande (Ireland)
Ireland, Britich

)

\u.,l ULW—L Ut I‘

Ll
9] o

Dac,

- 31 -

I
hTeN

16 ~ F-F

150 -~ 405

Kc/s BAND

Flores Lages
Horta
Horta

T e e o 3, =}
Fonte - Delgeds

. A ., 4t .
ia, Agoresn
A

merkhafen

Anvers (Antwerp)

Chokarsa
Chokara
zovand Ladio

bayomme~For:

Junkerque-rort

”LOasT 1 Statien
Coastal Station
Lané's Ind

Plymouth

Portishead

Tortpatrick

Portsmouth
Stonehaven
Yick

Malinhesd

Valontin

Lendonderry

(Herseilles

:B(., .i.AJ. &1
refu nceg
uebhr@d

JFrequency

394,17

(¥

o
~

N

=W A
g1\ W

WM
vITOW s

\
3

e
‘\-

N N A N
o W 3
O

'
1

ba |
o
L

LGN U U B\
NSO Q-3
OO 2 W,

160

IR
£~ o
O N

AN
=3,
(o

Ny
-2
3
<
-

~1

AN\
-3
(O NG s I |

U W
-~ X WU
U

T
P

it

27

130



Islande (Iceland)
Italie (Italy)

_Liban (Lebanon)
Hadére (lladeira)

- Malte (Malta)
Norwége (lNorway)
Pologne (Poland)

Portugal

. Suede (Sweden)

Doc,

«

- 12

No.

10 - E -F

Reykjavik
Ancona
Augusta
Brindisi
Cagliari
La Madcalena
La Spezia
Napoli
Napoli
Santarosa
Santarosa
Teranto
Venezia
Tripoli
lladeira

- Malta

Malta
Norway
Gdynia
Kofsprzeg
Tzczecin
vApulia
Apulia
Boanova
Boanova

.Cascais

Cascais
Faro
Monsanto
Monsanto
Monti jo
Monti jo
Sagres
Sagres
Almagrundet
Bramon
Eggegrund
Falsterborpsv
Fimgrundet

153
153.8
153.,8
369,9
153.8
369, 9
272.17
153.8
157.9
153.8
369, 9
272.7
272.7
402
394.7
153
172
385
330
380
361,4
375
394,7
375
394.7
375
394.7
394.7
375
394,7
375
394.7
375
394, 7
506. 5
318,5

- 318.5

297.5
318.5



rsafjordurll

. L8
P . »
-~ - Marmirerfest
™~
~
~
~
S o
~ e
// Vestmanrnaey/ar ~ ~ % ' 0
. ~ 4
/ : Bodoe
/ /
/ /N
/ Roer w’/r@ 4 / Boder
4
/ . //
/- % Thorshavr /- 4
/ _— - « ,
/ %Ze.sund 5] \\ /.
// - Har)'lno.:and
/ -
/ ~ - g : ) ! .
y . , y -
Q , Helsirki oXotko
// / yWick oﬁe.:’g en—= '\ Harko S
Pl
/ | Sta /U'Oemec Y o
varger]
/ \ of s /.9, Q Farsdiy Stavsrnas
/ tonehgwen < Gothenb uPo
/ -7 Skager, Vastrd Bopkern 4
© Porteaz‘r/ ck Tingstade
/ © Cullercoats, .\ ;
. Skamitebae
/ \ \Mabl etho‘r-,oe " - Kariskrora
£ \ R Blaavarg C‘\o;:enhggeﬂ
Sea or{ Q8 (ANFlernsburg H
P 4 \ . 600 Hrel o
: P,a//'t‘i.sbeaa’ /Vor%ﬁore[an o\ Brermerrores /’ Goynia
L /7 Nitor g,“’f'a" Oftbe Weser .
angs £na(g = / a/é Vmuig'/e /
/ - bAnVers p
' 7 Calais B0 osterce .
/ Che/rbm/rg " DCfBou(ogne e
e o eppe
Govesrou fo >¥oLe ;/m,,'?e -
A .
“Bres Loor/'e?tw“?é‘/_‘?"\ " -
T~ oS Nazair \J____-/'/
T J
¥’ Rocherort |
/ .
) § Bord ux{Porz.‘ .- o T e
[ S8Bor eo/ -./_..'.—-—- —
| e venezia "~
| Griaite s E “‘
/ .
' P '—//// = nge' Qpezia
- £)
" Lisboa './ // Toulor Arcora
b Morsanto o/ Chokarag
I OcCcascaris . °° ‘
' _ pd / Ajaccio
| Sagresf o Faf//'o' : // ~ 3 MaddalenaNapoﬁ _ Istanbul g AN
| >~ : / > 0 ’  Brirdiss . \
i Groraltar - ' OCO'Q"/'C”"' argneo \
1] O .
| \ . AN
O\ 77 Co- J . \
Maceira T ~ Tl ger : L O\ 2¢tems 2 \
O 5 . YOrar TS \
, “Casablarca ‘/{ o O Augusta \ .
, AN _ // N O ratta Rodos Laﬂaﬁ_ .
k : o Agadir ' 7 N » . -
&O : N g /// A \\ » Cv o inalde
\
]

~ 5 )
’ T Bengasi O glexandria /I




Moritine
Reglonal rofic coxdfoeronce
Kgbenhawvn, 1948

ot o o e

Heads of Dolegotions Mecting

M
. i b Wt e b e . e e

June 24, 1948  2epeme
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Maritime Regional Radio Conferenge
KC¢B<NHAVN 1948
MAR Document No,12 -~ E

s g

June 24 1948
ORIGINAL: TRELCH

This Docuﬁent cancels and
replaces MAR Doc. No, 5-E

Opening Session
25th June at 10 A.M.

(Buropean Reglonal Broadcastlnb and Maritime Regional Radio
Joint Conference)

Opening Address and Renly.
15 Minutes' Recess ‘
(Photographs of the Delegates to be taken)

Heads of Delegations will then meet for their second meeting

at about 11, a.m.

Order of the Day. -

Item No. 1 having been studiedé yesterday, the Order of the Day
will be as follows: ‘

2. Establishment of Committees (MAR Doc. No. 4 -~ E).
3, Blection of Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen of the Committéesm
4, Vorking arrangements for Linquistic Services.

5. Rules of ?rocedure (MAR Doc, No. 6 - E).

(@2
e

Vorking Methods (i'AR Doc No. 8 - E)
7. Admission of International Organisations.

Miiscellaneous.

(&



Regional Maritime Radio Conference (MAR-48)
(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 13

Note: The following supplements, corrections and amendments were issued in relation to this
document: :

e Document No. 14 - Supplement of Document No. 13
o Document No. 72 — Correction to Document No. 13
e Document No. 72 — Amendment to Document No. 13



- Buropean Regional Broadcasting Conference
Kgbenhavn 1948.

RD Doeument No, 10 - E

24 June 1948

Maritime Regional Radio Conference
Kebenhavn 1948

MAR Toeument No. 13 - E

24 June 1948
ORIGINAL: TRENCH

Minutes of the First Meeting
of the Heads of Delegations
on 24 June 1948 at 2.10 p.m.
at Christiansborg Palace.

The Chairman, Mr. HOLMBLAD, Head of the Danish Delegation
opened the HMeeting at 2.10 p.m.

The Chairman welcomed the Delegates present and dGeclared

that, the Meeting being a preparatory one, he would go straight
to the point. |
Before coming to the Agenda, the Chairman stated that Mr.
Burton, the United'Stafes observer, had asked to be allowed to
attend to-day's lMeeting. Personally, the Chairman had no

objection to Mr., Burton's admission.
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The Delegate of the U.S5.5.R.suggested the postponing for

one or Ttwo days the questionsAregarding observers, experts, -
organisation and oﬁher questions not mentioned on the Agenda.-
There were, moreovar, lelegations which had only just arrived and
"had not yet had time to study the documents distributed.. Aé
the number of Ielegations present appeared to be small, he
further su gested that the Chairman should state the exact
number of Delég&tions actually present. |

The Chairman replied that, if there were any objeétions

fo the »Hresence of observers, the latter would not be admitted
to the present Meeting which was a Meeting of the Heads of
Delegations. Ais for the dates of this and the following day's
Meetings, they had long ago been communicated by the Berne

He proceeded to call the roll of Delegations:

Bureau.

Albania absent
Austria absent
Belgium preéent»
Bielorussia present
Bulgaria present
Vatica City absent
Denmark o present
Bgypt absent
Finland present
France present
Greece absent
Hungary present
Ireland (Bire) present
Iceland absent
Italy absent
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'Lebanon ' ‘ ' . absent

- Luxembourg N . . - absent
llonaco : absent
Norway - - ~ absent
-Nethcrlands R present
Poland - absent
- Portusal : present
French brot cotoruteo of liorocco and Tunisia present
Peonles' Re ublic of Yugoslavia - . absent
Soviet Socialist-Republic of the Unkraine present
Roumania ‘ , .absent
United Kingdom of Grest Brltaln and '
Northern Ircland . present
swconn S present
Switzerland S present
Lyria . absent
- Czechoslovakia , . present
Turkey absent
Union of Soviet Socialist Revublics . present

The results showed that of the 33 participants, 17 Delegations
were present and 16 absent. The Delegate of Roumania joined the

meeting at that very moment, which made the previous fisures 18 and

-15. - The Chairman said that work oovla be continued, although the

number of delegations present was only slightly greater than tnat
of the absent ones, as the meeting was of a preparatory nature only
and no final decision would be taken,

The Bulﬁarian Delemate seconded the proposals of the Soviet

Delegation with recgard to the adjournment of the meeting, in view
of the absence of a number of belegations and the fact that some
delegates had not had time to examine the doéuments, He asked for
slov and distinct interpretation of the discussions. | |

The Chairmen assured -him +that the discussions would be

intérpreted slowly and distinctly. he added that certaln obgccﬁlons

had been raised to the presence of an observer. Tuls belnﬂ so,

‘no observer would be adnmitted to the meeting.

The Delerate of Ireland asked what article of the Rule fo bade

- the presence of observers. He thought that, in the absence of

a Rule, the United S ates observer shovld be invited to be present
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Al

at the deliberations of this mecting for reasons of

The United Hincdom Belcrate easked the U.S5.S.1. Delegate

wvhether it was possible for him to reconsider his point of view

and withdraw his objection.

The U.B.5.2. Delc ate declared that it was above all a

question of proccdure. The meeting was a meeting of the IHeads
of Delegations and it seemed to him illoricel that the observer of
an extra-Luropcan country suoculd be nresent. lle projosed that,

in view of the absence of a large number of delegations, Ttems 1,

-

2 and possibly 3 of the Agenda should not be discussed, and that

w

or the morning of the next day should be

the meeting scheduled

defe¢rred until the aftcrnoon, so that the documents.misht be
studied more thoroushly.

-

The Cheirman then declered that, in view of the objecctions

raised, observers would not be admitted %o the meeting. The
meeting of the morning of the 25th, however, could not be deferred.
Its cdate had been fixced & long time ago, and the arrangements'made.
with the Danish Government made it impossible to modify it. He
ther.fore prorosed to begin the work and to proceed as repidly es
possible., A Mosting'of the Heads of Delegestions had a2lways been

customary on the day before the opening of the Conference,

- The Chairman saic thet Document BD Fo. 1 containing the Agenda
had been replaced by Document RD No. 8. Study of the latter
document would precede study of the Agenda of the Maritime

Conference.

Replying to & further reference by the Delegate of Bulgaria
to the question of the presence of the Uniteld States observer, the

Chairman said that the matter had already been dealt with, since it

st . ——ce
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had been decided that the United States observer would not be

admitted to the present meeting.

&

his satisfaction.,

The Chairman proceeded to take point 1 of the Agenda

(Nomination of the Secretariat of the Conference). The Danish
Administration had requested ILr. d'Ernst, Director of the Bureau

of the Union, to make some of his staff avail-ble for the rork

of the Secretariat of the Conferences. Despite the heavy

buréen resulting from the numerous meetings he was compelled to
attend in various places, Dr. & 'Ernst héd been kind enough to
give a favourab;e reply to this request. |

| The designation of the following pnersons was then submitted'>

to -the meeting:

For Secretary-in-Chief: Mr. William T. Studer, Councillor
at the Bureau of the Union:

For Secretaries: Ir. Victor leyer, ) Secrctaries at the

Mr, Henri Voutaz, ) Bureau of the Union,
Mr, Jean Kevoy,.Engineer,

- Mr. Leon Boussard, Head of the
Linguistic Service,

These »ro.osals were accepted.

The Chairman proceeded to take point 2 of the Agenda

(Composition of the Committees),
Document RD No-. 2,'prepared‘by the Danish Acdministration,
‘containing a list of the proposed Committees with their Terms of

Reference, was distributed to the Delegates,
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The Delegate of Bulgaria again proposed to reserve the

matter for the next day. - He remarked that six committees.wére
to be consfituted, although bnly seventeen countries out of
thirty—thﬁee were represented. What did other Delegations think
on the matter?

The Delegate of the United Kingdom, supportcd by the

Delegate of fhe Netherlands, said that, even if it was impossible

there and then to appoint the Chairmen ancd Vice-Cheirmen of all
the Committees, it was nevertheless possible to proceed at once
with the establishment of the Committees. The Committees
suggestec were after all the samé as those which had alreacy
served at Lucerne and Hontreux, though some of the names hight be
Cifferent. Morcover, it would always be possible to set up new
Committees subséguentlyv

The Delegate of Tisnce observed that certain matters which

were the concerns of the Execcutive Committece and of the

Organisation Committee respectively were closely connected and
bound to interac{ on one other, e.g. matters dealing with the
time-table of the Confercnce (Executive Committee) and the |

- organisation of the work of the Conference (Organisation Committee)es
‘Would it not be more appropriate to lump these functions together
“under - presumably - the Exécutive Committee?

The Chairman repliec¢ that the Executive Committee was

concerned only with practical matters. The organisation
Committee hancdlec gquestions concerning the organisation of the
work of the Conférence. ~Then it took decisions on such |
questions, it was for the Executive Committee to take the necessary
action to implement the decisions, It should not be forgotten
that there would be two Conferences taking place simultaneously and

that it was necessary to coorcinate their work. It was not
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for the Executive Commiftee to take steps relating to.intefnal
organisation. But it might be possible to alter the text of
the terms of fefe:énce of the Commitfee, if a proposal were made
to that effect.

The Delegate of France was satisfied with the Chairman's

explanation that the main task of the Exe@utivqpommittee would
be a purély practical adjustmentvand coordination of the two
Conference, provided always that, whenever the Organisation
Committee proposed changes @hich wight have repercussions on the
organisation of the Confefence, it:should be in a position tq
obtain a corresponding decision from the Executive Committee
immeciately.

After a second observation by the Delegate of France,it was

decided that the word "drafting’ (“ecaction") should be replaced
by the word "preparation" ("elsboration"). The Organisation
Committee was accordingly entrusted with the task of preparing
the Conventioﬁ.

The Delegate of the USSR again proposed that the meeting

of Heads of Delegations should be adjourned until the following
morning, so as to enable Telegates to study the documents which
had been handed fo them that'afternoon. He supported his
argument by the following points:
1) Documents Nos. RD 2 and 8 had only‘qut been cistributed,
~The Soviét Pelegation wished to translate them, so
as to be able to study them better..
2) Many delegations were still aﬁsent. It was therefore
*impossible to elect the Chairmenvand.Vice~Chaifmen of

the Committees.
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3) The documentskwhich had been Cistributed did not say
how the work of the Broad astingland Maritime Conferences
was to be coordinated} nor Gid they contain any
information as to the results of the work of the
Preparatory Committee of Eight Countries, on which 1ast:
matter Delegates wished to be informed.

The Chairman again pointed out that the date and time of

the official opening could not be chaﬁged in view of the
arrangements already mace, He then mentioned the possibility of
resuming the meeting of Heads of Delegations after the official
ceremony, unless Delegates decided to discuss the items of the
Agenda in plenary meeting.

The Delegate of the USSR agreed to the next day's meeting

being taken as an extension of the present meeting, on condition
that the present meeting was declared closed immediately.

The Chairman answered that it was not his intention to
declare the meeting closed.there and then, since there were
'certain items on the Agenda, on which it might be possible to
reach agreement that evening, as they had already done in the
case of Item No, 1. |

_The Delegatés of Switzerland and the United Kingdom shared

the Chairmant's point of view..

The Chairman declared that under those circumstances the

meeting of Heads of Delegations would continue, and would be

resumed the following day after the opening ceremony.

In reply to a remark by the Lelegate of France, he pointed
out that certain'questions which could properly be dealt with by

a meeting of Hequ of Delegations, could not be dealt with by a
plenary assembly in the presence of a much larger number of péople.
It was therefore preferable that the next day's meeting should

again be a meeting of Heads of Delegations.
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The meeting was then adjournecd, it being 4.15 p.m. and

resumed at 4.45 ».m.

The Chairman repliec¢ to the two observations submitted
previously by the Soviet Delegation. |

As regards lack of coordinatiorfpetween the work of the
two Conferences to be held in K@benhaVn, the two Conferences
were intended to be distinct. The u?shot of the work of one
of them would be a Convention. The upshot of the work of the
othér voulG be a series of arrangements., At the same time
there werebexperts common %0 both, and there was nothing to
prevent the two Executive Commiftees from holding joint meetings.
As to the report on the work of the Preparatay'Committeé of | |
the Eight Countries, it had been sent to all the participant
Governments. TFurthermore, it would prébably be proposed that .
the Final Reéort of the Preparatory Committee of the Eight
Coﬁntries should be published as a document of the present
Broadcast ng Conference.

The ielegate of the United Kingdom suggested that the

members of the Credentials Committees should be chbsen from
delegates taking part in both Conferences, in order to facilitate
cooperation between the two, The Chairman also pointed out
that the Ixecutive Committees of both Conferences were free
to coordinate their work whenever common interests were involved.

The Telcgate of the United Kingdom agreeing, the discussion

on Item. 2 of the Agenda lapsed.

The Chairman then passed to Item 3 of the Agenda(Eleétidn of

Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen of Committees). A confidential, .
unofficial, unnumbered document, containing the proposals which
the larish Administration had been led to make on the subject,

was then distributed to Delegates.
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The Chairman, in reply to the Delegate of the USSR,

said that no decision had becen taken on Item 2 of the Agenda
(Bstablishment of Committees), and that members présent at
forthcoming meeitings woulc still be able to make suggestions

in the matter, He c¢id not feel there was any reason to take
an immediate decision.on the proposals in the unofficiai
document which had just been distributed. Had any Delegations
any remarks to make? |

The Delegate of the United Kingdom declared that the

British delegation was not in a position to assume the
Chairmanship of the unofficial group for the study of frequency
assignments to the aerbnautical services, because it was not |

- sufficiently documented on the guestion and did not possess the
necessary informatioﬁ.

The Lelegate of the USSR. reserved the right to revert

to Items 2 and 3 of the Agenda, when his Delegation had had
time to study then,

The Chairman agreed. He proceeded to take Item 4 of

the Agenda.

At this point, the Delegate of the USSR remarked that,

agreement not having been reached 5n Items 2 and 3, the
Lelegations of Bulgariaaml the USSR had reserved the right to
return to these questions. He again proposed the‘susPensidn
of the meeting. |

The Chairman did not see his way to accept the USSR

‘proposal. Item No. 4 related to a purely practical arrangement.
It was not a question for the moment of discussing the use of

languages. That was a question which would have to be dealt
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with in the drawing up of the Rules of Procedure. Similerly,
Items 7 and 8 did not call for discussion: he had merely to
make a Simple statement in connection with them. On the other
"~ hand, in view of what the Delegzte of the USSR had said, Items
5 and 6 would not be discusscd thét day.

The Delegate of the USSR stated that, whatever the questions

raised, there would doubtless be reservations on the part of
certain Delegations, which could only résult in loss of time.
Item 1 was the only point settled. In regard to all the other
Itemé of the Agenda the Soviet Delegation had not had-ﬁime to
study the documents, and the Chairmankhad refused to acceﬁt the
wroposal to adjourn the discussion. That being so, the |
Soviet lelegation agreéd to the discussion being continﬁed, but
on each anc every question raised they would reserve their
opinion.

Having taken nﬁte of the USSR Delegation's statement,

the Chairman repeated that he had no intention of opening

discussions or of taking decisions. He wished only tQ make
certain statements inhorder 10 clarify certain specific points
for the benefit of elegates. le then read the follo.ing
statement relating to the use of languages.

Arrangcments for the Language Service,

Gteps-have been taken through the General Secretariat
of the Union to recruit the personnel required for the ‘
language work of the Conferenee and to provide Zfor the
installation of simultancous interpretation in two of the
Meeting rooms. The hall, where tﬁe Plenary Sessions will
be held, is equipped for simuitaneous interpretation.

This hall ﬁill also be used for Committee mectings. In

addition, one large Committee room (Room 9), located on
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the second Il or is provided with similar installations.
Three smaller committee rooms will be available on the first
floor for sub-committees or working groups. In these rooms,
consecutive interpretation will be used,

Interpretation will be given in French and English. If
the decision is teken to uée the Russiah language, any remarks
spoken in Russian will be translated in the two language fooms
simultaneously'ih French and IEnglish. If Russian is useG in
the smaller groups, the inter?retation will be in French and
English, and consecutive.

A staff of translators has been recruited to ensure the
rapid preparation of documents in French and English, and in
accor¢ance with the decision ofvthe Conference in Russian as
required. Bvery effort will be made to ensuré the prompt
distributiqn of all documents in the languagecs aﬁproved by the
Conference. \ Rapporteurs and Delegations are requested to
submit the text of their documents or~pro§osals to the
Secretariat who will undertake to ensure their translation,

"reprocduction and distribution.

The Lelegate of Bulgaria suggested again that the meceting should

rise in view of the small number of Delegations present. He asked
- for the opinion of other Delcgates on the point.

The Chairman did not wish to give his personal opinion; but he

observeé that no other member had proposed the adjournment of the
meeting. That was the feeling of Delegates in the matter?

The Delegate of the United Kingcom suggested that the Chairman's

- proposed s%ate/m%%guld be heard, and that the meeting should.then rise,

The Delegate of Switzerland said that the number of Delegations

missing was impressive; but he thought the situation would change the
following cay. Was there any news of the absent Delegations? He

~ insisted on the fact that time was precious and very short.
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They had to complete a meximum of work in a minimum of time.

The Chairman said that the only news was of the Italian

Delegation. It would arrive that evening.

The Delegate of Ireland supported the Delegate of Switzerland.

Time was a very important factor, especially for the small Delegatiomk
iWork should begin as soon as possible,

‘The Delegate of Bulgaria opposed the Swiss statement. It was in

order to gain time later that it was necessary to give Delegatidns
the time to study the documents.

The Chairman said that the statement which he wished to make was

confined to information which would make the work of Delegates easier;
it was not a question of matters dealt with in documents.

The Delegate of Belgium could not see any reason why the Chairman.

should not make his statements. Should the need arise, he could be
requested to repeat the information the following day.

The Chairman asked Delegates if they agreed to the Belgian

propbsal. There being no opposition, he proceeded to say in regard
to Item 7 that it would be useful for Delegates to know that the
Danish Government had received a request for admission from the State
of Israel and from the Republic of San Marino. He recalled that § L
of the document annexed to the Additional Protocol stated that:

"The Conference will be composed of representatives of all the countries
comprised in the Buropean area which have signed the International
Telecommunications Convention of Atlantic City (1947) or have adhered
thereto, The Conference will have the power to invite other
countries of the Buropean area.” The question which arose,

_ therefore,xwas to know if the two countries concerned(which were not

siznatories of the Atlantic City Convention) had a¢hered to it. With
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this in view, the Danish Administration had sent a {elegram<n June
22nd, to the Secretary-General of the International Telecommunications
Union asking him for an official statement as to whether the State

of Israel anc the Reonublic of San Marino had achered to the said
Convention, The Scerctary-General had renlied as foﬂows:

"Your telegram of 22nd ST02 State Israel and Republic San
Marino now adhoring Medlrid Convention STOP In accordance with what
you say, these States may be admitted Copenhagen Conference by
Plenary Assembly."

Under these circumstances, the question no longer lay within the
jurisciction of the Lgnish Authorities. It was for the Conference
to decide,

The Chairman fepeaﬁed that it was not proposed to discuss the

question; but he thought it would be useful to Delegates to know

)

The olo ate of the United Kingdom asked if these documents would

be included i the Minutces of the Meeting.

The Chairman renlied in the afiirmative. Turning to Item 8

of the Agenéa, he noted that, in the report on the subject of the
summoning of the two Confercnces, viz, the Documents Nos. RD 7/HAR 9,
which were in Delegetes' hands, the Danish Admini stration had
exnlained the vosition in regard to the admission of international
organisations., Thrce requests had so far been received, namely from
the organisation Int rnationale dec Radiodiffusion (0.I.R), the Union
Internationale ¢e Raciodiffusion (U.I.R.) ané the Comite International
Radio-Maritime (C.I.R.M.)

The Chairman, continuing, askec¢ if there were any oBserva%ions
or remarks to be made on Item 9 of the Agenca (Misccllaneous). He

recalleg that, according to the decision taken, tho Meeting would be
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ad journed for half an hour after the official opening of the
Conference to enable d photograph to ge'taken of the Delegates.
After that there would be a further meeting of Heads of Delegations
at 11 a.m. The same - Agenda would be discﬁssed, with the exception
of Item 1, which had already been adopted. Items 2 to 9 would form
the basis for the new discussion.

| It was not cxpeccted that there would be a meeting on Saturday..
The first Plenary Meeting of the Broadcasting Conference would take
place on the following Monday at 10 a.m., ahd thét of the Maritime
Conference the same afternoon, '~If'it did not prove possible to
terminate the work by Friday evening, anothér meeting of the Heads
of Delegations would have to be held on Saturday, bccause in.any
case, everytaing hed to be ready for the Pleﬁary Meeting. ‘

There were no objections.  The lMeeting rose at 6,15 p.m.

V. Meyer Seens: | Seen:
H., Voutaz 7.F. Stucer ' N.E. Holmblad
J. Revoy |

Secretaries Secretary~in~Chief  Chairman.
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Insert the following paragrash before the third paragraph
on the first page beginning: "before proceeding with the
Agencda':

The Chairman: announced the presence of Mr. Gerald C. Gross,

Assistant Secretary-General, of the International
Telecommunications Union, representing Dr. F. d'Brnst,
Secretary-General of the Union, who was prévent'from ;ttending
the Heetings of the K-benhavn Conferences.

He also amounced the preéence of the -following Members
6f the Bureau of the Union:

Mr. L.Dcsiert, Administrative Councillor of the PeFeBe

Mr. William F. Studer, Councillor.
Dr. Victor Meyer and Mr. Henri Voutaz, Secretaries, and

‘Mr. Jean Revoy, Sngineer.
(5]
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> S G e S o o o S Bt G B e e S S et S e e St e e S o s S o S S e e S S A e S e g e

1. Introduction

“In. order to coniorm to thé frequency table as amended
at Atlantic ity various changes are necessary in the Montreux !
Maritime Agreements. The principal changes 1n the part of the
spectrun under consideration are as follows ¢ -

(a; 405 - 415 ke/s for D/F in place of 365 - 380 ke/s.

(b) a reduction in the distress guard band by 10 ké&/d,i.ec.
490 ~ 510 ke/5 in place of 485 - 515 k¢/s, and

(¢) +the band 515-525 kc/s ceasing to be a"non ouvexrt"

- band but available for Ship and Coast Statlons “oben
1o public correspondencey

~ The reduction in the dlstress:band by 10ks/s and the in-
" clusion of the band 515 - 525 ke/s makes .available one more
channel for coast stations in the band 415 to 490 ke/s5 and
one ship channel and ‘three channels for .codast statlons in the
band 510 to 525 kc/s. :

2. Ship Stations.

g The number of ship frequencies has: been.increased ta 5
nanely 425, 454, 468, -480 and 512 ke/s, the.frequency 512 kc/s

being designated as a subs1d1ary calling: frequency for. use

. when the frequency 500 ke¢/s is in uac -for-distreéss purposes

in order to expedite the clesvance of:traffic, This necessita-

~teg the moving of all coast stations situated within +3 kc¢/s

of “the new ship frequencies. Té shig. fraqusndes are ro- longey. required

to be designated for emissions of Class B, Al or. A2,

It is recommended that in the uurooéan Region all ships and
- coast stations be equipped with the freouuncy Sld kc/s for use .
as a subsicdiary calling freguency.

It is 21 so felt by the Unitecd Kingdom that the. frequency
410" kc/s should be reserved for Lirektion finding purposes
exclu°1vely both by ships and coast stations.

In view of the very congested.conditions prevailing in
the North Sea and-English Channel areas it is recommenned
that in addition to flttlng ships with 410, 500 and 512 kc/s
con31derat10n should be given t0 providing them with- two

working frequencies sclected from 425, 454; 468 and 480 ke/s.
An even distribution of these frequencies beiween ships should
be arranged in order to spread the traffic throughout the
band and to make maximum use of the frequencies allocatec to
ships.
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3, Coast Stations

In preparing the plan attached as Appendix I the following
docunents have bgen consulted and used as the bq81s-

(a) the four Montreux Regional Agreements,
(b) The Berne List of Coast and Ship Stations for August 1947.

(c) The Forms 2 submitted at Atlantic City and¢ sincec pub-
lished by the Bernc Burcau ( The "Blue Books" ).

The informotion extracted from these documents is contained
in A»pencix 2, X

In cdetermining the amount of sharin;,posuible geogra, pth al
separation has been taken into account and it has been assumec
that power of transmitiers will not exceel that neccssary to
provide an gdequgte service in the area of operation of a gi-
ven station., The channel spocing, namely 3 kc/s, recommended
at Hontreux has been used as far as possible and 4 ke/s sepa-
rztion between coast snd ship stations has been maintained.

The requirements of Germany snd the Baltic States are
estimates only since no information of their requirements was
available at the time the plan was preparcd. Similarly the
requirements of Lytia =zncd Cyrenaica have been catered for by
allocating the same number of channels as in the Hontreu:
Agreencents, DProvision has been made for the coast stations of
Spain in the light of the Montreux Agreements and the Berne
List of Coast anc Ship Stations for August 1947.

4. Recommendations

1. The United Kingdom recommends the continuation of the
Givision of European requirements into four agreements nanely: -

(2) Enzlish Channel andé North Sea
(b) Atlantic ané North Africen Coast
(e¢) Baltic Sea

(¢) Mediterranean =né North Africa,

2. In order to make the revised agrecments comnlcte in
all details it is recommencel that the requirenments of the
Tollowing Countiries shoull be included vig.

(a) Azores and Mpdeira in the Atlantic Agreement
(») The Balearic Islancs ané Tunisia in the Meélterranean
Agreenent

(¢) U.S.5.R., in the Baltic Agrcement.

The requirements of these countries have not been include&
in the plan but they have been taken into con51aeration in
its prenaration, .

3. ©Since there are no "non ouvert" bands in the Atlantic
City frecuency table, it is recomenced that 211 coast stations
not open to public corresondcence and normqllJ opcrating in the
banés 415 to 490 ke¢/s and 510 to 525 1 0/3 shoul! :l:o be included

4. it is noticed from the inlormation given in the Berne
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List of Coast ané Ship Stations for August 1647 and fron ihe
requirements submitted to the P.F.B., that a number of stations
have materially increasccé the wnower of their trarsmitters
since the Montreux Agreement was drawn up in 1939 and others
arc 2roposing to ¢o so. The use of excessive power will make
it extremely difficult to evolve for all Areas a satisfactory
plan which inevitably must involve a large amount of shoringd
The Uniteéd Kingdom therefore recommends for consideration
that in the very congested arcas the power of transmitiers
shouléd be limited to say 1 kw imput to the aerial ané that on-
1y exceptionally in the ceose of cervain long range stations on
the Atlentic Cosst ami in the Mediterrancan should this power
be cxcecced. The United Kingcdom plan hecs been prepared on the
ascsumption that the above conditions will be gererally accep-
table. If reasonable power limits cannot be zgreed the United
dingdom reserves the right to reconsider its requirements,
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35
Freguency 4ps! North Sea - Mer dv Nord. Atlantic and North Africa-Allantique et Afrique gu Nord Medilecrapean - Méditercande Baltic Sea - Mor Bolligue |
Fréquance . .
490 b w0 __Direction finding Direction finding, Qirection finding Direction finding o
Racdiogoniométrie Radiogoniomélrie Radiogoniométrie Radiogoniométrie
415 ?Oe.:hrwbd ) -
- Gouesnou. Gouesnou, Malin Heod, [~ Alger, Malta. -
-North Foreland -Leixoes. -Rodos. -Riga.
420&- . - N -
- Kiel, Stonehaven. - Tangier. Vestmannvejar, Siglutjordur. ~Roma, Tangier. -Kial.
425 . i Ships "Atlantic City. - .
L. " Navires }.Atlontic City. -
asof ;g%glgw?:dw Newhaven, Parkeston Quay, Folkeslone. ”%”t‘ —Va.'mtia. :Bcngazi, La Spezia, Venezia. ‘ :Biaavcnd. Falsterbo Rev, l:'adra, Lkpa_,a
. b N . e
- Humber. k - St Nazaire. -Marseilles, Brindisi. -Gdynia,
- (OQuluw) - - -
4351 Wick, Ostende, -Wick, Lisbon. - Atexandrla. Trapani. ~Ringsted,
- Lands End, [jome, Tromsé. -Lands End. --Oran- Ain=-El=Turk, Istanbul. FTjome, Sventoji.
440 - G enod. fo
- Bergen. Stavanger. *CGembve) -Beor gon, Cabo Mayer, Casablanca, Rorvik. = ‘FRorvik, Bergen, Stavanger, Tallin Kopli.
™ endéve) b o |
- Lorient- Pen-Mane. - Lorient-Pen-Mane. - -~
445Norddeich, Harstad. - Harslad. ’ - " FNorddeich
- Seaforth. - Seaforth. -Larnaca. '\-Vaasa, Helsinki, Hanko.
- Boulogne. - Thorshavn. - -
450 Sassnitz, Farsund, Hammerfest. - - FTrieste, Augusta, - -V-Sassnitz. Farsund, Hammoerfest.
- - Ships [ Atrantic City r -
&5k - Navires | Atlantic City. B
-Cherbourg, ‘Géteborg. = - Nice. Marsdiiles, -Géteborg.
460 N - Cathons: £ ,
l-Scheveningen, Partpatrick. - Portpatrick, Bordeaux- Port, Agadir. ~Nqocll Rijeka. -Hlingstade.
465 -Skagen, Niton, Bodoe. ~Gibraltar -Dema, Knalde, Gibrakar. -Skagen, Boden, Harnésand, Kariskrona, Stavnsnas.
o - Ships [ Atlantic City. n £
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470 - - -
- Antwerp. - ! . L R
-Ruegen. - Corunna, Segdisffordur, Isaffordur ~ Cagliari, Jerusalem, Taranto, Maddolena. ~ Ruegen.
475} ' ‘ - . . »
-£lbe-Weser, Burnham. b-Burnham, Alesund. ~Tripolf CLiBY?). Ancona. Cabo de Palos. - £lbe - Weser, A‘Ic.wnd. Memoel.
- \ - - -
C - Ships [ Atlantic City. -
oop = N Navires |_Atlantic City. N =
n 5 N L
- L. N B
485 ~Cullercoats -Cabo finistorre, Cadiz, Reykjavik. -Cadiz. Rijeko. Tobruch, Jerusalem. -Gdynia, Leningrad.
- Havre, Alesund. :WQ" _ C
4 C . —————— ™
495 - . - - -
ool L Distress and guard watch, | calling and onswering. =
/ Ecoule de surveillance et de{détresse. apPel ef réponse. )
505} T ' R -
< N Ships Attontic CRY. _ N o
L . Navires . Atlantic City. L.
515 : b : :
- Scheveningen, Jersey, Guernsey. :J"'”yc Guernsey. -Cabo de Poles, Augusta. -Kotka.
520 Copenhagen, Var d8. "t’m:marl: - Napol. Copenhagen,
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5254 . o . -

 Stations in brackets are broadcast derogations permitted by Atlantic City.
Les stations entre parenthises sont des stations de radiodiffusion " Péregation citorisées par Atfantic Ctty.
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EUROPEAN REGIOKAL ' RD Dhcument No.l4 - E
BROADCASTING : ' 25 June 1948. '
CONTERENCE '

MARITIVE REGIONAL A MAR Document No.1l6 ~ B
nADIO 25 June 1943.
CO ‘I -L.{ .l\1 \JD .

Submitted in French

Tormal Inauguration of
The European Regional Broadcasting
Conference
and of
the Meritime Legional Radio Conference
K@benhavn, 1948,

These two Conferences,convened by the Danish Government,
viz the Furopean Regional Broadcasting Conference under the
provisions of § 1 of the Additional Prorocol to the Acts of
the Interna tlonal Radio Conference of Atlantic City 1947, and
the Maritime Hepjional Radio Conference under the decisions
regched at tno Aflantic City Radio Conference by the 9th Plenary
Meeting on 24 September 1947 ( see Atlantic City Document 980 R
of Atlantic City ), met on 25 June 1948 at 10 a.m. in the "salle
commune" of the Danish Parliement in the Christiansborg Castle
at Kobenhavn.

The Meeting was onened at 10.10 a.m. by Mr N.E.Holmhlad,
Head of the Danish Delegation,who requested “bhe Hinister of
Puolic ‘Jorks to take the floor

Mr_Carl Petersen, Minister of Public vworks, gave the
following address in the Danlsh language:

Ladies and Gen tlemcn,

In the name of the Danlsh Governmenb I have the honour
and the pleasure to wish a cordial welcome to all the delegates
who have come to také part in the European Regionsl Broadcasting
Conference and the Regional lMaritime Radio Conferencé. I also
welcome cordially the ladies who have given us great pleasure
in accompanying the delegates to Coaenha@eﬂ

As we all know, it was decided last year at the Inter-
national Radio Conference at Atlantic City that a Furopean
Regional Broadcasting Conference would be held this year, and
that a Regional Maritime Radio Conference would take place si-
multaniously. The common aim of the two conferences was to

assign to the Burocopean broadcasting and coastal stations the
frequencies in the bands allotted to them at Atlentic City.

During the Atlantic City Conference, the Danish delega-
tion, in the name of its government, invited the other delega—
tions to hold in Copenhagen the two very important conferences
which bring us here today. It was a great pleasure for us that
invi@ation was accepted, and it is a pleasure as well as a great
honour to see assembled within our walls so many eminent repre-
sentatives of broadcasting and radio, We will try to give the
work of this conference a framework enabling its deliberations
to be carried on in the best possible conditions.

Let us not harbour the illusion that these deliberations
will be easy. DLet me recall that, as far as broadcasting is
concerncd, the Europcan stotions are operating sccording to the
plan drawn up at Lucerne as far back as 1933. In view of the
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evolution of broadcgsting since that time, it is clear that this
basis no longer responds to present reguirements and that nume-

rous modificetions, of a more or less radical nature, have been
proved necessary. In 1933, therefore, it was decided to revise

the Lucerne plan. That was the object of the Furopean Broad-
casting Conference at Hontreux, which immediately preceded the

present one opening in Copenhagen to-day.

The plan drawn up at Montreux should have come into force
on April 1 st. 1940, but the outbreak of war interrupted evolu-
tion and progress in this domain, as in so many others. So the
Hontreux Plan was ncver carried out. In considering this long
preliminery pericd which has elapsed since the Imcerne Conference,
and the enormous upcavals which war brought about in Furope, we
are bound to admit that the problems facing the Copenhagen
Conference will not be lacking in difficulties.

Let me say at the same time, however, that a Conference
which sets out to create order from the chaos now reigning in
a large vnart of Turopean Broadeszsting frecuencies presents a
very attractive task, despite all the difficulties. It is un-
necessary to emphasise to you the importance of broadcasting.

We all know how this still youthful factor of civilisation sends
ite mecssage to millions and millions of listeners, in the form
of speech or music. It is not an exaggeration to say that
Broadcasting exercises o dominating influence on the life of
nations both in the national and international sphere.

In order that Duropecan broadcasting Administrations may
carry out their task, so essential, as it i's, in the life of the
nations ', the instrument which they employ ( namely, the Euro-~
pean stations ) must bc as fine and a2s perfect as possible.

The task of putting this instrument in good order is one
which falls upon you, along with the task of solving a problem
wiiich is, perhaps, even more fundamental: namely, that of in-
troducing into the given elements the orderliness necessary to
ensure that the instrument rcsounds with all the power and har-
mony desircd. Just as the "well-tempered" scale forms the basis
of all our music, we might likecwige speak of a "well-tempered"
frequency plan, this being = condition essential to enable the
Eurcpean broadcasting stations to resound harmoniously over
the air,

A
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I know that the assembly gathered before me is composed of tho

ost competent FBuropean representatives appointed to solve the complex
Jnd thoimy problem which is raised by the preparation of a harmonious-
ly balanced Buropean frequenoy plan, I have no doubt therefore that
the problem will be solved in the most happy manner. I am equally
certain that the delegates frcem the various countries will be able to
work as nmuch towards an international as a national ideal, so that
we may speak in the future of the brilliant success of the Copenhagen
Conference, "From these pyramids forty centuries look down upon you"
sald N%poleon to his soldiérs on the eve of the battle of the Pyramids.
Happily it is not a battle, but peaceful deliberations, which will
take ' place hers. Nevertheless, to amplify a little, it may well be
said, "Do not forget that millions of listeners are waiting tc hear
you”u

I havé devoted the larger part of my spemch to the Broadcasting
Conference. This is not to say théat the Maritime Radio Conference is
of lesser imvortance in the field. Maritime Radio is the original and
classic field of radio, and it was only later that the other radio
services camne into prominence, reducing from year to year the fre~
quency bands of the maritime services. That is why the chaos which
reigns in the field of the waves, as in mgny others, also extends to
the maritime services, a fact which is bdrne out by the requirements
of radiotelephony. :

The problems to be Solved in preparing a frequency plan for

oastal stations are noct, therefore, less complex, than those which
arise in regard to other broadcasting stations. The efficiency of a
maritime radio station is often a matter of life or death, We must
always keep this in mind in dealing with these problems., A radio-
telogr%phiﬂt who, whenr sending out distress signals, finds himself
impeded by & station engaged, as sometimes happens, in broadsating
light music, could not accept such a state of affairs. I am sure that
the maritime radio exrerts who are called upon to collaborate here
with the specialists in broadcasting will ‘not lose sight of the
resnective imnortance of the two services,

I have spoken sufficiently of the m&gnitude and scope of the
work of the two Confcrenceu. Lét us note, in finishing , that there
arc other espect Tor example, the oppatunity offered of passing
pleasant hours among friends and colleagues, thereby facilitating the
exchange of thoughts and ideas as well as the forging of links of
friendship which may have the most happy outcome in the future.

I hope also that our guests from abroad will have the time and
the opportunity to become acquainted a little with Denmark, and to
look over our capital and its environs, where nature is at present in

full bloom and offers all the charms of summer,

: I know that the Reception Committee of the Conferences will do
their utmost to present Denmark to those who are interested in our
country, and to make their stay among us as pleaéant as difficult
times and the exigencies of our resources permit.
With these words I declare open, at Copenhagen, the Buropean
Regional Broadsasting and the Maritime Regional Radio Conference,

This address, ﬂlmu]taneouuly interpreted. in"French .and iin
English, wae.enthus iastically applauded by the. meeting. - A P

Mr,Rene Corteil, Head of the Belgian Delegation and Chairman of
the Preparatory Committee of Eight Countrles which recently met at
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Brussels, -replied on behalf of 2ll the Delegations in the following
words: ~ .

Mr.Minister,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

I have the honour to address you on behalf of the foreign Dele-
gations teking part in the Broadcasting and the Maritime Radio Confer-
enctes, I regard it as my duty and my plecasure in the first instance
Mr.Minister, to thank you for the cordial welcome you have addressed
to us.

The ladies also, I feel certain, will allow me to be their mouth-
piece to thank you very sinccrely for the attention which you have
paid then.

You said, Mr.Minister, that we should have no illusions regarding
the difficulties of our debates.

You have shown us the importance of our task for the rapid and
harmonious development of broadcasting which, as never before, must
be an instrument of peace intended to assist the flowering of national
cultures, but also intended to promote mutual understanding between
peoples and by so doing, gather thcem closer together.

This task will include léngthy discussions on complex, difficult
and sometimes thorny subjects.

A116w me, however, as an o0ld habitu¢ of International Radio Cone-
ferences, to say how right you'were in expressing confidence in the
successful outcome of our work.

I feel certain that all the dclegates, although they have the
very legitimate task of defending their national intercsts, are
nevertheless inspired by an international spirit of mutual under-
standing, by a spirit of conciliation allied to a realistic under-
standing of the possibilities which will lead them, in the end to a
solution actceptable to all countries, and to a'new plan, the Copen-
hagen Plan, for the assignment of wave-lengths, which will be wel-
comed as a benefaction by the millions of Buropean listencrs who
suffer daily from the utter chaos in the ether,

In another field, Hr.ilinister, you spoke of Maritime Radio.

There is here, as you have shown, a whole drama of the waves.
Maritime Radio, the oldest of the radio services, & service which is
of capital imnortance for the safety of human life, has had to
‘rclinquish progressively some of its wave~bands to enable other rapid-
ly devecloping se?vices, of no less importance to the community, to
make use of them.

Fortunately, we can have faith in scientific and techniéal.
progress to find, for these problems, solutions which will ‘cnable
all the necessary guarantecs for 'good and certain operation to be
assured to the maritime services.

As you have said, Mr.Minister, it is very true that our conférw
ences sometimes afford us agrecable moments, I mean thdse moments,
when we mcet our old colleagues and friends once again, and the spirit
of goodwill which moves us all, heclps us to a successful solution of
delicate questions, becausc we can broach them in full confidence and
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honecsty.

Among thesc colleagucs, I should like to mention, in particular,
our very dear fricnds of thce Danish Administration, whom we mecet
again with ronowod ploqguro in pﬁrtlculmrly plcasart surroundings.

In conclusion, Ladics and Gontlomon, I am surc that I spcak for
you all when I ask the Minister to be kind enough to transmit to the
Government, the Authoritics and the Dnnish Administration, our most.
sincere thanks for the delightful hospitality of which they are giving
proof in this splendid bulldlng, and for all the cfforts which they
are making to render our stay in their beautiful country of the most
pleasant character and to maké sure that we take away with us the most
agreabie memories of our stay.

Lively applause greeted this address.

Ur . N.E.Holmblad, Head of the Danish Delegation, informed the
meeting that 1t had beon arronged for the first Plenary Assembly to
take place after the opening mceting; but, as the Heads of Dele- .
gatlonu had not completed the discéussion of their Agenda at their
meeting of the pruvious afternoon, the first Plenary Assembly had been
fixed for Monday mornnn&, 28 June at 10 a.m,

° On the other hand, the present meeting would be féllowed, at 1l
a;m. by the Second hootlng of the Hequ of Delegqtlono.

The Inaugural Meeting rose at 10,40 a;m$
Seen:
N.E,Holmblad
Seen:
Secretary-in-Chief:
W.F.Studer

Secretaries: ’

V.Meyer
H:Voutaz
J.Revoy



Regional Maritime Radio Conference (MAR-48)
(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 17

Note: The following corrections and amendments were issued in relation to this document:

° Documentv No. 72 - Amendment to Document No. 17
“ o Document No. 72 — Correction to Document No. 17
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Submitted in: French

iinutes of the Second lieeting
of the Heade OL Delegations
on 25 June 1948 at 11 a.m. at
Chrietiansborg Palace.

N A - A

The Meeting opened at 1l a.m. with Ir, Holmblad, Head of
the Danigh Delegation., in the Chair.

The Chairman, speaking on behalf of the meeting, congra-
tulated iir. Jacques linyer, Head of the French Deleaatxon, on
his recent promotion to the rank of Commander of the Legion of
llonour, He then asked the Secretary-in-Chief to call the roll of
the Delegationg preseat. Of the 33 participating countries, 25
were represented, and 8 Delegations were absent, The baent De-
legations were those of _Lypt, Greece, Lebanon, Luxembur o=
naco, Poland, the People's Republic of Jugoslavia and oyrla.
The Delegate of lionaco later arrived ban)an the numbers men-
tioned up to 26 present and 7 absent,

The Delepate of Ireland expressed the opinion that, the
Liceting being now officially opened, the observer of the United
States should be allowed to ke present during the work of the
lleeting. He thought Mr. Burton's request for admission was
justified, and that he should be heard ky the lieeting,

Ihe Chairman shared the opinion of the Delegate of Ireland,
Did the Delegates who had raloed objections on thts point - at the
previous day'a meeting still maintain them all, now that the
Conference was officially opened? He gquoted the Document annexed
to the Ldditional Protocol of Atlantic City, sub-paragrapn 2 of
§ 1, which said that 9Observers will be permitted to attend all
the meetings of this Conference',

The Delezate of Belgium scconuea the Chairman's point of
view. The situation in the case of the present Conference
differed from what it had been at other meetings, where the ob-
servers were memiers of private agencies or of international ore
ganisatione, lioreover the conference was bouni by the provisions
Just alluded to by the Chairman, and had no right {to deny adnitt-
tance to the Head of the United States Delegation,
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The Delegate of I'rance drew attention to the difference
between an observer and a delegate. The written texts repeated-
ly opposeld these two words. As there was no United States Dele-
gation, there was no Head of the United States Delegation. Nevere
theless, there were good reasons why the United atates observer
should be heard; and he advocated his being admitted, though he
was opposed to his admission as of right.

The Chairman, and the Delegate of Belgium, admitted that
the United GStates representatives were, in fact, observers and
not delegates, and had never considered that they (the represen-.
tatives) had a rlfht to vote. - '

The Chalrman observed that there seemed to be general agrece-
ment to admit the United States representative as an observer,
Were there any objections?

The Delezate of the U.,3.5,R. thought it had been decided

at the previous day's meeting to discuss the question of the ad-
mission of the United States observer at the same time as that
‘0of the admission of extra-iuropean couatries or of international
organizations, Whj was an exception belng made in favour of the
Uﬂlteu States? Mo part of the Atlantic 61ty text specified that
observers might be present at a meeting of Heads of Delegations,
At such a mee"m7 only Heads of Delecatlons with full powers and
rights should be present., Othcerwise such a meeting could not be
distinguished from a Plenary Assembly.

The Chairman pointed out that, in paragraphs 2 and 4 of § 1
of the Atlantic City text a distinction was drawn between the
case of observers from extra-furopean countries and that of ine
ternational Orga nlzatlons. That raised the question as to whether '
meetings of Heads of Delegations could be compared with other
vmeetlngs. However, it seemed that all opinions had been expressed,
and the question had now keen sufficiently discussed, le proposed
to take a vote,

The Delegatc of Bulgaria sald that in his opinion, as al-
ready expressed at the previous day's meeting, the Conference
was concerned only with internal suropean problems. All the re-
presentatives present were duly accredited by Turopean Govern-
ments, He thought it pnreferable to begin by discussing questions
on the agenda Whlcﬂ were much more lmportant than that of the
admission of observers, As regards the latter, he agreed with
the Delegate of the U.,3.3.,8. that it would be preferable to dise
cuss the matter when ecxamining the more general gquestion of the
attendance of okservers from ex tra-suropean countries and inter-
national orzanizations.

The Chairman thought there had been time for all opxnloqs
to be expressed. He WOUlu be glad if henceforth only new pointe,
if any, were raised,
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Ihe Delepate of Switzerland argued that it would be out of
oréder to proceed to a vote on the question under discussion on
the ground that under paragraph 2 of §1 of the Document annexed
to the Additional Protocol the admission of observers was not
open 'to guestion. Yhe admission of the U.3, Observer was there-
fore prescribed by the texts of the Atlantic City Conference.

ihe Delegate of Czechoslovakia remarked that time was
being wasted in argument. He thought they ought to begin their
work by taking the most important items.

The Delegnte of Trance desired to aparoach the subject from

a new angle, lie thouzht Lhat thc guestion had not been thoroughly
diecussed., The fact was that there was one particular question
among iuropean problems - that of the American occupation zone
of 'erm%ny - which was of interest to the United States. Before

he lieeting gave a decision for or against the admission of an
American obmerve*, he would like to ask the observer whether it
was suropean or extra-suropean questions which interested him,
The ileeting could then decide with knowledge of the facts. The
French point of view was that the United States had an interest
in one :uropean question, the question namely of Germanyj and in
that connection the ¢estion arose as to the legal footing on
which the observer could be admitted., There might be a further
gquestion as to whether he should remain a mere observer in the
case of a Juropean problem with which he was directly concerned.
vut it was too early to raise that question,

The Chairmaen recognized the importance of the question re-
ferred to by the French Delegate, Neverthelegs he had cdecided to
proceed to the vote, as numcrous points of view had been exprcssed
and the existing differences of interpretations had been clearly
brought out. Certain Delegates wishing to speak at thisg point,

the Chaxrman asked them whether, in view of the fact that the
Giscussion was closed, they des lred to submit motions,

The Delcgate of the U.8,5.R. thought that it was contrary
to the Rules of Procedure to proceed to a vote, The Soviet Dele-
gation entered a formal protest against such an infraction of
the Rules at the very start, It had alreacdy made known its opin~
ion on the pmrtlcxoatlon of observers at a meeting of the Heads
of Delegations. '

It believed that this question should be considered at the
same time as the general question of the admission of observers,
an¢ that it should not be dealt with at the preseat time, unless
it was absolutely essential,

The question of the United States zone of Occupation in
Germany, raised by the Delegate of France, was of interest to
all the countries represented at the Conference; and these coun-
tries might be able to solve it without the assistance of the
Conference, '
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He requested thercfore that the discussion on the matter
should be declared closed, anl that the meeting should pass to
the examination of the othecr items on the Agenca. lie askeld for
his statement to be reprocduced in the Hinutes,

1h3 Chairman saic that the statement made by the Delegate
of the U.5.9.R. would appear in the linutes. He pointed out that
no dules oF Procedure hadé yet been alopted, COQQeouenily there was
no reason against toking a vote. Any Decigions taken could, in
any case, be changed by the Plenary Assembly. The IMeeting would
theérefore pass to the vote,

The Delqrate of Bulgaria asked for the text on which they
were to vote,

The Chairman answercd that the dquestion on which a vote
wag to be taken was the question of the admission-of a United
States observer to the meeting of Heads of Delegzations, The
‘declsion taken would apply only to admission to meetings of
leads of Delegationse.

ihe Delegate of Albania did not understanc how the meeting
of Heals of Delegations could take a decision before the Plenary
Assembly had incicated its attitucde on the subject,

ihe Chairman said that the United States observer could un-
doubtedly be represented at any meetings of the Conference, since
that was in accordsnce with the Document annexed to the itlantic
City Additional Protocol.

The Delegate of the U,J.5.18, wished to ask the Secretary
General of the Unlon two questions:

1) Was there any precedent for an observer being admitted to a
meeting of licads of Delegations?

2) Uas it legal for an observer to be acmitted to such a meeting,
i.e. was the mecting of a private or public nature?

lir, Gross, Assistant Secretary-General of the Unlon, replxea'
on behalf of Dr. von Hrnst, Secretary-General of the Union, who '
was detained at Derne, He referred the Delegate of the U.5.5.1
to the Atlantic City text, page 324, § 2, where the position of
extra-#uropean countries vig-a-vis the present Conference was
¢efined beyond any possible doubt, and also to page 330, § 12,
where it was stated that "fhe Conference shall adopt ite own
Rules of Procedure®, The Delegate of ¥France had pointed out the
difference in status between observers anc delegates. It was
clear that observers did not have the right to vote. On the other
hand, the Conference was free to take whatever decision it thought
fit ag regards their admission,
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The Delesate of the U,S,u.kte said that there still rew
mained two questions wnich had not been answered, viz, 1) what
procedure had been followed at previous meetings of the Union

for example, at Atlantic City), and 2) were meetings of Heads
of Lelegations public or private? If they were public, what was
the difference between them and Plenary Assemblies?

ir, Gross reolxed that he would answer as precxsely as
PoOs sible.

‘1) He knew of no precedent for the admission of observers to
a meeting of Heads of Delegations,

2) Ile was of the oninion that such a meeting was private.

The Chalrman then proceeded to a vote on the lrigh Pro-
posal, asg modiried during the discussions.

A vote was then taken, with the following result:

In favour of the admission of a United States observer: :
13 Delegations,

(Austria, Belgium, Vatican City, Denmark, Ireland, Italy,
-ilonaco, Norway, Netherlands, Portugal, United Kingdom,
Sweden and Turkey).

hgainst the admission of a United Gtates observer: 9 Delegations,

(Albvania, Byelo-Russia, Bulgaria, inland, Hungary, Ukraine,
Rulﬂa"llw, CZGChOSlOV&}"la’ UQLJ::J..L\C) )

Four Delegations (France, Iceland, French Protectorates
of Morocco and Tunisia and Switzerland) abstained.

The Velegate of Iceland said that the Head of hig Delegation
had been detained at Geneva, and he did not feel authorised to
take a decision in his absence.

Ihe Delegate of France wished to explain the reason for his
abstention, and asked for his explanation to be inserteld in the
Iiinuteg, lie considered that the vote should not have been taken
after the statement made by the Assistant Secretary-General of
the Union. In his estimation, the meeting should have followed
his proposal to hear the observer from the United Ltates first
of all, so as to determine whether his participation was in fact
in the i“uropean interest, If this had teen dcne, it would have
been possible to take a clear decision,

The Delegate of Switzerland explained that he had abstained
for reasons which ne had already nade known. In his opinion, the
observer from the United States should have been almitted withe-
out further question.
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The Chairman said that these two statements would be 1nserted
in the linutes.

The Delegate from the USSR considered that the teking of a -
vote at all was incorrcct, and the decision had been taken by a
small majority. He reserved the Delegation's right to raise the
question again.

The_Chairman seid that this statement would be included in
the linutes.

The Meeting then adjourncd until 3.p.m.,

The Chairman declared open the discussion on Item 2 of the
Agenda (Bstablishment of Committees). :

As no one asked for the floor, the Committees were con81dered
established as set out in Document No. RD 2, subject to the word
drafting" b01ng replaced by "preparation" in the Terms of
Reference of the Organlsatlon Commit tee.

Discussion was then opened orn Item 3 of the Agenda (Elcctlon
0of Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen for the Committees of the
Broadcasting Conference).

Revlying to a question by the Delegate of Italy, the Chairman
explained that the Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Conference
would fulfil identical roles on the Executive Committee, and that
the members of the latter Committee would be the Chalrmen and
Vice-Chairmen of all the other Commlttees.

As no objections were raised, the Chairman took it that the
countries named in the confidential document drawn up by the Danish
Administration were prepared to accept the dutics of Chairmen and
Vice-Chairmen of the Committees of the Broadcasting Conference in
accordance with the proposal, and he thanked them.

“he meeting then passcd to Item 4 of the Agenda (Linguistic
Arrangements).

The Chairman repeated the information which he had given on
‘the subject at the previous day's meeting.

Replying 1o a question by the Delegate of the USSR, the
Chaiman said that it was obvious that all the countrlos which wished
to take part in the work of a Committee would be able to apply
for membership, with the exception of the . xecutive Committee, the
membership of which would be in accordance with Docvment No. RD 2.
The general custom was for countries to stipulate during the first
Plenary Assembly, which committees they wished to join. He did
not, however, think it desirable to fix a time limit for
applications,
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The Delegate of the UZCR was satisfied with the Chairman's
explanations, but he did not believe it would be possible to
prepare a clear plan of work or solve the guestions of organisation,
such as the number and duties of the Committees, until the Final
Report of the Prevparatory Committee of Dight Countries had been
examined,

-

The Report in gueastion would, therefore, have to be examined
at the first Plenary Asszsembly.

The Chairman agreed that the Final Report from Brussels must
serve as a basigs for the discussions of the Conference, and nore
particularly as a basis of discussion for the Committees which would
have to deal with the subjects mentioned in the Report. The
Report had been sent to all Administrations, and should therefore
be known to all. If that was not so, no useful purpose would be
served by examining it in Plenary Assembly.

None of these questions, he added, apvpeared on the Agenda.

The Delegate of Albania said that the Brussels Report had not
reached his country, and there were probably other countries which
had not received it. He accordingly supported the proposal of
the USSR,

Mr. Corteil, Chairman of the Preparatory Committee of the
Eight Countries, replying to the Chairmen's request, said that
the Committee of Bight Countries had finished its work on June 9th,
and that Tifty documents (including copies of the Final Revnort
and copies of each of the two preliminary draft plans) had been
sent to the Berne Bureau on June 1lth. The Berne Bureau should
have dealt with their distribution to the thirty-three countries
concerned. On the same day he himself as Chairman of the Committee
of Fipght Countries had sent a copy of this same document to each
of the thirty-three countries direct by registered post and by air
mail, :

The Chairman observed that the documents had clearly been
sent in good time and by the most rapid means. If certain
Delegations had not received them, the Secretariat would distribute
them at the earliest opportunity and at the latest by Saturday
morning. -

He again noted that the subject under discussion was not
within the Jjurisdiction of the meeting of Heads of Delegations,
and proosed accordingly to turn to the next Item on the Agenda.

The Delegate of Roumania said that his country had not
received the Brusscls report. He thought, therefore, that it was
important to have knowledge of this Cocument before discussing
other questions.

The Chairman considered that all the remarks which had just
been made were in fact reservations which could be presented to
the Plenary Assembly.

The considerotion of the Final Renort from Brusscls could not
influence the romainder of the discussion. If it becamc apparent
that the cxeminction of this document might involve modificetion of
o decision alrcady tonken, the modification was o matter for  the
Ilenary Asscmbly. ‘
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The Delegate of the USSR gathered that no agenda had been
prepared, and he proposed accordingly that an emergency Agenda
should be drawn up as guickly as possible, for the First Plenary
Assembly with the examination of the Brussels Revort as the main
item, It had been seen that at least two countries had not

received the Report. The principal objective of the Conference

was to prepare a plan, The Committee of Eight had appealed to
cxnorto, and the POMJGrence could not ignore thcir apoeal If

the Plenary Assembly ¢id not start by examlnlng,thelr work, thet
would be tantamount to ignoring it, and would create an unfortunate
precedent, and prolong the work of the Conference. To entrust
this examination to the Committees of the Conference would amount
to saying that the Committee of Eight Countries had only gtualed
questions of secondary importance.

The Soviet Delegation therefore proposed that discussion on
the following items on the Agenda should be adjourned, and that
the Conference should start preparing a new Agenda for the Plenary
Assembly immediately, the most important item on such Agenda
being the examination of the Brussels documents.

The Chairman reverted to the first statement made by the
Delerate of the USSR, There was indeed an Agenda, since everyone
had accepted it, and the Assembly was following it. Furthermore,
he had never intended to minimise the importance of the work
accomplished at Brussels - guite the reverse.

But the purpose of the meeting was to work out methods and
to prepare for future work. - The Plenary Assembly would take the
decisions. Its Agenda would have to be drxuvm upbut discussion on
that point could not begin until Item No. 9 (leccllaneouo) of
the present Agenda was reached. Items 2, 3 and 4 of the present
Agenda having already been dealt with, he proposed to pass to
Item 5, ‘

The Delegate of the USSR nrotested against the manner in
which the meeting was developing. The normal rules had been
infringed; and he had already been obliged to protest that morning
at a similar case, when he had asked for permission to speak andc
had not been granted it. If his proposal, which had been
supported by other Delegates, was not discussed, that would in his
opinion be a violation of the normal rules of all international

"conferences.

The Chairman said that in striving to ensure that the debate
was conducted according to the approved Agende, he was, in fact,
following the nornml.Ruleu of Procedure. It was not within his
power to amend an Agenda which had been duly approved. Turthermore,

subjects not provided for could be discussed under Item 9
(Miscellaneous). But examination of the Brussels Report was
clearly within the competence of the present meeting.

: The Delegate of Czechoslovakia asked the Chairman when the
Agenda had been adopted.
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The Chairman rcplied that at the previous daey's meeting
no objcection to the Agenda had been raised, and it had been
decidcd to carry it over in full (except Item 1 which had been
denlt with) to the present day's mecting.

The Delegante of France, supported by the Delegate of the
Vatican City, suggested that in the interests of shortening the
discussion the Chairman might find it expedicnt to insert there
and then in the Agenda of the fir t Plenary meeting the study of
the conclusions rcached by the Committee of Eight Countries.

o contrary opinion being exprcssed, the Chairman said that this
would be done.

The Delegate of Biclorussia supported the Soviet view that
the examingtion of the Brussels Report would accelerate the work,
The USSR sumported by several other countriesg, had made a proosal;
it shoi 1d be discussed unlcss there were any valid reasons for :
setting it aside. ‘

The Chairman reminded the Delegate of Bilelorussia that it
had just been decided that the first Plenary Assembly would
examine the Brusscls Revort. Was that solution satisfactory to
him?

4o

Soviet point of view. “he day before his departure he had not
received thesc important docu.ients, On the way to Brussels he
had learnecd that two alternetive pro-osals had been subaitted,
That was an important point calling for study.

The Delegate of Bulgaria replied that he supported the

. In oprosition to all democratic practice he had been rcfused
permission to gpesk on two distinct occasions; and he could only
regret that time had becn lost on secondary matters (such as
the admission of observers) to the exclusion of fundamental
subjects.

The Cheirman said that he had never intended to refuse the
Delegate of Bulgaria permission to speak; but it was possible
that the later's request had passed unnoticed,

The proposal made by Fronce, and supported by other countries,
had not met:ith any objections, and had thercfore been accepted,

The Delegatc of the USSR submitted an additional pronosal
relating to working methods and to the Agenda of subsequent
meetings.

He proposcd that the first Plcnary Assembly should take the
Brusgels Report on Monday morning. Delegates would obtain the
information they rccuircd on matters which concerned them. On
Monday afternoon the Maritime Conference would hold its first
Plenary keeting., The Heads of Delegations on the Broadcasting
Conference would mecanwhile continue the study of the draft Rules
of Procedure, until aogreement was reached.  That would give
Delegates timc to study the plans and reports from the various
countrics, and they could then debate, having been fully briefed,
without loss of time,
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The meeting then adjourned at 5. p.m. and resumed at 5,30 p.m.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that his point of
view was that there was no rcason for discussing the Report of the
Committee af Bight at the first Plenary Assembly. Discussion of
the Report in cuestion was precisely the task for which the present
Conference had been convened, He proposed that the Agenda agreed
for the present mceting shovld be completed, and that a decision
sho.1d then bc taken as to the rules and mcthods to be laid down
for the efficient conduct of the work,

The Chairman said that the Delegate of the USSR had proposed
a meeting of Heads of Delegntions on Monday afternoon, while the
first Plenary Assembly of the Maritime Conference was proceeding.
viscussion of the Renort of the Committee of Bight could not begin
before the Nules of Procedure were settled. He sugpested a
procedure similar to that adoptcd at Atlantic City, where in view
of certain difficulties provisional Rules of Procedure had been
adopted, which had subscquently been made final after the
difficulties had been overcone. He therefore proposed that
provisional Rules of Procedure should be adopted, and that
discussion of the Agcnda should then be continued, in accordance
with the suggestion of the Delegate of the United Kingdom.

The Delegnte of the USSR said that it had already been deeided
that the Rcport of the Committee of Tight would be studied at the
first Plenary Asscmbly. That guestion was settled; but there
might still be difficulties in the fact that some Delegations had
not reccived this Report, while others had not had¢ time to study it.
It would be advisable to make it possible for this report to be
studied as soon as possible, He sus gested that the Agenda of the
first Plenary Asscmbly should contain one item only viz- -
Discussion of the Report of the Committee of Eight, and that the
Monday afternoon meceting of Hcads of Delegations should deal with
guections of internal organisation. fiis proposal was made in
reply to the »nroposnl of the United Kingdom, which was bascd on a
misunderstanding.,

The Delcgate of Belgium, supportcd by the Delegates of the

o FEV L

Heads of Delegations and the Plenary Assembly of the Maritime
Conference should meet simultaneously on the Monday afternoon,
as certain Heads of Delegations had a direct intercst in the
Maritime Confercnce and could not bec in two places at once, On
the other hand, Rules of Procedure, even if they were only
temporary rules, would have to be adopted beforc any discussion
was possible.

The Chairman at this point welcomed the Delegate of Bgypt,
who also represented Syria. His arrival brought the number of
countrics reprcsented up to 28 of the thirty-three countries of
the Furopean arca.

The Delcgnte of the USSR, presumed that, if the two meetings
in guestion could not sit at the samc time, they could take place
onc artcer the other.
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The Chairman theught that the Conference should decide if
it could discuss the Report of the Committee of Eight before having
any Rules of Procedure. In order to be democratic, and not
waste timc, he proposed to take a vobte by & show of hands on the
two following qucstions: .

ho is in favour of discussing Rules of Procedure, provisional
or other, on the following day?

who is in favour of discussing the Report of the Committce of
Tight at the first Plenary Assembly without Rules of Procedure?

The Delegate of the USSR said thet his proposal had been
to toke the Report of the Committee of Bight on the Monday, to
put gqueations and to receive enswers, but not to discuss it, since
there would be no Rules of Procedure. He had no objection to
the Rules of Procedurc and wokking methods being discussed on the
Saturday morning; but he rcealled that the Cheirman had said that
there would be no work on Saturday. He nroposed that the Conference
should work on the Saturday or the Sunday. '

The Cheirman replied that it was true mcetings werc not
generally held on Saturdays; but it wmight be necessary to continue
working on both the Saturday and pcrhaps the Sunday, so as to
finish the prcliminary work bofore Monday's Plenary Asscmbly.

Ho therefore proposcd that Itcms 5 to 9 on the Agenda should be
discussed on the Laturday.

The Delesmate of Bulgnria, supported by the Delegate of Albania -
did not consider that the Conference should mcet on cithor Saturdhy
or SunGay. The object of his provosal was to give Delegates
time to study the documents, and cnable them to listen with profit
to the statement vhich HMr. Corteil would make on the Monday. He
pronosed accordingly that the mecting adjoum until the Monday
afternoon.

The Delegete of Roumsonia also supporied the Bulgarian

proposal, He asked the Secrctary when it would be possible to
have the Report of the Committee of Iight.

he Secrctory-in-Chicf said that the stencils of the Report
of the Committee of Eight and the two variants of the plan (Brussels
Documents Nos. 284, 279 and 281) had been brought to Copenhagen by
- Mr. Corwteil. Copies of the Ilcport would be in the pigeon-holes
in the coursc of Saturday.

“he Cheirman reqguested Delegatcs who had not received the
Report of the Committce of Eight to raise their hands. The
following Delegatcs did so: DBulgaria, Switzerland, Albania,
Roumanie, the Ukraince, Tccland and Dpypt. Copies were available
Tfor all of these,
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The Delecgate of France wondcred how it would be possible to
take a vote after the discussion on the Report of the Committee of
Eight in the abscnce of any Rules of Proecdurc. He might have
made the point that morning that the vote taken was open to dispute.
The samc thing might occur again as long as therc were no Rulecs of
Proccdure, or provisionnl Rules of Procedure. '

The Delegate of the USSR suprnorted the proposal made by the
Delegate of Bulgaria that the discussion should be adjourned
immediately. he Delegate of France had not understood fully
the prooosal of the USGR. The USSR did not want to discuss the
Report of the Committee of Eight, but mcrely to examine it.

The discussion would follow..,when the Rules of Proceiurc had been
adonted,

“he Chairman revicwed the different proposals made for the
next meeting of Hecads of Delegetions, and put the matter to the
Meeting. The Mceting decided to mect at 10.00 a.m. on the
Saturday, and examine Itcms llos. 5 to 9 on the Agenda.

The Delegate of Pulgaria said that his own proposal that the
meeting should risc and mect again on Monday was the only proposal
which showld have been put to the meceting, since it was the only
one which had been madc officinlly. -

"he Chairman said that the Bulgarian proposal was not the
only onc submitted. There was also the Belgian proposszl,
secondad by the Hetherlands, srnd by Italy, for the adoption of Rules
of Procedurc bcfore proceeding to the discussion of any matter.

The Delegatc of Roumania was sorry that a deecision should have
been taken on the Saturday. He would not be in a position to
play an active adé constructive part in preparing the Rules of
Proccdure and the VWorking Methods, as he would not have had the
time to study the documents published on the subject. A fuvll
knowledge of the Report of the Committee of Eight was also necessary,
and he had not rcceived it,

The Cheirman agoin affirmed that he wished at all times to
make useof democratic mcthods, and hce had taken the opinion of
the majority as to mceting at 10,00 a.m. on the Saturday. = To
save time, he proposcd to have recourse to simultancous inter-
pretation at the meeting, if no objections were raised. There
“being no objcections, he added thot the mccting would take place
in Room 17 which containcd simultancous intcrpretation equipment.
The mecting in Room 17 would be vithout prejudice to the decisions
of the Confcrence in the mattcr of the use of languages.

The mecting rosc at 7.00 p.m.

seent Seen:
V. Meyer N.E. Holmblad
H. Voutaz | ¢ T, Studer
J. Revoy seeretary-in-

Chicf. Chairman.
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The meeting was onened at 10 a.n., under the Chairman-
ship of kr. Holmblad, Head of the Danish Delegation, who gave
some «¥planations on the working of the simultaneous interpre-
tationfanpparatus.

Anproval of the HMinutes of the first lfeeting, (Document
RD ¥0.10) which has been distributed, was left to & later
meeting. T

The Chairman recalled that, according to the decision of
the First Meeting, they had to discuss that ‘Gay Items 5 to 9 of
the Agenda znpearing in Document RD No.9. .

He passed immediately to Item 5 of the Agenda (Rules of
Procedure), a draft of which hnd betn prepared bythe Danish
Government and a)peared in Document RJ No.4. The Chairman
proposed to read it Rule by Kule, so that Delegations could
make their comments as it was read.

A proposal had been macde by the Italian Delegation to.
add to paragraph 3 of Rule 1 ("Definitions?’) a second sentence as
follows :

nip

Bach velegation may include a certain number of revdre-
sentatives of recognized broadcasting organizations”.

by

The United States Observer thought it would be sreferable
to stop at paragraph 1, which included the definition of
"Delugation", before dealing with paragraph 3, He was of the
opinion that pararraph 1 should be nmade to conform to the

. definition in Annecx 2 of the Atlantic City Convention (page 53
of the Acts). . ‘

The Chairman pointed out thet the Danish Administration
had taken as a basis for the prenaration of these Diraft Rules
of Frocecure, not only the Acts of Atlantic City, bul also the
Rules of Procedure previously used at the Conferences of Luecerne
and Montreux, and to some extent, The Rules of Procedure of the
Committee of Zight Countries &t Brussels,
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The United States Observer thought the definition in
paregraph 1 should be made to conform to the &tlantic City
Convention. The United States Government had sent a delegation
to Copenhagen, although it was only an observer.

The Delegate of Italy agreed with. the United States
Observer; but he thought that the addition to paragraph 3,
~which he had propoged, was adequate,

The- Chairman wondered whether paragraph 1 should be
nmodified to include observers in the definition of "Delegationt, .
He thought that thére could be no objection to that, as Rule 17
stated th vt only the ropresentwtlves of the Furo ean Area were
to take part in voting, and Rule 5, paragraph 1 (Presentation
of Credentials), was concerned only with Delcgailons of the
Buropean Area, S (TR 5/R 11)

The Delegate of the U.S.,5,R, thought that the Conference
was of a distincfly European character dnd that the definition
of the word "Delegation" in Doc. RD No.4 should not be altered
in any way. Giving this vord & wider sense would mean going
farther in the wrong direetion which had been taken on the
previous day.

The Delegote of Roumania agreed with the U,S.S.R.
Dclegate. He added that, by virtue of thé document annexed to
the Additional Drotoeol of Atlantic City, observers were
permitted to speak on any question affecting the interests of the
radio scervices of thedir country, But the discussion in course
concerned the rules of procedure by which the interests of the
United States were in no way affected,

The Observer of ‘the United States rcnlled that, in its
capacity as an occupying power in a zone of Germany, his
country had on interest in the vresent Conference.

The Qelnga e of Trance then stated that this was the”
very dcelaration he had been as klng for on the previous day.
The United States werc intcrested in the work of the Conference
not as an extra-furopcan power, but by the same right as the
U,S.5.R,, the United Kingdom and France as occupying powers in
Germany. The U,S,A, Obgerver had thus repliecd to a quesgtion
whiech in his (tna Trench Délegate's) opinion should have been
put te him a long time ago.

The Delegate of Bulgaria recalled one of his former
statements to the effcct that all European countries were
interested in the question of the occupation of Germany., The
Conference had been convened in order that cultural questions
concerning the peoples of Europe might be discussed. The
cultural questions relating to the people of Germany should
therefore be settled by the coordinated endcavour of the four
occupying powers. The procedurc adopted hitherto had tolerated
an unjustified interference of the Unﬂtod States in Buropean
home affairs. He maintained, therefore, that the Roumanian
Delegation was right in its recent assertion that there was no
reason why the U,5.A, Observer should be heard., Thec discussions
of the Conference should, in fact, not be in any way influenced
by the comments of an obscrver,
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The Chairman could not declare himself in agreement with
the Bulgarian Dclcgation. The Conference must act in accordance
with the document attached to the Additional Protocol of
Atlantic City, under the provisions of which any obsexrver was
entitled to spcak on any question which in his opinion affeoted
the intercsts of the radio services of his country.

The Delegot. of the U.S8.5.R. asked the U.S;A, Observer
the following questions 1 :

Did he represent the United States or the Amerioan Zone
of occupation in Germany? ‘

Were his powers delegated him by the Government of the
United States or by the Administration of the American Zone of
occupaticvy ?

The Observer of the United States replied that he re-
presented both the United States Government and the department
of his Government entrusted with the administration of the
American Zone of occupation in Germany, and he was accredited
by both sides., . :

The Delegate of the U.,5.5.,R. was of opinion that, &s
the Observer of the United States represented the American
Zone of occupation in Germaeny, the question of the representa-
tives of the zones of occupation should be considered as a
whole, The mecting however had the rcpresentative of one zone
of occupation only, and it was not possible to settle the
problem of the rcprescntation of the zones of occupation in
favour of the United States alones The question should therefore
be the object of closer examination,

‘ 2 (TR 7/R 11)

The Chairman thought the time had not yet come 1o
approach that problem, which was likely to give risc to long
discussion. Would the Observer of the United States agree to
the discussion on his proposal being temporarily adjdurned, on
the understanding that it would be examined later on, at a
Plenary Meeting for instance?

The United States Observer agreed with the Chairman's
proposal, but added that, the United States having been invited
to send observers, he was present, in that ocapacity, and that
he had a right to attend 2ll meetings.

The Chairman noted the U.,S. Observer's agfeement with
his proposal, Had Delegates any further observations to make
on article 1 of the draft Rules of Procedure?

: The U.S.,5.,R, delegate contested the Chairman's observa-
tions as to the representation of the occupation zones in )
Germany. The declegdtes present répresented their Governments.

He himsclf représented the U.S5,S.R. Government., Hé had no powers
regarding the U,S.5.R. occupation zone in Germany., The U.S,S.R.
Government thought that the only legal representatives of the
occupation zones werce the represcentatives of the Allied Control
Commission. '
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The Chairmen agein invited CeW ates to proceed to the study
of naragravh 2 of Article 1 of the eft Rules of Procedure, and to
postpone momentarily the diSCQ“"lOﬂ regarding the occuvation zones

on the understanding that it would be taken un later

The Delegate of TFrance agreed to the cuegtion being adjourned
$ill a leter segsion, nrovicded alwavs, it was cdealt with as soon as.
possible, as it was likely to leacl to differences of owninion. ile
ad.ed that in any case the terms "Buropean zone'should be mgintained
in Article 1, lgt paragraph of the draflt Rules of Proce’ ™o,

sheselegate of the U...f.il. wished to continue the discussion
the Uarawranh

(Tr 2/R 11)

The United States Observer had propoced to give a wider in-
terpretation to the o,flnlblon of the term ”colo~ tion". That would
lead to the consideration of the question of the reprgsenbatlveq of
the occupation zones in Germany as a whole.

They could not cgrry on their w ncsing from one subjeclt to
arother, He added, at the recuest of e Chairman, that »aragraph 1
could be made clearer, if it was expressly stipulated that it reélated
to the Buronean "broadcasting® area.

The Cheirman thousht that the amencment proposed was acceptable;
but he again ceclared that the discussion of the important problem
of the rupzeuentaiiop of the occupation zones in Germany should be
Dostponed: otherwwso, the Lraft Rules of Trocedure could not be ore-
pared for liondey. The guestion of the occupation zones could be re-
ferred to a special Coﬁﬂlttee, such as the Orgenisation Committee.

Ehe United States Observer expressed his complete agreement with

—on, P A

the chairman.

The Delegate of iho,y.S.u R, could not agree with this point
of view, ihe outstending question was of a juridical nature auQ could
not be left unecolved. lt should be exemined in all its bearin

The Jelebato of Albania obse srved that no neace treaty having
been signed with uvvmmpy, Fhat country was not 1nclv(pc in the 93
Turopean countries invited to the Conference. He agreecd with the
Lelegate of the U.S.5.R. that the only authority entitled to Ciscuss
the interests of Germany was the Awlluu Control Commission.

The nelegate of Italy wished to state, in ya“nfrqan 1 of

Article 1, that the “Durowcun area" is as cdefined in Mo 107 of the
Atlantic City Radio Regul lations.

The Chairmen did not see any objection to the proposed ad-
¢ition.

The United States Observer thougsht there was no reason, at the
moment, for adiing anything a2t all t5 Article , Since it seceme
the majority of Ielegates were Tor »nostponing the aiscussion of it.

The ielegate
J.' bh .tl"@ U SQU.»‘-. i
cerning any but the uzo>eup countriecs, and

at all points
2LCE oﬁ con -

¢ as to the necessity of
the question of the zones of occupation being treated as a whole, if
it was desirec to continuc the work without cdefining the word

"Delegation" first.
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The - Delegate of France, secconded by the Delegate of the United
Kingdom, submitied two concrete ﬂ¢0)00315 in the following terms:

1. The definition of the word "Delegation" in the Draft
Regulations %o be approved provisionally, taking into
account the amendments submitted by the U.8,S,R, and Italy.

2, The date for discussing the renresentation of the mones
of occupation to be fjxod as soon as possible, whether
such dloouss10n takes place in a plenary meeting or at a
gitting of a limited scmi-official group.

The Delegate of the U.S.5,R. proposed that, with a view to
clearing up 2 situation which he could only duscrlbe as "delicate",
the United States observer should be considered simply as reprosontln

the United States Goverament, In that capacity, he admitted, the
United States onsorvcr was entitled to take part in all meetlnﬁs of
the Confercnce; 1 ut he was opposcd to the prescnce (except where
indispensable) of the TGpTOoOHtablvc of any other country, or of
experts, at mecetings of Heads of Declegations of the Buropcan :
countries, The United States obscrver had made it perfectly clear
that he also represcunted the American zone of occupation in Germany.
The U.8,5.R. Delegation accordingly considered that it was imposgible
to pass to any other question without first settling that matter,

The United States observer repeated that he represented both the
United States Government and that part of the United States adminis-~
tration which was concerned with the American zone of occuvation in .
Germany,

The Chairman suggested, w1th a view to shortening the discussion,
that the Conference should adopt the French Delegate's proposal, and
app;ovw provisionally paragraph 1 of Article 1, on the understandlng
that a Committce composed of the countries directly interested in the
quooblon of the zones of occupation should decide the question as
soon as possible. In the case of similar deliecate issues at Atlantic
City similar action had been found of value,

The Delcgate of Albania said that in his opinion,; as at present
advised, thc United States observer only represented a non-European
country at the Conferecncc,

The Delegate of Czecho-Slovakisa, speaking as the representative
of a country bordering on Germany, saild that he was in agreement with
the U,5.8.R, on the subject of Fermany.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that his country too had
vital intcrcsts in Germanys; but, in order to save time, he agrced -
with the Chairman's proposal to pass to the next item on the Agenda,

The Delegate of Roumenia found the arguments put forward by the
Albanian and Czechoslovak Delegations 1rrcfut 2ble, He was further of
opanlon that it was not DOSolblO for the Conference to arrive at a

satisfactory conclusion of their labours without having a gencral
view of the rcesults of the work of the Committce of Flcht Those
questions which were of a general character should be diqcu¢sed first,
Otherwise therc was a danger of all their decisions being of a
provisional character. He accordingly proposed the adjournment of the
meeting,

(D 29)
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The Delegate of Bulgaria supported the proposal to adjourn
the meeting until the following Monday afternoon in view of the
difficulties encountered, In the meanwhile Delegations would have
time to study and discuss the documents. The first question to be
solved was that of the representatives of the zones of pcoupation
in Germany., He repeated hid proposal to adjourn.

The Chairman said that s8ll the observations hitherto had
been of the same nature as those which had led up to the vote of
the day before. But the absence of any Rules of Prooedure rendered
his own position difficult, and he hoped Delegates would not add to
the difficulties of his task. He did not think questions of substance
should be discussed at the present meeting.

The Delegate of France sought for common ground betwecn the
different opinions that had been expraéssed, The conflict between
them was in his opinion only apparent, There should be some means
of reconciling them if, as the Albanian Delegate had suggested, the
United States Observer was considered as the representative of his

Government only,The question eof the zones of occupation in Germany
uld be take ater. -

The Observer of the United States declared himself in agree-~
ment with the Frensh Delegnte on that point, He was of the opinion
that, in order to gain timec and in view of the fact that numerous
Delegations wished the meeting to be adjourned, a vote should be
taken,

The Chairman agreed that this would be the corrcct procedure,
but he felt handicapped by the lack of Rules of Procedure; 'and he
proposed, if there was no objection to continue the discucsion.

Thé Delegate of Roumania said that the French proposal treated
the U.,S.4A, Observer as the representative of an Extra-Furopean
country. Under the provisions of the Atlantic City Convention he
was therefore not entitled to speak except when the questions dealt
with affected the United States radio services. As,however,the
present diseussion arose out of his own intervention, he should,
if he shared the .French Delegate's point of view, reoall his former
declaration,

The Delegete of Albania supnorted the Roumanian Delegate's
proposal to adjourn the Meeting to the following Monday. He thought
it possible to work without Rules of Procedure. The Atlantio City
Regulations provided automatic rules of precedure,

The United States Observer again declarcd that he agreed with
the Freneh Delegate as to continuing the discusgsion after first
provisionally adopting Rule I with its amendments.

The Chairman agreed to put the aucstion to the vote, Dele-
gations in favour of the HMeceting being adjourned to the following
Monday to reply "Ycs"; those to the contrary, "No".

The Delcgate of the U.S.S.R. desired to make a statement
before the vote. In his opinion there were but two solutions:
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either an adjournment of the Meeting,as proposed by the Delegate of
Bulgaria, or an immediate settlement of thé question recgarding the
representatives of the zones of occupation. The rgpresentatlve of the
Secretary Genecral of the I,T.U, had declared on the previous day that
the meetings of Heads of Delegations were private meetings; and yet,
although no decision had been come to with regard to the zones of
occupablon, the representative of a zone of occupation in Germany

as present at thc day's Mceting., This situation was a direct
1nfrlngemont of the provisions under which their work was to be carried
on, and it was not nossible to go on working in these conditions.

The Chairman rcad a telegram roceived by the Danish Government
to the effect that the Froench Dele cation was accredited to represent
the French Zone of occupation in Ccrmqny as well as the Freneh
Government.

The Delegatc of France acknowledged the accuracy of the
Chairman's statement; but he did not con51dor that it affected the
major issue., He 1ntendﬂd to define the exact position of the Freneh
Delegation as and when the guestion of the representatives of the-
zones of occupation in Gcrmany came under discussion,

The Delegate of Albania regretited that the Governments of the
United States and of France should have taken an initiative which he
considercd illegal. He again referred Delegates to the Atlantiec
City text, and maintained tnat the Meeting had Rules of Procedure,
since the text in question had been uséd to justify the automatic
admittance of a United States Obsecrver.
(Tr 7/R 11)

The Chairman renlied to the Delegatc of Albania that there
was no connection between the document annexcd to the Additional
Protocol and the other Atlantic City texts; the first alone laid
down special directives for the present Conference.

A vote was then taken on the questions previously put forward.
It gave the following results:

In favour of deferring the meeting until Monday: 8 Delegations
(Albanla, Bielorussia, Bulgaria, Hunﬁary, Ukraine, Roumania, Czecho-
slovakia, Union of Soviet Socialist ROUublle)

Against: 16 Delegations (Austria, Belgium, Vatican Clty, Denmark,
France, Iroland Italy, Monaco, Norway, Netherla nds, Portugal, United
Kingdom, S wedon, Switzerland, Syria, Turkey

Abstentions.: 4 Delegations (Bgypt, Flnlqnd Iceland, French
Protectorates of Marocco and Tunisia),

"Absent: 5 Delegations (Greecce, Lebanon, ILuxemburg, Republic of
Poland, Federsl Peoplc's Republic of Yugoslav1a) _

The Chairman regrcetted that the Assembly had lost precious time,
and that fundamental issues had been raised in connection with the
dissussion, The result of the vote had borne out, he thought, his
opinion. The meeting would resume at 2 p.m,; and, if it could not
finish that evening, "the Plenary Assembly planned for Monday would
have to be postponcd, : C

The mceting rosc at 12. 15 p.i.
(Tr 5/R 11)
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The meeting resumed at 2.. 15 p,m..

The Chairmen put thce "Draft Rules of Procecdurc of the European
Regional Broadcasting Confercnce" for discussion, at the same time
recalling that paragraph 1 of Rule 1 had already been approved, with
certain modifications which would be taken inte account..

The Délegate of the U,.S.5.R.. insisted on further rcference to
paragraph 1. He asked the Representative of the Secretary-~General of
the I.T7,U. to reply to thce question whether he considercd the presence
of a Representative of an occupation zone of Germany legal?

ThHe Repregentative of the Secerctary~General of the I.T,U.took
it that a vote had alrecady setitled the questién of the presence of
an Observer from the United Statcs Governments. On the other hand, as
there was not one Ropresentatlvo only of the occupation zones of
Germany, but two, viz. the United States and France, as the mornlng’s
mecting had been informed, hc thought that the Sov1ot Delegate's
question should be more pr001sc.

The Delegate of the U,S.S.R, recalled the statcement of Mr.
Burton, to the effect that he was present both as an Observer from
the American Government and as Roprescentative of the American
occunation zone. He asked for a direct reply to his question,

The Representative of the Sceretary-General answercd as follows:
"The question of the legality of the presence of observers of two
occupying Powers has not yet beensettled cither by the Meeting of the
Heads of Dclegations or by the Plenary Assembly. Consequently, these
zones have not yet the right to be prescnt at thesc meetings, as
they do not appcar in the list of 33 countrics in the Protocol of
Atlantic City, nor ar¢ they extra-Furopean countrics eovercd by
paragraph 2, page 324, I givec you my opinion for what it is worth on
this point. From my statcement it may be taken that their presence is
illegal, so far as the representation of occupation zones in Germany
is conocerncd, inasmuch as ‘the question of such rcprescntation still
awaits solution,"

The Delegate of the U,S5.85.R. replying to the Chairman's question
as to whether his objection applied to the two ebservers of The two
occupation zones represented, said that they hag to settle the matter
of principle = particularly as France had not confirmed her status as
Reprecsentative of the Frenech occupation zone of Germany.

The Chairman stated that hc had in his possession an official
document to witness that the French Delcgatc represented thi French
occupation zone of Germony as well as %ho French Government.

Continuing, hc invited the United States and France to facilitate
the effective consideration of the Rules of Proecedure by surrendering
their mandates as obscrvers of their respective occupation zones of
Germany, as far as the prcscont debate was concerned, until the matter
of princinlec had becn settled by the Conference itself.

The Delcegate of France rccealled that Mr, Meyer in his speech
that mornlng had indicatcd his intention to reserve the position
of Francc in the mattcr, The Chairmen's proposal was perfectly
compatible with what Mr. Meycr had said in the morning.

(29)
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“The United &tates :‘rvor said thst he did not represent

Ob:
any occupation zone of Germeny., He represented the Government
of tie United Ztates of Amewrica

the Chairman observed that these declarations meant that no
one was rmpreﬁcnulng occunctwon zones of Cerhany and they could
now therefore proceed with the consicderation of the rules of
Procedure. “hat was the decis 1or of the Chair.

The velegate of Houmanis, reverting to the previous question,
sald that the latest declaration of the United Ctates Delegate
ke the opposite o‘ what had been stated by him in the morning.
for the decloration of Frence, it lacked precision.

M.

The halrwﬂn recalled the decision which had just been taken.
Unless the Bulgzarian Delegation was yreba“ﬂc to withdraw theix
objection, he would be compelled to put the decision to the vote.

The Jelegate of )ulg ria repeated that he wished the gquestion

of the representation of u}e zones of occupation by the United
ctates to be cleared up.

The Cha1rmar conardered that this discussion had lasted
long enough, and he d&id not wish the subject to be brought up
again, as he had already given hiz d@CmSTOn from the Chair.

o ’ o

The Delegete of Albenia supported the declaration of his
bulo&rtan colleague, He insisted that the renunciation of the
United States and of It >¢ had not been clearly exovressed,
ancé thab the powers grax e by the Governments of the two countries
1n guestion with regard to thlT respective zones of occupation

ere illegal.

In reﬁly to a oueﬁu ‘on by the Delegate of the U,5.5.,R., the
Delezate of Trence again stated that he did not intend, at the

present ﬂeetirg, o assert hig cleims as representative of the
interests of the French Zone of occupation. The question of the
representation of the zones of occupation couldé not, and should
not, be dealt with at the present time. It should however be ree .
golved in due time in accordance with a procedure which had yet to
be agreed upon.

The Chairman, co ns“aean thet the discussion had been pro-
tractec too long, asked the Mpetlng whether any ne had a counter-
proposal to make.

The Lelegaﬁe of the U.l.U.0, remarked that the C airn n's
question had ot been putl in precise terms. The Chairman's action
constituted an in °r1ngemont of the Rules of Procedure. His proposal

A £

was in Tfact intended sanction an illegal -.° proceeding, the
representative of the G eral-~Secretary having declared illegal the
presence at the Meeting of 2 revregentative of the American zone

of occupation. All these discussions, in his ovninion, were a waste
of time and an obuuacle to the worik f‘thr Heeting of Heads of
Delegations. ’

The Chaivmun, interrunting the sneaker, repeated that there
were no representatives ol zones of occupation in the room. le
would now pui als p;oposal regarding the suspension ol the dis-
cussion on the subject to the vote, in order that the leeting
mnight proceed to the Agenda '

(D 28)
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The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. emphatically protested against
the gross infringement of the Rules of Procedure on the part of
the Chairman in interrupting his (the U.S.S.R, Delegate's)
declaration.

The Chairman took note of the U.S.S.R. Chief Delegate's
remarksSe. ’

The Deiegate of France expressed the view that the question
put to the vote by the Chairman should not give rise to any
ambiguity., France deemed it her right to continue being

epresented gt the Meeting of Heads of Delegations.

The Chairmen specified that it had been decided in the case
of Delegates having a mandate for zones of occupation that they
should make no use of their mandates until a later decision was:
reached. No objection could be raised to the presence of such
representatives at the Meeting of the Heads of Delegations.,
That was the decision of the Choir, on which they were now to
VO'te. .

Cn Iiis name being called, the Delegate of Bielorussig-said
that the question to be put to the vote was not clear.

The Chairman repeated his proposal,

The Delegate of Roumania asked for the floor on a point of
order, He said that the possibility of the United States
Observer challenging the present vote after the fact was not
excluded. The position of the United States Observer, as the
representative of an extra-Buropean country, could not be
compared with that of the Delegate of France, a country of the
Buropean area. Why complicate matters? '

The Delegate of Bulgaria thought for his part that, inasmuch
as it had been established that the presence of representatives
of zones of occupation in Cermany was illegal, it was equally
illegel to take a vote on the question. :

The Choirmen repeated that both the United States Observer
and the Delegate of France had stated thet they were not taking
pert in the meeting in the capacity of representatives of gzones
of occupation. '

The Delegate of Albania referred to the statement by the
representative of the Secretary-General of the Union on the
illegality of the presence of representatives of zones of
occupation. Was the representative of the Seeretary-~General
in = position to say whether the powers of the two Governments
in gquestion were invalid?

The representative of the Secretary-General answered that the
‘question was one for the Credentials Committee, but only after
‘a decision by the Plenary Assembly as to the admission to the
Conference of representatives of zones of occupation.

The Chairman thought the question to be put to the vote
could nct be put more clearly. He called upon the Seoretariat
to take the vote.

(34)
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The Delegate of the U,S5.8.R.,; interrupting the voté, said he
had asked for the floor before the end of the discussion, He wished
to make the following statement: "I put a very clear question to the
United States and France, to which I have had no rcply. If the United
States and France say clearly that they do not represent zones of
occupation, we should be in entire agrecment with the Chairman's
proposals,"

‘The Chairman said that the replics to the question o¢f the
U,8.5.R. had bcen given., The United States Observer had said three
times over that he was not nresent at the meeting of Heads of
Delegations in his capacity as representative of a zone of occu~
pation. France had made a similar statement in perfectly clear terms,

The Dclegate of the U,S,S.R, read out the notes which he had
taken at the time of the United States Delegate's statement. The
notes showed that thce United States Observer was representing both
his Government and the intercsts of the American zone of occupation
in Germany. Consequently, thé reply for whioh hec had asked, had not
been given up to thc present,

The United States Observer undertook to give the Soviet Dele-
gation in writing the text of the statcment he had already made three
times, in order to preclude any possbile error in the translation of
it,

The Chairman suspended the meeting accordingly at 3.15 p.m.
for a few minutcs.

On resuming, the Chaoirman apologised for the length of the
interval which had lasted for over half an hour. He called upon the
United States Delegate to read his text, so that it should be clear
to all,
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The Observer from the United States read the text which
had been submitted to the Chairman during the suspension of the.

meeting:

"The Head of the United States Delegation represents both
the United States Government, and that part of the United
States Government charged with the administration of the
United States Zone in Germeny. It is impossiblﬁ for this
meeting of Heads of Delezations to divide the “nited
States Government. The United States Government includes
all its parts, whether *they be in the United States itself
or in Germany."

He repeated that he did not represent Germany or any ¢f
its gones of occupation pexr se.

The Ohairman said that the above text was a written re-
production of what had previously been said. The last sentence
was the statement which the Head of the Delegation had repeatedly
made. He did not represent Germany or any one of its zones of
occupation, He asked the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. whether he was
now in agreement with the written text.

The Delegate of the U.S5.5.R. said that, if a vote was
taken on the subject of the last phrase of the United States
statement, in which the Head of the United States Delegation re-
peated that he was not the representative of Germany, or of any
of its zones - eliminating, that was to say, the first part of
the statement - the Soviet Delegation would be satisfied.

The Observer of the United States replied that he was
not quite certain what the U.S.5.R. Delegate was still asking, at
the very moment when he said that he was satisfied., Was he now
in agreement with the written statement?-

The Chairman had understood that the Delegate of the
U.S5.8.R. accepted the end of the United States statement; and
that would be inserted in the Minutes of the meeting,

The discussion of definitions was continued.

- The Chairman wished to proceed with the study of the
Rules of Procedure as quickly as possible.

§ 1 adopted with the smendments already decided on.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. propo sed that, whenever the
question of Buropean zones arose in the Rules of Procedule, the
words "Buropean Broadcasting areas" should be used.

Adopted.
5 2 adopted.

§ 3. The Italian Delegafion proposed to add a second
sentence as follews:
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"Each Delegation may include representatives of recognised
prlvate brOde%Stlno enterpriscs, so as to conform with the
provisions of Annex 2 of the Atlantic City Cenvention.®

The D(chate of the U.S.S.R. said that the question of the
allocetion of frequencies to broadcasting stations in the
European area was a matter for Administrations and not for
private agencies,

The Delegate of Italz palntea out that theré were numerous
representatives of private agencies who formed part of delega-
tions. His proposal was based on the definition of the word
"doleqatlon“ on pages 53 znd 54 of the Annex to the Atlantie
City Convenition. v

The Chairman asked the Delegate of tile U.S.S.il., whether
he was prejared to support the proposal of the Delegate of
Italy. .

The Delegate of Iialy did not wish to press his smendment.
He had simply wished to make the paragraph clearer.

§ 3 adopted in its present form.

§ 4 adonted.

- Rules 2, 3 and 4 adopted.

Rule 5, & 1.

The Observer of the United Stetes considered that the long
discussion which had taken place regarding § 1 of Rule 1 con-
cerned equally § 1 of Rule 5, and thet a final decision should
be suspended in the case of both paragraphs.

The Cheirman was of the same opinion. All that had been done
at the mrcbmb of Heads of Delegations was provisional, pending
the final decision, which could only be taken by the Plenary
Assembly.

The Delegate of the U.,S.S.R. thoubh* that the attention of
the meeting was too often taken up by interventions by the
Delegate of the United States, who did not represent a country
of the European area.

The Observer of the United States agreed to proceed with
the agenda, if assurance was given him that the question would
be teken up again at a subsenuent meeting

Rule 5, § 2. The Delegate of Austria asked whether the
Broadcasting Conference was a Conlerence of Plenipotentiaries
or nOb .




- 14 -
(RD Doc. No, 18-E)

‘The Chairman stated that the Danish Govermment had asked eaeh
Delegation to present to the Secrctariat the nccessary credentials
giving the authority to sign any Aet resulting from the deliberations
of the Conference. It was for the Conference itself to deecide what
crcdentials should be requested. ; :

- The Delegate of Roumanis proposed to insert a reference to Rule
17 as follows:

"No Delegation is authorised to vote, in aecordance with the
provision of Rule 17, unless..."

& 3 adopted.

§ 4 adopted.

ule 6. The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. considered that the seeond
sentence of the Rule was not clear.

The Cha.irman observed that the text was in conformity with
Rule 4 of the General Regulations amexed to the International
Telecommuni cation Convention.

Rule 6 was adopted in its present form

Rules 7 and 8 adopted.

Rule 9, § 1. On the proposal of the Delegote of Czechoslovakia,
which was adopted, § 1 of the Rule was amended to read as follows:

§1. "Committees shall be camposed of Delegations from countries in
the Buropean Broadcasting area, who have declared their willing-
ness to take part therein,"

§ 2 adopted.

Rule 10 adopted.

The Chairman asked Delegations to inform the Seeretariat as
soon as possible of the names of Chairmen and Viee-Chairmen of all
Committees as well as the nomes of Rapporteurs of Committess.

Rules 11, 12 and 13 adopted.

Rule 14, § 1, The Delegate of the United Kingdom proposed that
the last part of § 1l should read as follows:

"by the Head of the Delegation which submits the proposal or
amendment ; or by his deputy.?®

Adonted.
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On the proposition of the Delegate of the United Kingdom,
whish was adopted, the following sentence was added -to § 2 ¢

"If however the Delegation, which submits a proposal or
amendment, wishes a copy Y¥f the proposal or amendment to
be distributed, this shall be done,” '

The Delegate of the U,S5.85.R. rescrved the right to return
later to the wording of the paragraph, if possible, before
the Plenary Asssembly. '

§ 3 adopt ed.

Rule 15, §§ 1 and 2 adopted.

§ 3. On the proposal of the Delegate of the United King-
dom, which was adopted, the following sentence was added to
$ 3
"I however the Delegation, which submits a proposal or
amendément , wishes a copy of the proposal or amendment to
be distributed, this shall be done."

The Delegmate of the U.5.8.R. again reserved the right to
return later to the wording of the paragraph, if possible,
before the Plenary Assembly.

Rule 16 adopted.

Rule 17, § 1. %pPhe expression "Buropean area" to be replaced °
by "Buropcan broadsasting zone.,"

§ 2. The Dclegate of the United XKingdom considered that
the first part of § 2 was not clear, He proposed that any
country invited to the Conference, whose Delegation had the
right to vote under Rule 17 § 1, should be entitled to
delegate to another Delegation with the right to vote the
power to vote in its name at any meeting at which it was not
present, ‘

The Delegate of Italy pointed out that, if that were done,
the right to vote would b e accorded to Administrations who
were not present; and that wags something which the Administra~
tive Council had never accepted in its own case, .

In reply to a request for clarification made by the
Delegate of France, the Delegate of the United Kingdom cited
the case of a Delegation which had to leave the Conference
premsturcly and which had previously formulated a decision
on some question, which was subsequently put to the vote.
Such a Delegation should have the opportunity of making known
its point of view.

The Chairman drew the attention of the Delegate of the
United Kin; dom to the text at the top of page (62 in the first
page of the Final Acts of Atlentio City. That was word for




word of §2 of Tule 17, which was the matter in hand at
thet very moment. The Danisgh Administration had
considercd it reasonable to teke this text as a basis
for the Iules of Procedurc; and they thought that the
same text snould be adopted, provided no other question
arosc neccssiteting dcparturc from the General Provisions
for Conierence laid down by the Atlentic City Conference.

The Delegate of the U.S5.5.3. maintained his opinion
that the proposcd §2 was not wo”ded &3 it should be, and
he reserved the right to rocvert to the point.

Rule 17 83,  The Deleg-te of the Vatican City wished
to proposc an amendment which concerned only the French
text.

v The Chsirmon pointed out thet the paragraph had been
taken word for word from §1 of Rule 16 on page 67 of
the first 2ort of the Acts. The Delegate of the Vatican .
City did not press hie amdnemcnt, and the paragraph was
adopted ag it stood. '

§4 and 5 adopted.

86, The uc cgatc of the United Kingdeom proposed
the additicn of new sub-parsgranh to paragranh 6, as
follows:

5]
j]

"No new delegotion shall be admitted to the
Conference with the right to vote, unless its
admission is supportcd Ly at least 2/3 of the
votes of the delcgetions to- Wthh §1 of this
Rule relates.”

That proccdure was in conformity with the procedurc
adopted at Atlantie City.

The Delegete of Beypt supported the U.K. proposel.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R.said that §6 should

be arewn up in two p‘rt The first part should deal

ith voting on important OHCCCtho, as for exammle
quc stions of Rules of Proc eéure, allocation of Fre- uenciesg,
and the Convention fto be drafted. Voting on these
guestions sheuld roguire a 2/3 majority. The second
oart shculd cover qucut¢ons for which 2 simple majority
sufficed.
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The Drlcgnte of the Vatican City reminded the
meeting of the manner in which the question of the 2/%
majority vote had been dealt with at Atlentic City.

At that Conference, where the work involved was no lcss
tharn the complete reconstitution of the Union, the
proposed procedure had been confined to two fundamental
questions ~ nemely, the admission of new members and
the seat of the Union.

The Delegete of Bulgaria proposed that, in view of
the great importance of the question, a special Committee
should meet to study the matter thoroughly before a
decision was takcn.,

The Delegate of Italy observed that the Rule 17 at
present under study was similar to Rule 16 of the General
Regulations, without sub-paragraph 5 of the latter. ‘

The Chairman said that there were two questions
before the meeting. On the one hand there was the question
of the 2/3% majority vote proposed by the United Kingdom
as a condition for thc admission of new delegations, and
by the U.S.8.R. for the solution of unspecified major
qucsclons. Cn the other hand, there was the question

ailscd by the Delcgete of Iualy. He agreed with the
uulburlaq Dilcgate's suggestion of & emell committee to
study the voting question. He considercd that, inasmuch
as the present Conference had no definite Rules of
Procedure, the General Regulations, which werec in the
spirit of the Atlantic City Convention, should be followed.

The Delegote of the U.S.5.R. agreed with the Chalrman
and with the Delegate of Bulgaria as to the desirability
of setting up a smA11 group, and declared himself willing

to participate therein.

The Chairman noted his concurrence, and took it that
Rule 17 was as a rcsult provisionally adopted, account
being taken of the British amendient. The latter could
in fact be incorporated as it stood without discussion,
since it was entirely in accordance with the General
Regulations of Atlantic City.

The Dclegate of the U.S.S.R. wished his amendment to
be likewise adopted, since it concerned a question of
principle.
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The nelegeote of the United Mingdom agreed to the meeting of
a cmall group, but wished to make it clear that no new Jclegutlon
with the right to vote would be admitied to the Conference before

the question of the vote was zettled. Subject to that reserve, he
considered that Rule 17 coulc be provisionally adopted.

The Zelegate of the U,f.0.R. considered it expecient to set
up the \O‘xlnu group 28 gsoon as nossible, He nroposed that the
Delegations of Jenmwrg, duwaria, the United Kingdom, France, and
the U.S.u.ﬂ., who had taken part in the digcusgsgion, should be in-
cluded in the group, and that it zhould finish its work by the
afternoon of June 29th. '

40

- The Delegates of Bevot, the Vatican City, and Albanis asked
to be admitted to the group.

The Delegate of Toumania sald that he also wauld have liked
to take part in the groun; but the number of members should not

be too large.

The Cheirman agreed with the U.Z.5.R. representative as to
the composition of the working groun. chortheles¢, he thought
thav, since the convening Government was obliged to assume the
functions of Chairmen and Vice-Chairman of the Conference and of
the Ixecutive Committece, according to tradilion, i1t wag not right
that Denmark should pqrthlD@B“ in OthT Committcees such as the
one in guestlon, He thanked the U.S.0.IL Qelegdtc for hav1ng pro-
posed )Onmarh, and u;geut-d, in view of the fact that the first
proposal For smendment had been made by the United Kingdom, that
the Chairmanshin of the Groun should be entrusted to the United
Kingdom.

The tielegate of the United Xingdom accepted the Chairman's
ugge)tion. A menber of his Jeleg atlon, other than he himself,
would ungeroa re the Cnelrmnn nip of the working groun.

The Chairman noted that the question had been decided as
followsz: The WOTTlD“ Groun to comprice seven meuberg. ”ho United
Kingdom (Chairman), Albania, Bulgaria, Vatican City, T yOb, France
and the b.h.S.R.. It should, if possible, Llﬂloh its UOTA by

29 June. _ .

Rule 17 being as a resull provisionall“ adonted, the Chair-
man noted that few important subjects remasined to be dealt with
in Document RD 4, and the stuly of them should not reguire much
tine,
The Delegatc of the U.85,85.R. considered that those items
which remained unscttled should be referred to the Plenary Assembly
on lfonday.

The Chairmgn ¢id not wish thc meeting to close bc¢oro hearing
any observations which Heads of Delegotions might wish to make
before the Plenary Ascenbly.

(T 28)
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The Jelegate oif the U.L.L.R. had intended to reguest that
the system of simultancous interpretation noulo bs extended to
cover the Hussien lairuaﬂc, but the question could be decided

e

later,

The Chairman saicd that nc too had hoped to deal with the
question of the lussian language under Tule 21 of the cr
(&)
i
i

;LHS
langvage could bhe uszd 5ubject to the provisions of Arti
of the Convention, § 4 (1) and (2).

'k T v
Rules of Procecure beforve the :ICHarJ«Assemb¢y The R

the Delegate of algaris supﬂoited the reguest of the Lele-
gate of the U,8.0.R, and read out a telegram dated June 12 from
his CGovernment:

"In principle the Bulgerien Administretion supports the

use of the Russien lenguage, basing itself on the fact
end technically

¢ favorable to

iti

3@
that the U,.5.Re ig a large country and
well develoned, this being a circumstanc
international telecommunications. In addition, the Dul-
garian Administration requests that at the Stockholm
Conference, as well as et 8ll other conferences where

here are numerous hussisn-cpeaking Delegations, these
latter may have facilities for ex;u,_).,lnL thelr views
in Iussian, as in the cese of the French and Bnglish
languazes)

:C"

Mr, Gross, Assistant Secretary-General of the I.T7.U., said
that in accoruance with the provisions of the Atlantic City Con-
ference and in particular those of Article 15, ¢ 4 (1) and (2)
simultaneous interpretziion had been used at various Couferences,
¢.s. ot Geneva. The Union had drawn up accounts of the expenses
incurred in the use of languages other than the norimal working
1a :NEULEes, and had sent them to the regvective Administrations.
He cited the example of the FPolish Government, which #
for the use of Polish and hed assumed re qaonrlL ¢it* for the ex-
penses of translation into this l nguase, on the understanding
that in excentional cases it would be noscible for the tra Lblatloﬂ
to be done orally.

had

The reguest submitted
could the¢e¢or be consic

the Rusgian and Bulgarien Jul@g?tlonu
e I
by Article 15 of the Conve:

by
zd, subject to the conditions laid &own
wtion,

"

-
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+he Chairman thanked ir. Grogs for his exnlanstions, which
require¢ no comment.

The Delegate of the U.S5.5.0. felt it was indispensable that
he should define hie vpoint of view, since his »nroposal had not
been accepted; but in view of the Jaue hour, he would not press
for detailed discussion of the guestion.

Under the Atlantic City Frovisions, the Conference was 1o
adopt its own Rules of Procedure; and the language qxe“*lon was
included in thode Rules. At the present Conference there were no
Spanish-speaking countries, two 1n“]1 sh-speaking countries, seve-
ral French-sv»eaking, and several Russian-speaking countries, It
was only logical therefore For Russian to be adopted as a working
lenguage on an equal foouving with Inglish and French; that would
COHLO“W to the Directives of Atlantic City and would accelerate

the work.

(D 28)



The Chairman said that at the first Flenary meeting the
simultansous interpretetion would operate as at present - that
was to0 say, from and into Tmglish and French, and from French
~or Imglish into Russian, zubject to subsequent definitive pro-
visions in the matter. B

The Delegate of the U.S.S5.R. said in renly that he would not
ask at the present for any further provisions.

The Chairmsn, noting that there were no further observations
on the draft Rules of Frocedure, said that the first Flenary As-
sembly would talke nplace on Monday, June 28, at 10 a.m., and that
its Agenda would include, among other items, the examination of
the LReport of the Committee of Fight Countries.

The meeting rose at 6 p.m.

Seens Seens
V. Meyer, - WWEe Studer, N, ®, Holmblad,
H. Voutaz,
J. Revoy,
Secretaries Chief Secretary Chairian

(TR;4/R.11)
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CORRECTION

RD Document No 25=E
June 30, 1948

MAR Document No 19-E
June 30, 1948

Original: French

The heading of Document No RD--18-B of the 29 June 1948

should read as follows:

Buropean Regional

Broadecasting Conference

Kgbenhavn, 1948

brece e b1 e e vize A s

Maritime Regional
Radio Conference
Kgbenhavn, 1948

s et —— i - — . St 3

RD Document No 18 - F
29 June, 1948

MAR Document No 18 -~ E

29 June, 1948

Original: French

and the reference - (MAR 18 -B) - should be added at the top of

pages 2 to 20
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Regional Radic Conference

Maritime KAR Doc. No 20 - E

Kobenhavn, 1948 - July 1, 1948
Submitted in: English

Denmark

Corrections to be mace in the
Draft Rules of Procedure for the Maritime
Regional Radio Conference.
(Doc. WAR 6 ~ B)

- The folleowing corrections take into account the amendments

to the original proposal for Rules of Procedure adopted at the
Broadcasting Conference,

Page 2 - Bule 1.

§ 1 and 2 to be replaced by:

§ 1. In these Rules, the term "delegation" denotes a
a group of delegates from the same country.

a) Only delegntions from countries within the
Buropean DBroadcasting Area x) have the right
to vote. ' . .

b) Persons from .gxtra-Buropean countries have the
rights of observers only.

& 3, To read § 2,

& 4, To read ¢ 2.

At the hottom of the page, after the text, insert the
following footnote:

x) Definition of the Turonesn Broadcasting Area: The
"European Area”™ is bounded on the West by the iestern
boundary of Region 1, on the East by the meridian 400°
Bast of CGreenwich and on the South by the parallel 30°
North so as to include the ‘Western part of the U.S5.3.R.
and the territories bordering the Mediterranean, with
the exception of the parts of Arabia and Saudi-Arabia
included in this sector.

3 - Rule 5,

§ 3 1o read as follows:

§ 3. No Delegation shall enjoy the right of vote under
Rule 17 unless and until the above Committee has
declared its credentials to be in order.

Page 4 - Rule 9.

§ 1 to reac as follows:

§ 1., Committees shall be composed of Delegations from
countries in the Eurovean Brosdcasting Area whieh
have made known their intention to participate,®
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Page 4 - Bule 11§

Add,the‘fdllqwin; sentence, w1thout sterting a new
varggraph:

This informetion should be given at the earliest moment
and as a general rule 2t least two days before the meeting
takes place.

Page 5 -« Rule 14,

The end of the paragraph 1 to read as follows:

¢eee by the Head of the Delegation of the country from
which the proposal or amenément originated, or by his
deputy.

Add to § 2, without starting a new paragravh, the folldow-
ingz sentence:

Should the Delegation from which the proposal or amend-
ment originates wish copies of It to be distributed,
this shall be done.

Page 5 - Rule 15.

Add to § 3, without étarting 2 new varagraph, the follow-
ing sentence:

Should the Delegation from which the proposal or amend-
‘ment originates wish copies of it *to be dis trlbuted thls
shall be cdone.

" Page 6 - Rule 17.

Correction to be made in accordance with the decision of
the Broadcasting Conference.

Pare 7 - Rule 19,

¢ 2, First line to be read:

§ 2. If circumstances warrent, the committees, subcommit-
tees or working groups shall....(the rest without
change ). .

Page 7 and 8 - Rule 21,

In.3.places the following languages should be added:

English, French and Russian.

O

Page - Rule_ 25,

§ 1 to read:

§ 1, Plenary meetings of the Conference shall be open
to the public, unless otherwise decided by o majo-
rity vote.

§ 2 to be addod‘

Howover tho of¢1c1& reloasc at tne end of the Conferenee
shall require the approval of a Plenary Meceting.

St : 30



Regional Maritime Radio Conf_erence (MAR-48)
(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 21

Note: The following corrigendum was issued in relation to this document:

e Document No. 31 - Corrigendum to Document No. 21



Maritime ‘
Regional Radio Conference MAR Document No., 21 = E
Kgbenhavn, 1948 3 July 1948

Original: French

DENMARK

Meeting in the eourse of the Copenhagen Conferences
of a semi~official group for the study of the allocation of
' frequenecies to aeronautical services. ‘

The proposal to set up the present semi-official group arose
out of the following circumstances:

The Chairman of the Administrative Conference of)Aeronautical
Radiocommunications in Geneva submitted a Resolutiont’/to the Danish
Government to the effect that the Conference found that no
organisation of the I.T.U. had been expressly appointed for the
purpose of assigning frequencies in the 315-325 kc/s band allocated
in Region 1 to aeronautical radionavigation, or in the %25-405
kc/s band shared throughout the worlc between the larine Mobile
Service and Aeronautical Radionavigation. The hairman of the
Conference suggested that we should teske advantage of the presence
. at Copenhagen of aeronautical radiocommunication experts, brought
to Copenhagen to give their opinions on the derogatory broadcasting
stations in the Marine Mobile Service bands, to ask them to study
the bands in question and make proposals in regard to them to the
P.F.B. for incorporation by the latter in the new international
list of frequencies after approval of the same by the Special
Administrative Confercnce, which is to meet in 1949. We agreed in
principle with the above suggestion, and submitted it to the
Administrations through the intermediary of the Union on 8 June

The Bureau of the Union submitted the suggestion to the
Administrations of the Buropean area by telegram R %6/185 of
8 June 1948. '

The replies received by the Bureau of the Union, which have
reached the GSecretariat as at July 2, are summarised in the
following table: -

: The following Administrations replied that they agreed, or
saw no objection to, the suggestion:

Belgium _ ' Luxemburg

Fgypt - Moxrocco

France ' Norway

Hungary Netherlands

Ireland ’ Sweden

Lebanon Czechoslovakia
Tunisia :

(Poland stated that it was not interested.)

+) Text of the resolution is reproduced in the Annex to the
present document.. '
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The United Xingdom replied gs follows:

"Reference your telegram of 8 June regarding recommenda-
tion of Administrative Aeronautical Conference in Geneva that
aeronautical radiocommunication experts at Copenhagen Confe—
rence should be asked to study the 315-325 kc¢/s and 325-405 °
kc/s‘aeronautlcal bands STOP The United Kingdom Administration
could not agree to the terms of reference of the Copenhagen
Conferences being extended to include these questions on the

‘agenoa but would be prepared to enter into exploratory
discussions of an informal character, provided these do not
interfere with the main work of the Conferences."

: The present statement modifies to some extent the passage in
the Report of the Danish Administration contained in Document

No. 7RD/ 9 MAR, published June 22, inasmuch as the present
statement takes the situation down to 2 July 1948.

5t,33
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ANNEX
RESOLUTION ADO?TED'BY‘THE ADMINISTRATIVE AERONAUTICAL

RADIO CONFERENCE
(Plenary Assembly, June 1, 1948)
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The Administrative Aeronautical Radio Conference is of the
opinion that a comprehensive sclution should speedily be found
for the problem posed by aeronautical frequency requirements.,
It therefore recommends the early convening of Regional Conferences
with a view to preparing plans for the allocation of frequencies
in the regional shared bands of the aeronautical mobile service.
It is, in fact, imperative that those plans should be ready in
time to be submitted for the examination of the special Adminis-~
trative Conference which is to meet in 1949 in order to approve
the new international list of frequencies.,

It appears from the examination of the frequency allocation
table given in the Radio Regulations and from a comparison of =~
this table with the Atlantic City Resolution regarding the P.F<B.,
that no specially appointed body of the I.T.U, has been entrusted
with the allocation of frequencies in:

- the 315-325 kc/s band allocated to aeronautical radionavigation
in Region 1, ‘ '

-~ and in the 325-405 ko/s band shared, throughout the world, by
the aeronautical mobile service and aeronautical radio navigation.

For Region 1, the convening of a special aeronautical
Conference may be contemplated, It could be convened by the I,T.U.
Administrative Council which is to meet in September 1948,

It should however be noted that:

2) the zrucial part of Region 1 is the Buropean Area,

b) aeronautisal radio experts of the Buropean Area, will be
present at the Copenhagen Conference, from June 25 next, in order
to give their views on the broadcasting stations in derogation

in the bands of the aeronautical mobile serviecc (note 19 on the
frequency allocation table). In so doing, they are bound to
examine the frequency allocations of the aeronautical stations

in the 325-405 k¢/s band.

c) if a sp&cial Conference were t0 be convened, its field of
activity would therefore be limited in ppuctice to the 10 ke/s
wide 315-325 kc/s band. | '

In these conditions, the convening of a special Conference

would probably entail considerable delays and expenditure out of
all proportion to the aim to be achieved.

(D 29)
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It would therefore seem expedient for the Danish Government
to avail themselves of the experts' presence to arrange a meeting
in which they would draft proposals to be sent to the P,F.B,
with regard to the frequency allocations in the above-mentioned
bands. Their proposals would then be incorporated in the new
international list of frequencies, after having been approved
by the special Administrative Conference, It would of course be
incumbent upon the Danish Government to give to all the countries
invited notice of the meeting in question.,

Requests for correspondlng bands, submitted on form 2, shall

be sent to the Danish Government; should it agree to this proposal,
along with requests corresponding to the marltlme mobile service.

(D 29)
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KUBENHAVN, 1948

Submitted in: French

Minutes of the
First Meeting of Heads of Delegatlons

Friday, 2 July 1948

The Meeting opened at 10.10 a.m. umier the Chairmanship of
Mr. Holmblad, Head of the Danish Delegation. .

The Chairman welcomed the Delegates present and expressed his wisheg .
for the success of the Maritime Conference which wag to have its first
Planary Assembly that afterncon.

The Danish Administration had drawn up document MAR No. 3 and this
had been replaced by document MAR No, 1l. This latter contained the
draft agenda for the present Meeting. It was similar to the agenda
which had been prepared for the Meeting of Heads of Delegations of
the Broadcasting Conference with a change only in the order of the
‘items, -

No observations were made, and the Chairmgn declared that the agenda
in document MAR No..1ll was adopted.

The Delegate of Bulgaria said that he had received no document
either in fussian or in French for the laritime Conference,

The Chairman thought that this omission resulted from the fact that
Bulgaria had not announced its desire to participate in the Maritime
ConLerence.

The Delegate of Albania said that he was in the same position as
the Delegate of Pulgaria and the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. said like-
wise, pointing out that he had copied the agenda written on the black-
board.

The Delegate of Switzerland said that the communication which was
mentioned in document MAR No, 9 to the effect that Switzerland would
not participate in the Maritime Conference was due to an error.
Although it hed no direct access o the sea, Switzerland was 1nterested
in this Conference and announced its desire to participate therein,.

"he Chairmen said that he had indeed received an intimation of the
partifipation of Switzerland in the Yonference but that at that time
document MAR No, 9 had already been distributed.

The Chairman then observed, as a matter of general interest, that
discussions could be kept as brief as possible in view of the fact
that the majority of the items in the agenda had already been adopted
by the Broadcasting Conference. A large number of questions common to
the two Conferences could.bw decided without discussion.

15
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The Delegate of the United Kingdom wished to make a reservation on
the language question. He did not agree that the provisions adopted
for languages at the Broadcasting Conference should also be adopted
for the Maritime Conference. He would revert to this subject at the
Plenary Assembly, )

The “hairman considered that the agenda could tlen be commenced.

Item 1 of the Agenda., Appointment of the Secretariat.

The Secretariat proposed was the same as that for the Broadcasting
Conference, that is:

As Chief Secretary: Mr, William F. Studer, Counsellor at the
- Bureau of the Union

As gecretaries: Dr. Victor Meyer ; Secretaries at the Bureau
: Mr. Henri Voutaz of the Union
Mr., Jean Revoy, Engineer
Mr. Leon Boussard, Head of the Linguistic

Service
This proposal was adopted.
The Chairman added that the Reception Committee and the other

arrangements made by the Danish Administration for the Broadcasting
Conference were the same for the Maritime Conference.

Item 2 of the Agenda. Formation of Committees.

Document MAR No., 4 contained the proposals of the Danish Adminis-
tration. Before discussing the unofficial group mentioned in these
Danish proposals, the Chairman wished to proceed with discussion of
the question of the 5 Committees. He proposed a slight amendment to
Item 3 - Organising Committee, substituting "...to prepare agreements”,
for "...to draft agreements...", in order to make this text conform
with that adopted by the Broadcasting Conference,

The Delgate of Yugoslavia proposed that a special technical
. committee be set up, as had been done at the Broadcasting Conference.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom proposed that, in place of the
Yugoslav proposal, a subordinate clause be added to Item 4:
Committee for Frequency Allocation to Coastal Stations, charged with
the elaboration of plans for the allocation of frequencies to coastal
stations. This subordinate clause was as follows: "and to consider
any relevant technical questions,”

The Delegate of the U,S.S.Rs considered that it would be more
expedient to set up a special technical committee. This committee
could prepare all the technical questions which might arise.

15
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The Delegate of Norway supnorted the British proposal.

‘he Chairman thought that qucstlons of a technical nature shculd
of course be studied attentively. The question to be decided was
whether there should be established a technical committee and a
committee for the allocation of frequencies, or a common committee
which would take up technical questions first of all and then draw up
the plan., The work would be simplified if there were not too many
committees.,

The Delegate of the Ukraine thought that too much work would thus
be given to a single committee. He supported the proposal of the
Yugoslav Del egate, which had been supported by the Delegate of the
IJGSQSQRQ

The Delegate of Ireland agreed with the Delegate of the United
Kingdom. He did not think that the technical committee was necessary.
If technical questions were raised at the Committee for Frequency
Allocation, this latter could entrust the settlement of these questions
to a technical sub-committee. In this regard he proposed an amendment <«
to the United Kingdom proposal. It had to be left to the Committee
to set up, if necessary, a sub-committee.

The Delegate of Hungary considered that the techuical questions
relating to Item 4, at present under consideration, might arise in
the unofficial group provided for in Item No. 6 of document MAR No. 4.
It was for this reason that he supported the Yugoslav proposal,

The Chairman considered that since the official group for the
aeronautical services was not of an offical nature the technical
committee proposed could not deal with the technical questions with
which this group was concerned.

The Delegate of Portugal wished to emphasise the difficulties for
his Delegation, composed, as it was, of a single Delegate with the
task of attending several committees., For this reason he supported
the prmposal of the United Kingdom that a technical commlttee hot be
created,

The Chairman considered that the opinion of the Delegations present
might have crystallised as a result of this discussion. He provnosed
a vote by show of hands,

In favour of the Yumoslav proposal (formation of a special technical
committee): .& Delegations

In favour of the United Kingdom proposal (widening of the terms of
reference of the Committee for Frequency Allocation to Coastal Statloqi
12 Delegations.

Since it was desirable to have the names of the countries repre-~
sented the Chairmen proceeded to a roll-call of countries, on the
basis of the list of %% countries in the European Broadcasting area.
The result was as follows:

Present: 24 countries : Albania, Belgium, Bielorussia, Bulgaria,
15
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Denmark, Egypt, Finland, France, Hungary, Ireland, Iceland, Italy,
Norway, Netnerlands§ Poland Portugal, French Protectoraues of
Morocco and Tunisia, Yugoslav1a Ukralne, United Kinglom, Sweden,
Switzerland, Turkey, U,S.S.R.

No reply to the roll-call: 9 countries: Austria, Vatican City,
Greece, Lebanon, Luxembourg, Monaco, Rumenia, Syria, Czechoslovakia.

The Chairman announced that 3 countries had indicated that they
~would not participate in the work of the Maritime Conference: Austria,
Vatican City, Lebanon.

The Delegate of Yugoslavig wished to say that it would have been
right for the technical committee to meet always, before the
committee for the allocation of frequencies,

The Delegate of the U,S.8.R., did not consider that the decision
which had just been taken was a happy one. He reserved the right
to revert to the question at the Plenary Assembly.

The Chairman pointed out that all questions dealt with at the
Meeting of Heads of Delegations could again be discussed at the
Plenary Assembly.

Point 6 of the Draft of Setting-Up of Committees:
Unofficial Group for the Study of Allocation of Frequen01es
to Aeronautical Services.

The Chairman outlined the question and intimated, in reply to a
request from the Boviet Delegation,; that a document containing all
the history of the question would be prepared and distributed by
the Secretariat so that Delegations might consider it.

The Head of the Belgian Delegation announced that his Delegation
included an aeronautical expert who would be prepared to give his
opinion.

In response to the Chairman's request Mr, Lecomte, Delegate of
Belgium, observed that the information contained in Item 6 of
document MAR No. 4 was at once of too broad and too restricted a
nature. In fact, the 315 - 325 kc/s band was allocated, in the
European region, to aeronautical navigation, except that the U.,S.S.R.
used thia band for the maritime radio~navigation services. However, -
the Copenhagen Maritime Conference was concerned with tho preparation
of a plan for the allocation of frequencies to coastal stations and
not to radio=-beacon or maritime radio-navigation stations. It would
seem, therefore, that there was a lack of homogeneity and that the
Committee would be dealing with the question on behalf of the U.S.S.R.
alone, and in coordination with a certain part of the aeronautical
services, a question of radio-beacons, whereas the whole of the
question was outside the scope of the present Conference,

15
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As regards the 325 - 405 kc/s band, no proposal had yet been made
by the aeronautical services. In addition, the number of experts
on this question present at Copenhagen was tm small to enable this
extremely arduous work to be undertaken: +this work could not be
carried out without detailed preparation and without considering the
numerous data which were not at present available.

Finelly, the Belgian Delegation considered that point 6 of the
Draft ‘of Setting-Up of Committees should be deleted and that this
question should not be dealt with at Copenhagen unless a special
official aeronautical Conference were convened.

The Chairman pointed out that, since the question was a very
complicated one, it had been decided to study it thoroughly, using
the documents which would be distributed, before taking a final
decision. :

Item 3 of the Agenda. Chairmanship and Vice~Chairmanship
- of Committees., :

The Chairman distributed to Delegates who had not received it the
confidential document, of which only a small number had been printed,
containing the Danish proposal. He announced that the Delegate of
Ireland had intimated that since he was the only representative of
his country he could not accept the Vice-Chairmanship of the Drafting
Committee.

The Delegate of Egypt, for the same reason, could not accept the
Vice-Chairmanship of the Organising Committee.

The Chairman expressed regret at these intimations and proposed,
for the Vice~Chairmenship of the Drafting Committee a Russian-speaking
coantry, viz., Bulgaria, and for the Vice-Chaimmanship of the Organiz-
ing Committee, Sweden, :

The Delegate of Sweden announced that he was in the same diffi-
culties as the Delegate of Ireland and that he could not accept this
~ honour.

The Chairman then proposed the United Kingdom which had quite a
large Delegation and which perhaps could accept this assignment,

The Delegate of the United Kinkdam, in view of the circumstances,
and despite the fact that the British Delegation was not very numerous,
agreed to the Chairman's proposal.

The Delegate of Bulgaria announced that his country was prepared to
take on the Vice~Chairmanship of the Drafting Committee.

The Chairman thanked those Delegations who were prepared to accept
Chairmanships and Vice=Chairmanships of the various committees.

15
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Item 4 of the Agenda. Linguistic Arrangements,

The_Chai rman proposed to pasgs over this point which was no longer
of importance; since the linguistic arrangements had already been
settled in the Rules of Procedure.

The Meeting agreed and passed to the following item:

ITtem 5 of the Agenda, Rules of Procedure,

This was contained in document MAR No. 6 as amended by document
MAR No. 20. ‘

The Delegate of the U,8,5.R, proposed that these Rules of Pro-
cedure be adopted in the same form as had been accepted by the
Broadcasting bonference¢ The items which had not yet beéen decided
by the Broadcasting Conference could be left in abeyance,

The Chairman thanked the Delegate of the U,S5:.S,R, for his
suggestion. It was of course understood thet if the Meeting adopted
document MAR No, 6, as amended by document MAR No., 20, all the
amendments decided on by the Broadcasting Coaference would be taken
into account, In his opinion there was only one question remaining
to Ye decided; viz., the gquestion of voting,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom wished to make some reserva-
tions regarding languages, and the Chairman took note of this,

As no objection was raised the Chairmen said that the adoption of
the same Rules of Procedure as that for the Broadcasting Conference
was indicated and that he would propose this to the Plenary Assembly.

‘Item 6 of the Agenda. Working Methods.

Document MAR No, 8 contained the Danish proposal. The question
had not yet been decided by the Broadcasting Conference and, in
order to obviate long discussions, the Chairman, supported by the
Delegate of the U,S,S.R., proposed that the Delegates should adopt
the same working methods as those to be adopted by the Broadcasting -
Conference,

This proposal metwith no opposition.

Item 7 of the Agzenda, Admission of International Organizatias

The Danish Administration had received requests for admission
- from the I1,F,2,B.; the C.I.R.M, and the Q,I.Rs

. The Delegate of the U,3,5.R., supported by the Delegate of
Yugosiavia, proposed that the question be settled in the same way as
at the Broadcasting Conference, that is that the I.F,R.B. and the .
0.I.R. be admitted, but that,; as regards the C.I.R.M,, the list of
members of this organisation be awaited.

15
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The Delegate of the United Klngdqm was not certain that he had
guite understood the case of the O.isR. which, according to the
U,5.5.R, Delegate, had been sdmitted as an observer° The Delegate
of the United Kingdom thought that it had been decided to postpone
decision on this matter as a result of: tho request made by the U,
UsSeSa Rﬁ

The Chairman recalled that no objection had been raised to the
admission of the 0.I.R. as an observer when the question of
admission of this organisation was being debated. Nevertheless,
when the guestion of other internetional orgaenisations was taken
up objections came to light and it was considered advisable that
cyrtaln prellmlnary quect;ons be addressed to these organisations.

This state of affairs had led a Delegation into making reservations
regarding the 0.I.R.; indicating that its consent to the admission’
of this organisation was conditional on the admission of the U.I.R.
In order to avoid a long discussion on this point; the Chairman
proposed that the finanl solution adopted for this question be, for
the Maritime Conference, and in a new Plenary Assembly, the same
as that adopted for the Broadcasting Conference,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom agreed with the remarks made
by the Chairman but pointed out that the British Administration had
sent a request for the admission of the International Chamber of
Ng\ igation,

The Chairman did not think that a formal request had been made
by this latter organisation.

IJtenm 8 of the Agenda. Miscellaneous,

Since no-one wished to speak the Chairman announced that the
Plenary Assembly of the Maritime Conference would take place that
afternoon at 2,%0 p.m, in the same room.,

The Meeting rose at 11.45 a.m,

Secent Seens
Secretaries: W, F, Studexr N, E., Holmblad
V. Meyer Chief Secretary Chairman.
H. Voutasz
Jd. Revoy
M(R.4/D.19,15)
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Regional Radio Conference July 5, 1948
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Submitted in: FRENCH

Minutes of the Plenary Assembly
First Meeting.

2 July 1948.

e

The meeting opened at 3,30 p.m. under the chairmanship of Mr.
N.E, Holmblad, Head of the Danish Delegation.

The Chairman declared open the first meeting of the Plenary
Assenbly of the Regional Maritime Radio Conference of Copenhagen.
He recslled in this association the welcoming words of the Danish
M nister of Public Works in the latter's address to the delegates
on June 25, on the cccasion of the inauguration of the two Conferences.

He drew the attention of the Assembly to Document MAR No;9,
(Report of the Dsnish Administration on the subject of invitations
to the Regional Maritime Radio Conference).

The programme of the Conference should be largely the same
as that of the Conference at Montresmsr in 1939, i.e it was to assign
freguencies to the European coast stations from the North Sea to
the Mediterranian. The frequency bands to be examined were the
followings 255 to 285 kc/s, 405 to 415 kc/s, 415 to 490 kc/s and
510 to 525 ke/s.

The Assembly then adopted without discussion the Agenda contained
in Document MAR No. 5. Item No, 1 being the opening speech, the
Chairman passed to Item No.2 of the Agenda (Election of Chairman
and Vice-Chairman of the Conference), and gave the floor to Mr,

Gneme.

Mr. Gneme proposed to the Assembly to nominate by acclamation:

Mr. N,Z, Holmblad, as Chairman of the Regional Maritime Radio
Conference, Chief Ingineer, Head of the Radio Technical
Division of the General Direction of the Danish Postal Service,
Head of the Danish Delegation:

As Vice-Chairman of the Conference:
Mr. Gimnar Pedersen, Head of the Radio Technical Section of
the General Direction of the Danish Postal Service, Assistant
Head of the Danish Delegation. '
The Assembly approved the above proposals by acclamation.
Mr. Holmblad, as Chairman of the Conference, thanked the
Assembly in his own behalf and on behalf of Hr. Pedersen for the
honour it had done to them and to their country,

The Chairman then passed to Item 3 of the Agenda (Election
of the Secretariat).
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The Assenbly agreed, without discussion, to the Secretariat
of the Regional Maritime Radio Conference being composed of the
same members as the Secretariat of the Broadcasting Conference, viz:

Secretary-in-Chief: MNr. W,F. Studer, Councillor of the
Bureau of the Union.

Secretaries: Mr. V. Meyer ; Secretaries of the
H. Voutaz Bureau of the Union.
J. Revoy Engineer
L. Boussard Head of the Linguistic¢ Servicei

It was understood that the Secretariat would be assisted in
its work by interpreters and translators as well as by personnel
furnished by the Danish Administrations

The Assembly passed to Item 4 of the Agenda (Establishment of
Committees).

At the meeting of Heads of Delegations it had been decided to
replace in the text rela’ive to the Organizing Committee the words:
"charged with the drafting of agreements.... " by the words!
"charged with the preparation of agreements...... "

At the same meeting certain Delegations had proposed to set
up a Supplementary Committee charged with the study of technical
guestions. Other Delegations considered on the other hand that
it would be better to extend the mandate of the Allocation of
Treqguencies Committee to include the study of technical guestions,

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R., supnorted by the Delegatesof
Yugoslavia, Roumania, and Bulgaria, declared in favour of the
creation of a Supplementary Technical Committee. He considered
that since the Montreux Conference enovgh technical progress had
been made in the case of radio electricity to justify a new
Committee. It should deal with bandwidths, atmospheric inter-
ferences, interfererces between adjacent channels, etc - all
guestisns that should be shifted from the shouldcrs of the Allocation
of Frequencies Committee, which already had a heavy working load.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom, on the other hand, supported
by the Delegates of Belgium and Norway, considered that the
Delegation had not enough personnel to be able to be represented on
such a large number of committees.

Furthermore, if this Technical Committee was created, it would
have finished its work before the Allocation of Frequencies Committee
could begin, In addition it would increase the volume of unneccesary
papers.,

In prescnce of the above two clearly confllctlng standpoints,
the Chairman put the question to a votes

In favour of the creation of a new technical Committee:
11 Delegations (Albania, Bielorussia, Bulgaria, Finland, Hungary,
*oland Roumania, Czechoslovakia, the Ukraine, U.S.S. R., Yugoslav1a)

(D,16)
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Ageinst the creation of a new technical Committee:
12 Delegations (Belgium, Denmerk, France, Ireland, It aly, Norway,
the Net herlundo, Portugal, the French Protectorates of llarocco
and Tunisia, the Uniteu Klngaom, Sweden and Switzerland).

Not represented: 7 Delegations (Fgypt, Greece, Iceland,
Luxemburg, Monaco, oyria and Turkey).

In accordence with the result .of the vote, the establishment
of the Committees was approved, as proposed in Document MAR No, 4.
Item 5 of the Agenaa (Nomination of the Chairman and the

SR

Vice-Chairman)., No discussion.

The list of the Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen of Committees was
as follows:

1,

Committees:

1, DXBECUTIVE: Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Conference;
2. CREDENTIALS: Italy and Poland;
5. ORGANISATION: U,S5.5.R., and United Iingdom;

4, ALTOCATION OF FREQUENCIES TO COASTAL STATIONS: the Nether-
lands and Norway;

5, DRAFTING: France and Bulgaria.

The Chairman thanked those Delegations who had been so kind
as to accept the offices of Chalrmqn and Vice-Chairman. He asked
them to submit as soon as possible to the Secretariat the names
of their nominees as Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen, as well as the
Committees on which <they desired to be represented,

(Tr,Vesting/R,11)

Item 6 of the Agenda was the Rules of Procedure of the Con-
ference (Uocuments MAR No.6 and MAR No. 20),

The Chairman recalled thet he had said, at the morning's
meeting, that he would propose that the Plenary Assembly adopt
the same Rules of Procedure as the Broadcasting Conference,

Mr, Treese—PeﬂnOfather, of the United Kingdom Delegation,
asked the Secretary in Chief, representative of the Bureau of the
Union, whether he thought ih et the Maritime Conference, like the
Broadcasting Conxerence, could take as a basis paragraph 12 of
the document annexed to the Additional Protocol, which specified
thet:

"The Conference shall adopt its own Rules of Frocedure,"

The Zecretary in Chief renlied that the Bureau of the Union
was not authoriged to interpret texts; he could only state that
the document from which that paragraph wes taken was entitled:
"Directives for the Zuronean Regional Broadcasting Conference."
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The Delegate of the United Kingdom asked if the Assembly
was qualified to decide whether the directives in that document
were applicable to the present Conference., The two Conferences
were sitting in the same place at the same time; it was a very
convenient prectical arrangement, but that was as far as it went:

§ 12 quoted above was valid only for the Broadcasting Con-
ference, The present Conference should refer to the Convention
(end in particular to artiele 15 - Languages) in the absence of
appropriate texts. If the Conference deliberately broke with the
Atlantic City texts, it was to be feared that no other similar
conference would respect them.

In answer to further questions, the Secretary in Chief quoted
Article 41 of the Convention:

"Article 41 - Regional Conferences, Agreements and Organizations -

Mrbers and Associate llembers reserve the right to convene
regional conferences, to conclude regional agreements and to
form regional orgenizations, for the purnose of settling tele-~
¢ommunication questions which are susceptible of being treated
on a regional basis., However, such agreements must not be in
conflict with this Convention,"

He pointed out in passing that the Convention ¢id not enter
into force until 1 January 1949 and repeated that the Assembly
only, and not the Bureau of the Union, wes competent to interpret
Atlentic City texts.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom thought that both Article
41 and Article 15 were quite clear, and that each of them was
equally binding for the signatories of -the Convention.

The Delegate of Roumania thought that, in his remerks, the
United Kingdom Delegatec had envisaged the use of the Russian
language; recognizing the necessity of using Russian in its work,
the Broadcasting Conference had adopted it by a very lerge majo-
rity, Similerly, the Delegates of Yugoslavia, Albanis and Bulgaria
expressed surprise at the remarks of the United Kingdom Delegate
and thought that, to expedite its work, the Conference should
adopt Russian as a working language, as hac the Broadcasting Con-
ference, as well as numerous other international conferences., They
observed that the nercentage of Russian speaking delegations was
even higher at the »resent Conference than at the Broadcasting
Conference; the Delegete of Albania declared that from a practical
point of view the two Conferences had the same scope, the same
Secretariat, and the same staff of translators and interpreters,
which, in his opinion, solved the problem in Ffavour of the use of
the Russian language. ‘

(Pr.5/R,11)

The Delegate of the United Fingdom said that:

1) The decisions of the Broadcasting Conference could
have no bearing on those to be taken by the Maritime
Confcrence;
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2) He did not wish to belittle the nart played by the

Rugsian 1angu§gp,kgna he reggemized that Russian

had been-used by, Sengsi oth *s"¥EBWGemm$§§§§q§f

Bight on an equal igctln%‘wm%h English and FIPmah.
“\

- Heobviously aid not wish to impede the smooth *gpnl ng of
the Conferencej but he had-meted that cerdain.llembeys”of the Rus==
sian and Bulgarian Delegatiens, for example, spoke very good
“¥French, and he wondered wheuher certain delegatlons - thOoC of

Czechoslovakia and Bulgari .4, for example - would sign the flnal
“agmaementu~ _ -

. The Dolegate of Czechoslovakla gaid «that, as ﬁaﬂ os-the
interests of his coundzy werc veagerned, he. wonid make o declara-
tion in the name of his Government Eghgue &Lourse, He noted that

the technical installiations ; Qgsary fbr t}e use of Ru831an were
in working o:der

e, T RG Doleoa%e of the U, 2 M,RM egretted oks the Unlteu Hing-
_dom Delegation showed-st™ com>rghﬁﬁ%10* :
“Frticle 1“”0” the Cauvent;g;wasmfglJQW&#”

o MArticle.il. ﬂmRul@sgzzﬁPwaceudre of Conferepceu -
'“%m»ﬂﬁ,Bcfore enuerfwgw n\itg oellberat*on&fﬁ ETENCE ~ aa

o0 shall adopt nu¢eu*%fu@rmqeuurgw;@mﬁacord nee wl%F“Whlch
the omsgu sions—and work o*ekgrgunl zed and conducted

o

\,

& For-this. pur%@ge e2.Chm wm&&ngnce bhall take - aswa'b351s
the provisions—ef-+fe. Gbnerai&ﬁp kglijons annexad to

. thissLonvention, wath “such moa1¢1cat1 S LA =thinks
it " g

‘The Delegate of-dhae.United Kingdom realwed that Chapter 5, o
_of the Generpl Regulations, referred to in Article 1°,Q£Mih9aw“ '
Convention had no-.begriny” @ﬁ%%hewqpegt;gnwgiu;aggma%§§“/

He thought that the adpption of Russian 28 o worxlnﬂ lqn'

“by the Haritime conﬁercnve“vnulahxmy«ﬂyrtn;ty*togAm:iﬁ "IfV
Convention.

Only the Union could settle such a question; ,LJJ;nf as it
dié for an interpretation of an “Atlantic-City—text,

The Ch%]”ﬁan pointed out that they did mnot use Spanish, If
a Reglonal Con;o“enco included only Scendinavign counitries, could
it be reproached with violating the Convention if*it used n01ther
English nor Spanish nor Erench?

The Delegate of the United Kingdom observed that the Broad-
15ting Conference had unanimously decided not to use Spanish,
with the proviso that, if a Delegation asked for Spanish to be
used, the Conference would be obliged to grant its request,

The Deleguue of Yusmoslavis pointed out that Bulgarie had
been preposed for the Vice-~Chairmanship of the Drafting Committee,
The Chairman repnlied that that could not constitute a precedent
for the use of Russian as a working language, for it was obvious

that the final document of the Conforenoe would be prepﬂroc in
Russian,
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The Delegate of Ireland said that in his, opinion, as in that
of the United Kingdom Delegate, it was for the Union, as the su-
preme authority in the matter, to decide to what extent Article 15
of the Convention was binding on the present Conference, In the
absence of any answer on the point - in which, he -took occasion to
remark, he had no personal interest - he thought that the plain-
tiff should be given satisfaction,

The Chairman agreed, He presuméd the United Kingdom Delegate

would be satisfied, if his observations were included in the
) Lli Iiu‘t €8,

The discussion on the subject was then closed, and the
Russian language was adopted as a working language after & remark
from the Italisn Delegate to the effect that ecertain of the Atlan-
tic City texts were lacking in precision and in some cdses at
variance with one another. They could not wait until the Duerios-
Lyres Conference to settle the question. The present Conference
hed to take a decision., The United Kingdom Delegate insisted that
any such decision should not be invoked as a precedent on future
occasions.

At the close of the discussion, the lieeting reached the fole
lowing decisions on the following items:

Iten 6 (Rulcs of Procecure). Adopted without discussien
(except in the case of Rule 17 (Voting Procedure), which was re-
served). -

Item 7 (¥orking lMethods). Reserved for the seme reason as at
the Broadcasting Confercnce (insufficient time for the study of
the Russian trenslation of the documents).

Item 8 (Working Hours). Adopted in conformity with the dee
cision of the Droadcasting Conference.

Item 9 (Linguistic Arrangements). No observations,

Ttem 10 (Admittence of International Organisations). The
admittence of the I,F.R.B. was agreed to without observations,

For.other organisations (0,I,R. execpted) it was agreed to
ewait the information for which the Broadcasting Conference had al-
ready appnlied.

Item 11 (Miscellasneous).

In order to facilitate the distribution of the MAR Documents,
the Chairman requested the Heads of Delegations to acguaint the
Secretariat with the number of documents required by their Dele~
gation in each language, and with the names of the Delegates con.-
cerned, The list of participants was also to be communicated to the
Reception Committee, to enable them to keep it up to date,
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The Cheirman further stated that the propeosal submitted
should be examined by the following Committees:

MAR Documents Nos, 1 &-Zt Orgaﬁiéatién Committee.
MAR Documents HMos.10 & 15: Frequency Alloé¢ation Committee,

The lleeting rose at 4i45 p.m,

Seen: : Seen:

V, Meyer, W,F, Studer, N.Ei Holmblad;
iy Voutasz,

J. Revoy,

Secretaries. Secretary~inh-~Chief, CHairman,

(p,28)
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REPORT
of the Combined EBxecutive Committees
(Committees 1)
of the Buronean Regional Broadcasting Conference and
of the iaritine Régional Radio Conference;

e s o s e e

3 July 1948

The meeting opened at 10:10 a.m. under the chairmanship of
Mr. N... Holmblad. '

The Chairman stated thet he had convoked the Committees 1 in
order that they might establish the work nrogram for the coming
week. He suggested naming a Reporter for the meeting, and desig-
nated Mr. H. Voutaz, Secretary, for the purpose. He proceeded to
read out the names of the Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen of the various
Committees, which he had received from the Delegations designated
by the Plenary Assembly,

For the Broadcasting Conference, the Chairmen and Vice-~Chair-.
men of the Committees were the following: :

Committee 1 : Executive

- Committee, composed of the Chairmen and the Vice-Chairmen
of the different Committees, sititing under the Chairmanshin
and Vice-Chairmenshin of the Chairman and Vice-Chairman of
the ConTference,

Committee 2 : Credentials

.

Chairman : Belgium : R, Corteil

Vice-Chairman : Portugal J.L, da Silva Dias

Committee 3 : Orgenization

e

Chairman: : France J. leyer

J. Ehrlich

(Deputy: J. Busak)

Vice~Chairman : Czechoslovakia
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Conmittee 4 : Technical

M. Xessenikh

Chairman : U,5,.5.R,

J
. e
T

Vice-Chairman : JSweden : B, Esping

Committee 5 : Allocation of Frequencies

Chairman : United Kingsdom : H, Faulkner

Vice-Chairman : Yugoslavia I, Popovie

oo

Committee 6 : Drafting

5

Cheirman : Switzerlsnd B, ketzler

ae

.o

Vice-Chairman: United Fingdom G.R. Parsons
&)

the Haritime Radio Conference:

g
O
S

Committee 1 : Bxecutive =~ Same as for Committee 1 of RD

Committee 2 : Credentizls

Chairman : Iltaly : G, Gnemne
Vice~Chairman : Loland -+ M, Veskiewicz

Committee 3 : Orgenization

Cheirman : U,5.85,R, : I, Shtchetinin

3
(e il e
ot i

Vice~Chairman : United Kingdom: R.H, Billington

Committee 4 : Allocation of Frequencies

Chairman : Netherlands : J. Kuyper
Vice-Chaeirman: Korway : 0. Moe

Committee 5 : Drafting

Chairman : Irance : M. Lhermite
Vice-Chairmen : Bulgaria : A, Grigorov

The Chairmen announced that all the Chairmen and Vice-Chair-
men of the Committees were present or represented at the meeting.

He proposed accordingly to schedule the work there and then,
ond suggested that all the Committees should meet separately on
llonday dJuly 5 at the following times, 1o organize themselves and
designate their Reporters:

Broadcasting Conference Maritime Radio Conference
9.30 a.m. Committee 2 2,30 p.m. ~ Committee 2
10.30 g.m. Committee 3 3430 pom, Comnittee 3
11,30 a,.m. Committee 4 4.30 pom, - Committee 4
2,30 p.m, Committee 5

g

Two rooms, equipped for simultancous interpretation, would be

provided for the meetings. ‘ (D.28)
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Notices in regard to the meefings would appear on the black-
board. .

The Drdftlng Committees of the two Conferences would be
able to organise themselves at a later date, there being no oc-
casion for them to meet at present.

The Chagirman proposed to fix the date of the next RD Plena-
ry nngmbly. There were still many ocutstanding questions on the
broadcasting Conference, especially the questions of the vote
and of the admittance of international organigations. He sug-
gested Friday July 9 as the date of the 2nd Plenary Assembly.
That would leave time for the necessary studies.

The Delegate of France agroed to the proposed date. The
working group charged with the question of the vote would soon
have finished its work, and would be ready to report on Tuesday
July 6. Between Monday and Fridey the other Committees would
work, -

The Chairman took it that the Plenary Assembly of the Broad-
casting Conference was therefore set for Friday. The Agenda
would be published. He proposed that Committees 3 and 4 should
begin their work on Tuesday with a view to the Plenary Assembly.

Committe 3 would have to determine if the Broadcasting Con-.
ference was an administrative conference or a plenipotentiary
conference. As for Committee 4, the Plenary Assembly had charged
it with the preparation of a report on the work accomplished by
the Preparatory Committee of Bight Countries, which met twice
at Brussels.

Committees 3 and 4 would be able to hold meetings next Tues-
day, Wédnesday and Thursday, in the morning and afternoon alter-
nately.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom agreecd to Committee 4
starting its work; but there was still much information to be
received before a report could be presented.

Certain countries had not yet said why they had not seen
their way to accept the Brussels proposals. Accordingly he sug-
gested that, for the time being, only one meeting per week should
be held by the Planning Committee,

The Deleguue of the U,3.5.R. found it more logical to sche-
dule the meetings for the morning. He asked the Delegate of the
United Kingdom with what qvestlons he was planning to begin his
work, in order that the Technical Committee could begin with the
samne questions as the two Commititees were so closely related.

The Delegzate of the United Kingéom answered that it was. too
early to determine that. He thought that they might begin by
asking all the countries to contribute information, criticisms,
and suggestions on the last two Brussels variants with a view to
preparing a single plan., The indications which the Technical
Committee would furnish lzater would be helpful in that connection.

The Delegate of France said he would also like to have some
details on the work of the Planning Committee. Observations on the
first Brussels plans already existed., He understood that the in-
formation now to be requested was complementary information to
that already given at Brussels by certein countries, as well as
information from countries which had not yet supplied any. He
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also understood that it was Commit%ee 4 which was to report on the
work done at Brussels.

The Delegate of Italy proposed that the documentation on re-
quirements and the observations made in connection with the esta-~
blishment of the plan should be put gt the disposal of the Delega-
tions. In that way, the Delegations would see whether, and to what
extent, they could modify their country's proposals.

lir, Nekarov (U.5.8.R.) agreed with the remarks of Nr, Meyer
(France), _

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that the Planning
Committee was sure to ask for comments and criticisms of the 2 va-
riants presented by the Prepormtory Committee after the 2nd session,
Up to the present, only Italy had made observations. The informa-
tion might be publlshed at the present Conference in the form of
documents. It would be very useful to the Planning Committee in the
preparation of its report. They hzd to find a solution involving
a single plan. .

The Delegate of the U.S,S.R. reminded Delegates that the last
Plenary Assembly had decided that the consideration of the Report :
of the Committee of Eight Countries, and the subsequent prepesration
of a report on it, fell within the competence of the Technical
" Committee., Consequently, the opinions of countries on the work is-
suing from the lst and 2nd session of the Prepargtory Committee
constituted the organic hasis of the work which the Plenary Assem-
bly had referred to the Technical Committee.

#hen the Planning Committec veceived on thie one hand such com-
plementary information and on the other hand the particulars from
the Technical Committee, it would be able to go forward.

The Delegate of Belgium said that the Committee of Eight would
put all its documents at the disposal of the different Committees;
but he pointed out that Mr, Corteil, Chairman of the Committee of
fiight, had received no observations on the second Brussels variants
(2nd session.).

The Chairmen noted that there were as yet no observations on
the second plans, It seemed to him that the report which the Plena-
ry Assembly had requested from the Technical Committee should deal
only with technical aspects of the gquestion. The Technical Committee
had important problems to solve, of which the guestion of a sepa-
ration of 9 or 10 kc/s was an example. On the other hand the a551gn-
ment of definite frequcnc1es to given stations was the duty of the
Planning Committee. S

The Delegate of the U, u.S R. agreed; but he proposed that the
replies, observations and criticisms of the countries should be
pooled by the Technical Committee to facilitate a more complete ana-
lysis and expedite the preparation of its report to the Confereénce.
He asked countries to speed up the sending in of their replies.

The Delegate of France also pressed for observations to be
submitted at the earliest possible moment and in writing. In his
opinion, the question of kc/s separation for the countries con-
cerned could be divided into two. To a certain extent the separation
would govern the allocations. The replies would deal with both sub-
jects. He proposed that the Technical Committce and the Plenary As-
sembly should debate the question of separation, with a view to the
formation of a single plan. After that stage, allocations could
be made.

St ¢ 30
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The Lelegate of the United Zingdom said that there seemed to
be differing conceptions of the duties of the Committees concerned.
He would endeavour to promote agreement. He proposed that the
Technical Committee should deal with the guestion of separation,
interference, and the quality of broadcasting in the various areas.

From the recent discussion it would seem that all the Plan-
ning Committee would hqve to ¢o would be to ratify the work of the
Technical Committee. The Technical Committee should deal with the
question of separation; but the Planning Committee with its task
of allncating frequencies should be able to avail itself of the
results. Moreover the Planning Committee would decice whether to
apply the 9 xe/s or the 10 kc/s separation,

The Chairman said it was necessary not to confuse the work of
the two Committees. It would be logical that the observations
which the countries were asked to send in should be considered by

he Technical Committee and by the Planning Committee. The Plenary
Assembly had not asked for these observations, but they hoped to
have them by July 15, so that the Technical Committee would be
atle to take them into account in the report it was to submit to
the Plenary Assembly.

The Chairman and the Delegations of the United Kingdom, the
Q.S.S.R., Italy, ow1tzerlahu, Czechoslova tia and Yugoslavia then
engaged in a long discucsion on the delimitoation of the competence
of Committees 4 and 5, on the presentation of the report of
Comnittee 4 to the Plenary Assembly, and on the observations on
the plens drawn up at Brussels for which Lelegations were to be
asked.

General agrecment was eventually reached on the following
noints:

Proposal of Switzerland (supported by other delegations):

To send a direct invitation to all Delegations to submit
their comments on the 2 variants of the Brucsels Plan (2nd ses-
sion) without delay.

Proposal of the U.&.S.R.:

To éistribute coples of the observations received to all
Committees. The said comments being nalnly of interest to the
Technical Committee, the latter to proceed to an analysis, and
present its report on the work of the Committee of Light Countries
to the Plenary Assembly. :

The Chairman thanked the Delegstes who had taken pqrt in that
very useful discussion. He would inform Delegations that. at that
joint meeting of the two IExecutive Committees, they had been
invited to submit their observations on the second variants of the
Brusuels Plan of the Committee of Bight Countries (2nd session)
as soon ag possible, in view of the 1mnortmnoe of these comments
for the work of the different Comm1ttces. He proposed to fix a
time~-limit of a week for the submission of observatlons i.e. by
Monday evening July 12.
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He added that it would be well for the Credentials Committee
to meet during the following week in order %o detﬂrmlne the
position of euch Lelegate as regards. voting.

The Delegate of uelglun suggested that the meeting of
Committee 2 of the Broadcasting Conference should be arrangea for
11 a.m. on Thursd&y, and the Delegate of Italy proposed that

Committee 2 the Maritime Conference meet at 11 a.m. on
Wednesday.

These suggestions were accepted.

Reverting to the time-table for the week 5 to 10 July, the
combined Committees 1 arranged for meetings at the following times:

Tuesday morning: Commlttee 3 R Committee 4 MAR
afternoon: - " 4 RD " 3 MAR
Wednesday morning: Committee 4 RI (Committee 3 MAR
: ' " 2 MAR
afternoon: ‘ " 3 RD ( " 4 MAR
Thursday wmorning: Commlttec 3 R Committee 4 MAR
) 2 RD : :
alfternoon: " 4 RD n 3 MAR
Fricay morning: Plenary Assembly RD
afternoon: (possibly)s Plenary Assembly RD
445 pamas Committee 1 P‘ Comuittee 1 MAR

Before bringing the meeting to & close, the Chalrman reminded
Delegates that the visit to the "Maison de la " Kadio" would take
place that aiternoon. In reply to a cuestion, he said that
interpreters would be available for the Ru351an~soeak1ng Delegates.

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m,

M. VOUTAZ, ' N.E., HOLMBLAD,
Reporter. ' Chairman.

(Tr.5/R.11/D.5%33)
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Regional Radio-lMaritime
Conference
Kgbenhavn, 1948

Admission of the

International Chamber of Shipring

At the first meeting of the Plenary Assembly of the Iuropean
Regional Broadcasting Conference, held on June 30, (see RD Doc.
o, 30), it was decided that the question of the admission of the
International Chamber of Shipping should Dbe deferred until the
Assenbly knew officially whether Spain was a member,

As o result of this decision, the Chairman sent the following
telegram to his orgenisation on July 1:
LOGBCARD AID
LON.DON

In order to examine your request admissien comma European Regional
Broadcasting Conference wishes know officially from. you if Spain
is member of International Chamber of Shipping sTop Please reply
by telegram indicating nature of membership if governmental or
other body which represénted.

Chairman Buropean Regional

Broadcasting Conference
The organisation replied with the following telegram:

+ CER 5 London K89 73 2 1007=

Presicdent Buropean Broadcasting Conference Kgbenhavn=

Your telegram received STOP International Chamber of Shi»nping no-
minally includes non governmental orgenisation representing Spanish
shipowners formerly represented in International shipping conference
now dissolved STOP Spanish shipowners association lms taken no
active part in International shipping conference or in International
Chamber of Shipping since 1928 STOP International Chamber of Ship-
ping entirely non governmental but is technical and commercial
policy orgenisation of shipping industry=

Chairman International Chamber of Shipping +

(Tr. 15/R, 11/b. 27)
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Regional Radioc Conference
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Submitted in ¥French

Admission «f the
International Radio-Maritime Commission

(Co Ir’ R. I‘»“I!)

-

At the first meeting of the Plenary Assembly of the
Buropean Regional Broadoasting Conference, held on Wedneeday,
June %0 (see RD Dos. No. 30), it was decided that the question
of the admission of the C.I.R.M. should be cdeferred until the
Assembly knew offieially whether Spain was one of its members,

As a result of this decision, the Chairman sent the
following telegram to the C.I.K.M. on July 1z

Intramar
Brussels

In order to be able to examine your reques. for admission
comma, Buropean Regional Broadcasting Confs ence wishes know offi-
cially from you if Cpain is member of CIRM stop Please reply by
telegram indica™'rs nature of membership whether Governmental or
other body represented.

Chairman Buropean Regional
Broadcasting Conference

The organisation replied with the following telegram:

Chelmsford X134 96 3 1035 =
Chairman European Regional Bfoadcasting Conference KH =

Reference your telegram July first Hispano Radio Maritima
Itda has applied for membership of CIRM but has not to date been
able to pay required dues S*top Ipso faoto that company is not a
member neither is any other 3panish organisation Stop All members
~of CIRM are commercial and technical Radio Marine Companies and
membership is not open to Government bodies Stop respectfully
request in these circumstances you will permit our delegates to
attend this Conference which is sv important to Marine interests
regards = ' v ' :

Vandevelde

Cheirman International
Radio-NMaritime Commission.
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REPOR T
of Committee 2
(Crecentials Committee)

First lMeeting
5 July 1948

The i‘eeting was opened at 2.30 p.m. with Grand Officer
Giusenpe Gneme %Italy) in the Chalr.

The Chairman expressed his appreciation of the honour done
to his country and to himself in electlng him as: Chairman of the
Committee.

He presented the Vice-Chairman Mr. Waskiewicz (Poland), and
the Reporter lr. J31aurxsan (France).

Continiing, he observed that the present Conference, like the
Conferences of Lucerne and Montreux, was a regional conference
entrusted with the task of reaching maritime agreements. The
-.mmittee was required to check the validity of the credentials of
“Lelegations. He asked the Reporter to draw up a list of the
uelewatlons present who wished to participate in the Commlttee.

The 1ist was as follows:

Bielorussia (S.S5.R.)
Denmark

France

Italy

Poland

Portugal

United Kingdom

It was understood that any other Delegation might apply, if
it so desired, to take part in the work of the Committee.

At the request of the Chairman, an official of the Secretariat
General of the Union announced that the Lelegations of the follow-
ing countries had submitted their credentials:
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Bulgaria

Finland

Ireland

Italy

Norway

Netherlands .

Poland , : ‘

The Popular TFederal Republic of Yougoslavia
Socialist Soviet Republic of Bielo-Russia
Socialist Soviet Republic of Ukraine
Sweden S

Union of Socialist Soviet Republics

The Chairman requested the other Delegations to submit their
crecentials as soon as possible.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom asked whether the:
Gdecisions of the Conference woulc be of a purely administrat
nature, or on the other hand of an inter-governmental nature.

He was of the opinion, in so far as he was concerned, that
these decisions should be binding on Governments and not only on
their Administrations.

The Chairman declared that, if this were the case, lelegations
would have to be in possession of credentizsls signed by the Heads
of their Governments, or by the lMinisters for TForeign Affairs.

The determination of the character of the agreements to be
concluded did not come within the terms of reference of the
present Committee but rather of the Organisation Committee. The
gquestion would be brought to the notice of the latter (see Annex)
so that they (Committee No. 2) might know how to proceed in the
matter of the credentials.

The Delegate for Bielorussia asked how many of the credent-
ials submitted had been signed by Governments andé how many were of
a purely administrative nature.

The Chairman answered that he would ask the Secretariat to
submit for examination at Wednesday's meeting all the credentials
so far submitted.

The meeting rose at % p.m.

J.li. Biansan, o Gneme,
Secretary Chairman

Ot.37
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ANNEX

Copenhagen, 5 July 1948.
The Chairman of the Organisation Committee.

Mr. Chairman,

In the course of the first meeting of the Credentials
Committee the question was raised whether the acts of the Maritime
Regional Radio Conference at Copenhagen should be considered as
engagements between the Governments represented at the Conference,
anc¢ should, as such, be subject to ratification, or whether the
agreements in question should be considered only as binding to the
Administrations of the countries represented.

The examination of the credentials of the countries repre-
sented will differ according to the decisions taken on this
guestion. .

As the question is within the terms of reference of the

- Organisation Committee, I would be obliged if you would put it
on the agenda of your Committee, with a view 1o a reply as soon
as possible. ‘ .

Thanking you, I have etec.

Signed: G, Gneme
Chairman of the Credentiazls Committee.
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COMMITTEE 3
(Organisation Committee)

AGENDA

Descussion of the Geogrephical Areas to be covered
by the future agreement,.

Trocueney bands to be considered by thiz Conference
(ilcc ments NAR 1 and LAR 2).

Discussion of the Status of the Tinal Acts of this Conference
(Doc. No 27 MAR). - :

Any other business,
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REPORT
- of
COMMITTIE 4
(Frequency Lssignment Committee)

— o —— — -

1st Meetlng
5 July 1948

- - - - -

The meeting was opened 2t 5.3%30 p.m. with Mr. J. Kuyper in the
Chair, and Mr. Olaf Moe as Vice-Chairman.

The Chairman opened with the following address: -

"Gentlemen: Before starting with our deliberations, I should
like to express my thanks for the honour which has been shown tg
my country anc to me personally in trusting me with the cheirmanship
of this important committee. And I congratulate myself for the sup-
port which will be given to me in the task which lies before us,
by our vice chairmen, lir. Moe from Norway, and by the gentleman who
will act as our reporter.

"I do not think that this task will be an easy one. But on the
other hand, we have come together here in a spirit of goodwill, as
men who directly or indirectly are connected with the traffic pro-
blems of our coast stations, and as such, know from their own prac-

- tice that there are many more points which unite us than divide us.

"As a2 matter of fact, I might say that we are 211 in the same
boat and 2ll members of the same crew., [Lnd, what is more important
still, we are in =2 boat which is in a running condition. We only
need to make it a little more streemlined, owing to the fact that we
must navigate in chennels which are made somewhat narrower. We
shall heve to glve more elbow room to some members of our crew; we
shall have to give some space 16 newcomers and we shall kven have to
bear the presence of some passengers who are labelled "broadcast

tlons.)u

"But I think I may presume, without however wishing to preju-
dice the conclusions to which our committee eventually will arrive,
that most of us do wish our boat reshsped and refitted without im-
pairing the essential parts which meke it run, and, as good ship-
builders, make our necessary adjustments with as little alterations
as possible.

"Before we start, Gentlemen, I would just like to make a per-
gsonel remark. The problem of the use of different langueges has
been solved for most of you by the system of simultaneous transla-
tion. I, as your Cheirman, however, do not belong to those who
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will be happy enough to express their views in their mother tongues
I therefore from the very start wish to emphasize that whenever I
am not quite clear in expressing myself, I hope you will be kind
enough to draw my ettention to that fact." ’

The Vice-Chajrman proceeded to take the roll-call of members
present. The result was as follows: Belgium, Bielorussia, People's
Republic of Bulgarie, Denmark, Finland, France, Hungary, Italy,
Maorocco and Tunisia, Norway, Netherlends, Poland, Portugal, Roumenig,
United Kingdom, Czechoslovakia, Ukraine, U.S.S.R., Yougoslavia.

On the proposal of the Delegate of France, Mr. L. Stellmann
‘was elected Rapporteur.

Ihe Chairman called attention to the terms of reference of
the Committee. The question they were concerned with was the allo-
cation of frequencies to the Coastal Stations of the European lLrea,
The allocation would be on the bases laid down at Montreux, though
the Montreux Plan had not yet been put into operation because of
the war. Since then the Ldministrations had indicated altered re-
quirements; and the lLtlantic City Conference had further changed
the frequency bands, so that a readjustment was necessery.

In any cese it was first necessary to know these new require-
ments. Until then it was not possible to decide whether or not to
keep the technical specifications of Montreux.

The order proposed would be as follows:
1. Study of the 2llocation of frequencies.
2. Study of the technical specifications.

It would not however be possible for the Committee sitting in
plenary meeting to work on both the above questions simultaneously.

It would therefore be necessary to create two Sub-Committees.

But they should aim 2t 2s simple a procedure as possible; and
it had been suggested that they should replace the two Sub-Commit-
tees by two Working Groups. Moreover, since the first Working
Group (Allocations) would have little to do at first, it might well
collect the requirements of the idministretions. :

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. considered it necessary to form
a Technical Committee. There was a whole series of problems to be
resolved by such a Committee before they could study the Alloca-
tions, e.g. the different channels, values of field strengths,
interferences (atmospheric and from other stations) etc. The Con-
ference should reconsider the question of creating this Committee
at a Plenary Meeting. The question of requirements of the Adminis-
tretions on the other hand should be dealt with by the Organization
Committee.,

(D 22)
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The Delegate of the United Kingdom would prefer a compromise in the
shape of the .substitution of a Technical Sub=Committee for a Working
Groups and he agreed with the Delegate of the UsS.85,R., that the
technical questions should be studied first. As regarded the require-
ments of the Administrations, he suggested that the Sub-Committee of
Uorklng Groaun No. 1 (AL]o"atlons) should undertake their collection,
refering any technical gu ,thons they might encounter to Group No, 2.

The Delegate of Yugoslavia said that the discussions of the last
Meeting of the Organisation Committee as well as those of the present
Meeting illustrated the point taken by his Delegation at the Plenary
Meeting. Though the problems were not exactly the same as those of
Broadcasting, there was a certain analogy insofar as it had been
admitted that the study of frequency requirements exceeded the com-
pﬂ‘onoe of the Technical Committees Many Lroblems should be resolved
before; and others parallel with, the work of the Planning Committee,
file therefore proposed to “efer tne question back to Lhe Dlenary
Conference. :

The Delegate of France said that the technicel problems in Maritime
Radio were far less complex than those encountered in the case of
Broadcasting, and one Jorklng Group was surely enough.

The Del egate of the People's Republic of Bulgaria was led by the
discussions in tre Plenary leeting and in Committee 3 to the conclusion
that the technical questicns were of primary importance in the dase of
maritime vadic as in Broadcasting, He supported the suggestion of the
Yugoslav Delegation for the creation of a technical organ. But he
considered that, in order not to go against the decision of the Plenary
Meeting, it was for Comn*ttce 4 to creafe this organ. Mr, Popovic should
be asked to make a proposal to that effect. :

The Delegate of Belgium supported the view of the French Delegation.
He observed that many oi the Deiegdueo present had not had the benefit

of the experience of Lucerne and Montreux. There was a tendency to
exaggerate the importance c¢f the technical difficulties. Interference

in Coastal Stations did not compare with that with which Broadcasiing was
faced, for in the former case the desired signal could easily be recog-
nised by ear in respect e.g. of the difference in tone. A Technical
Committee would be out of all proportion, and would prolong the work
unnecessarily. A Working Group was adequates

The Delegate of the U.,S,5.R. observed that at Montreux the technical
problems had not been soived sathfacuorl'Lyo Besides; the number of
frequencies and stations had increased since., The defects of the
Montreux Plen should now be eliminated as far as possible. It was now
a question of tackling the whole problem on a sure foundation, taking
intoc consideration the requirements of all countries, and making use of
scientific methods on a far-reaching scale. The problem was complex,
and the desire to make it app ar simple could not be Jjustified, For

these reasons the Delegation of the U.S.S.R. considered the creation
f the Technical Committee necessary, ‘

ot

N
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“"The Chairman Welcomed the arguments of the Delegate of the ‘
U,5.5.R., but pointed out that the Plenary Meeting had ruled that
Committee 4 should solve its technical problems itself. It should
be organised according to this ruling and as simply as possible.

The second suggestion by the United Kingdom, recommending a
Sub~Committee, would be a compromise.

The third suggestion, made by the U.S.S.R., recommended an
autonomous Committee; but that would call for a revision of the
terms of reference of Committee 4. The only possible choice was
therefore beiween a Worklng Group or a Sub-Committee. It remained
to proceed to a votes

The Delecgate of the U,S5.5.R, did not think the guestion was
sufficiently clear to justify a vote. In any case it was a bad
system to start taking votes at the very outset of their discussias.

The Chairmen repcated his preceding explanation; and pro-
-ceeded to take a vote, with the results as follows:

Tor creation of a Vorking Group. « v e e o« « L1 votes

AQ’ lnS“b Y ) e EY . ® 2 'y e ] Y » . () 1Y * . 3 7 vo-tes

The Chairman said that the next Meeting would be held on
July 6 at 9.%0 a.m. and adjourned the Meeting.

L. STELLMANN, ' ' : J. KUYPER,

Reporter ' v Chairman
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Corrigendum to MAR Document No, 21-E, of 3 July, 1948.
On page 1, line 8: |

"or in the 325 - 405" éhould read

"and in the 3?5 - 405"
On page 1, lines 9 and 10:

"Marine Mobile Service” shouldkfead

"Aeronautiecal Mobile»Serice”.r
On page 1, line 14:

"Marine Mobile Service“ Shouid read

"Aeronautical lMobile Service™.

(32)
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French Delegation

The Chairman

European Regional
Broadcasting Conference

and Maritime Regional Radie
Conference,

In the name of the Minister of Public Works and Trans-
ports, of the French Republie, I have the honour to request
you to allow a representative of the International Civil Avia-
tion Organization (I.C,A.O.) to participate in the work of the
two Conferences, '

The I,C.A.0, has replaced the former C,I,N.A, which
participated, in particular, in the work of the Montreux
Conference, Since the I,C,A,0. Regional Administration for
Europe is situated in Paris, it rests with my Government to
propose its admisgsion to the present Conference.

I hope that you will be able to give a favourable reply
to my request., :

I have ete, -

" signed: Lhermite
Head of the Freneh Delegation

(Tr.25/R,11/D 29).
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_ Admission of .
the International Broadcasting Union
(U.I.R.)

At the Plenary Assembly of the Burooean Broadcasting Conference,
First Meeting, Wednesday, June 30 (see RD Doé¢: No, 30), it was
decicded to adgourn the guestion of admission of the U.I,R. until
such time as the Assembly knew officially whether Spain was a

nmember thereof. Moreover the Assembly expressed a desire 1o have
a list of those countries that were at preésent members, and of
those that were mfmbors during the war. :

_ Follow1nﬁ on this dec181on, the Chalrman sent the follOW1n0
telegr9m to the U I:R. on July 1.

INTERADIO GENEVE

, To be able consider your requo st adm1831on COMMA european
broadCastlnv conference w1shes first be informed officially by

you whether Spain member uir second t60 have list of members your
organisation during war third 115t of members of your organisation
at present STOP please telegraph reply in detail as concerns type
of membership whether government or other organ is represented

Chairman Eurbbean BrbadCasting Qonference

Havlng recelved no reply, the Cheirman reminded Mr‘ Crmug,
Chairman of the U.I4R{y @f the above telbgram on July 7

Mr, Comus replied as fcllows on July 74

SD288 Geneva 199 7 4909

-

Holmblad Broadcasting Conference KH -

Confirm nonrecepticn your telegram first july STOP reply
as follows your telegram seventh july QUOTE radiodiffusion
espagnole founder member uir in 1925 as private broadcasting
company STOP affiliation radiodiffusion espagnole will be re-
considered when unified european broadcasting association con-
stituted STOP on first january 1940 broadcasting organisations
following countries were active memberg uir QUOTE alrerla germany
belgium bohemlm and moravia bulgaria denmark egypt spain estonia .
france great-britain greeece hungary ireland itely latvia lithuania
norway palestine netherlands poland portugal roumania slovakia
sweden switzerland tunisia turkey yugoslavia STOP moroccan and
albanian organisations joined 1941 STOP BBC and palestine

(D 29)
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organisation suspended collaboration 1941 egypt 1942 STOP by
notification 25 february 1941 peoples commissariat for postal.
and electric communications of ussr annulled affiliation estonia
~latvia lithuania STOP present active members ulir are broadcasting
organs following countries QUOTE sustria denmark spain greece
ireland italy norway portugal sweden switzerland turkey STOP
broadcasting organisetions themselves are considered members,
not governments STOP in interest of and to faeilitate eventuel
unified organisation european broadcasting earnestly insist on
admission uir as observer european conference in conformity
decision atlantic city radio -conference STOP Best regards =

Comus chairman uir.

(Tr.Hobden/R 4/D 29)
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REPORT
OF COMMITTEE 2

2nd Meeting,

Wednesday 7 July 1948

The meeting opened at 11:05 a.m, under the Chairmanship of
Mr, Gneme, :

The Report of the first meeting (Document MAR No, 27) was
approved with the addition of the name of Roumania to the list
of the countries which had submitted their crzdentials.

The examination of the credentials presented by lir, V, leyer,
of the General Secretariat of the Unlon, occasioned the
follow1nﬁ remarks:

The Delegate of the United Kingdom thought that the
eredentials could not be examined until after Committee 3 had
reported,

The Chairman declared that the Committee could limit itself
to establishing the facts, and need not take any decisions,

The Committee noted thot the doetment submitted by the
Delegateof Poland was only a letter designating him Head of
the Delegation and did not constitute credentials as such,

The Delegate of Portugal stated that he was in the same
position. His country had furnished full powers for the Radio
Conference but not for the Maritime Conference, which, he thought,
should be an administrative conference only.

The Chairman advised the Delegates to obtain full powers,
as they might perhaps, be necessary.

The Delegate of Roumsnia, who had submitted a letter of
introduetion only, made a statement similar to that of the
Delegate of Portugal,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom made the following
observations:

— His eredentials stipulated that they were valid only for
signing with Delegates having equally full credentials,

. His eredentials also mentioned that the 31gnature would be g;ven

subject to ratification,
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He thought that the Delegates having eredentials with such
gualifieations should, at the signing of the Convention, append
to their signatures a note "subjeet to ratification”.

The Chairman thought that such a note would not be
necessary if there were introduced into the Maritime Convention
a phrase similar to that in Artlcle 49 of the Atlantic City
Conventlon.

He considered finally, that the eredentials of the Delegate
of the United Kingdom comprised a certain limitation.

The Chairman observed that the credentials vresented'by
the Delegate of the U.,S,S,R. did not stipulate that he was
authorized to sign. .

The Delegate of Bielorussia said he considered that a
letter conferring full powers should, in virtue of the fact
that it had been signed by the head of a Government or by its
Minister of Foreign Affairs, be deemed valid, in accordance
with the terms of paragraoh 2 (l) of Chapter 3 of the General
Regulations, _

The Delegate of the United Kingdom pointed out that the
letter was only signed "for" the lMinister of Foreign Affairs,

. The Delegate of Bielorussia said that, under the provisions
the Constitution of the U.S.S.R., in the absence of the Minister
of Foreign Affalro, a signature in his name by his denuty was
valid. :

The Chairman thought that the examination should be
postponed until the explanatlons of the Deloﬂatlon of the
U,S:S.R., had been heard. ‘ ,

. The Committee notéd that the doéument'submltted by the:
Delegation of the Ukralne was only a letier of introduction,

The Delegate of Poland asked what reason he should glve
his Government in support of a request for the granting of
full credentials, .

. The: Chalrman replied that in the absence of full eredentials,
it was to his adventage to ask for them., The Renort of the
first meeting (Document MAR No. 27) could very aspropriately
be sent to his Government, He went on to request, in
particular, those Delegations which had not submltted eredentials
to do so as soon as 30031b1e.

The Delevate of the United Kingdom asked that, in the
Report of the Heeting, the states of the 31ﬁnatory authority
be indicated opposite the name of ﬁhe country renresented._

After a diseussion in which the Delegates of the Ukraine
and Yugoslavia, as well as the Chairman, took part, it was
decided to place a reference to Chapter 3 of the General
Regulations at the head of the list of countries whose ecredentials
had been pronounced valid, ,
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4, Delegations with credentisls recoznized as valid by the Committee,
in conformity with Chavnter 3 of +the General Regulations:

~ Bielorussia (S.S.R.)
- Bulgaria (P.R.)

- Finland’

- Ireland

- Italy

- Norway

~ Netherlands

- Sweden

- Yugoslavia (F.P,R,)

Delegaticn with credentisls recogsnized by the Commitiee.@s valid,
but also as containing reservations:

- United Kingdom

Delegation with credentials to be re-examined later:

-. U“ S,‘ SQ R.

" Delegations not having prescnted credentials, or having_gresented
only a letter of introduction:

- Albania : ' ~ Poland
- Belgium - Portugal
- Denmark - Protectorates of koroceco

and Tunisia

- Bgypt - - Roumania

- France . - Switzerland

-~ Greece | - Syria

- Hungary ‘ - Czechoslovakia
- Iceland - Turkey

- lionaco - Ukraine (5.S.R.)
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Delegations to the Broadcasting Conference not. parthloatlﬂg
in: the work of tho Maritime Conferences

- Austria - Lebanon
- Vatican City - Tuxembourg

The Chairman announced that he would be absent. for about
ten days in order to take part in the work of the C,C,I,R, at
at Stockholm, He instructed the Vice-Chairman to convene the
Committee in his absence, should urgent matters arise.

The meeting acdjourned 2t 12:55 p,m.

J,li,Biansan: G, Gnene :
Rapporteur Chairman

(Dr. 42/R. 4/D.34)
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REPORT
of COMMITTEE 4
(Frequency Allocation Commi ttee)

B

2nd Meeting

e o

6 July 1948

The meethé was opened at 9.40 a.m., Wlth Mr, J.,Kuyper in
the Chair,

The following Delegations were renresented:

Belgium, Bielorussia (SSR), Bulgaria (PR), Denmark, Finland,
France, Irelana, Italy, Noxrway, the Netherlands, Roumania, lNorocco
and Tunisia, Unltea Kingdom, Sweden, Czechoslovakia, Turkey, the
Ukraine {SSR), U.S.5.R., Yugoslavia (FPR).

mhe Chairman recalled the previous day s decision to refer
the consideration of technical questions to a working Group. The
two points of view expressed on the previous day by the Dele-
gations of the U.S5.S8.R. and Belgiunm respectively conflicted with
one another;but there must nevertheless exist important technical
questlons common to both. He suggested that the twe Delegations
concerned should each submit a list of technical questions in
writing as a means of ascertaining which problems were common to
both, and so arriving at some sort of dlrectlveg for the Working
Croun. Comparison of the two lists would surely elicit (say) 4 or
5 1mportant points mh"ch could be referred to the working Group
in the first instance. Then, in due course, the Committee would
be able to consider the subsequent questions, and refer a second
series to the Torking Group for consideration.

‘The Delepate of the U.S5.5.R., reverting to the end of the
previous day's neeting, comnlained that the working methols adop-
ted had not been satisfactory. A vote had been taken on an impor-
tant matter of principle before they had exhausted the dlocu031on,

“and before Delegates had had time to consider the ques cion long
enough to make a unanimous decision possible., He wanted to know
whether it was proposed to proceed in future by the vote instead
of seeking agreement after discussion, The vote was not the right
way to work.
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The Chairman said that the question of allocations would
naturally not be dealt with by vote. Naturslly the Committee
would have to try to reach unanimous agreement on a list of
. frequencies. But the issue of the previous day was one of pro-
cedure, admitting of solution only by "yes" or "no". It was
moreover a questiion of pure detail, which had to be settled
so that work ecould begin. Future decisions would not be made
by vote, if +hey could be reached by agreement, and if they
were of & kind celling for unanimity.

The Delegate of Yugoslavia (FPR) agreed with the U.S.S.R.
Delcgate that the vote was not an appropriate method of sett-
ling questions within the competence of the Committee, and that

final agreement was iridispensable.

- The Delegate of Bielorussia (SSR) also supported the
U.5.8.R. Delegation.

The Delegate of the Netherlands said that the question
put to the vote on the previous day could have only a negative-
0% an affirmative answer, and he was not of the opinion of
Delegations which did not admit the vote on such questions of
procedure.

The Delegate of the Ukraine (SSR) was not setisfied. He
thought that the Chairmen had put the question to the vote pre-
maturely, when the discussion was not exhausted, with the result
that he had not fully understood the subject of the vote. Was
this form of procedure to be the basis of their future work,

or was 1t a case of misunderstanding arising from the inter-

pretation?.

The Chairman recognized that perhaps he ought to have
given more time to the discussion. He said "perhops®, because
personally he was sure the discussion had been quite long enough
on a mere point of procedure. He had been of the honest opinion
that the moment had come to put it to the vote.

The vote showed a characteristic parallelism with the
vote of the Plenary Assembly when the latter decided that a
special technicel committee was not necessary, as the problems
were not as complicated as those of broadcasting. Such paral-
lelism showec thet the persons present, familier as they were
with the problems of coastal steticns, had agreed on that sim-
plification of the issue.

To his mind such persellelism indicated that the question
was ripe for decision. He regretted that the Ukraine Delegation
should consider such a minor point of procedure more important
that day than on the previous day, and should declare that the
vote had been carried by surprise. Misunderstendingsas a result
of faulty interpretation were of course always possible. But,
having heard the previous long speeches of the U.S.S5.R. Dele-
gation, he suggested that Ruscian-speaking Delegetes should give
e summary in cleer and simple terms at the end of their speeches,
to minimise the risk of misunderstanding.

(D.28)
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The Delegate of Portugal agreed with the Chairman. For 15
days they had been discussing guestions of detail without really
~coming to grips with the work. Unanimity was desirable; but it
" had proved impossible of attainment and would not be any easier
in the future, Moreover the Administrations were awaiting the re-
turn of their Delegates.

The "Delegate of Belgium expressed his agreement with the
Chairman, Was it necessary to point out that from a technical
point of view there was no dlfference between a Sub-committee
and a Working Group ? In the latter case the only simplification
concerned the drafting and distribution of reports. Zven before
the vote, the situation was clear. Unanimity had been reached on
the necessity for a technical body of some kind. The choice could
only be made by a vote, and his Delegation agreed with the Chair-
man., They also approved his suggestion as to the preparation of
lists of technical questions.

The Chairman reiterated his request for lists, from which 5
questions, for example, could be chosen as directives to the
*oxklng Group at the start. Uther questions would be covered by a

2nd series of directives.

The Delegate of the U,5.S.R. insisted that unanimity had not
been reached on the question of working methods., Three proposals
had been made - which in itself indicated that there should have
been wider discussions, As regards technical problems, two contra-
ry opinions had been expressed, that of the Belgian Delegation
to the effect that there were no problems, and that of the U.,S5.S5:R.
to the effect that there were problems and that they were important.
Therein lay the explanation of the apprehensicn felt by certain
Delegations at the prospect of questions being put to the vote
without receiving in their opinion satisfactory discussion,

They (the Delegation of the U.S.S.R.) did not think such
questions as that of the maximum transmitter power and other
equally complex questions were simple matters. In an international
conference it was indispensable to have an organlsatlon of the
first rank to deal with them.

As for the 1lists of problems, the Chairman®s proposal was
possible; but he feared there might be delays in transmission;
mimeographing etc, Oral statements would be better,

The Delegwte of Belgium said that Mr. Corteil had not said
there were "no technical problems". His way of expressing himself
in French gave the word "no" a quite intelligible intonation.

The Chairman thanked the Delegation of the U.5.5.R, To avoid
any misunderstanding, he reverted to Mr, Corteil's statement to
the effect that the technical problems encountered in broadcasting
were not applicable to the maritime madio service. Comparison of
the written questionnaires he had suggested would convinze the
Delegation of the U.S.3.Rs, of the fact.

St : 30
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He asked the Committee to help him to start the Working Group
on its work as soon as possible, and to state whether written or
oral statements were best.

The Lelegates of Italy and Sweden approved the method
suggested by the Chairman.

The Delegate of the Ukraine (5.S.R.) asked the Chairman what
were the 5 questions, to which he had repeatedly referred.

The Chairman was glad to have the opportunity of clearing up
a nascent misunderstanding at the start. All had not understood
his statement of a comparatively simple question, which justified
his misgivings about difficulties of interpretation, and partly ex-
nin’ncd  Dprevious misunderstandings. He again explained in detail
his proposal that, among the various technical questions submitted
to the Committee, five questions should be chosen for initial
reference to the Working Group.

The Delegate of the Ukraine (5.5.R.) said he understood, and
thanked the Chairman. Nevertheless he anticipated that the various
technical questions submitted to the Committee would in all
probability contain shades of difference in their wording, and
it would be necessary to reconcile these in Plenary lleeting before
selecting from them directives for the Working Group.

The Chairman was also of the opinion that the selection
should be made in Plenary lieeting. He gathered, taking the sug-
gestion of the Delegate of the Ukraine (S.S5.R.) into account, that
agreement had been reached.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom expressed agreement with
the Chairman, but he wished to have it clear that the plenary
meeting to which the Chairman referred was that of Committee 4,
and not that of the Conference. As regards the importance of
technical problems, the Delegate of Belgium had probably used an
inapposite word. What he must have intended to say was that the
technical problems were not highly complicated.

The meeting adjourned for 15 minutes and resumed at 11.40 a.m.

Agreement having been reached on the principle of selecting
5 technical questions, the Chairman suggested that each Lelegatlon
should confine itself to a total of 10 questions. That would
facilitate selection, and would no doubt induce each Deleg gation to
include thosge of the problems it considerec most 1moortant. The
technicians present would find no Gifficulty in preparing quickly
their lists of 10 problems. In order to expedite the work, he
recommended that the lists should reach him by the opening of the
meeting on Thursday July 8, so that the Yorking Group could begin
its work the following Week.

The Lelegate of the U,S.8.R, was not opposed to the preparation
of written lists, but he asked whether the Committee could not
admit immediately as the first three questions the following:

1. Consideration of normal reception conditions.

2. Consiceration of interference of all kinds. .

%3, Consideration of transmitter power.
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The Chairman agreed with the Delegate of the U.Ses.R.,ﬂwho was
seconded by the Delegates of the United Kingdom, Italy and lrance.
The Committee proceeded to the formation of the Working Group.

The following Delegations expressed the wish to be permanent
Members of the Working Group: '

Denmark ' United Kingdom
France U.S5.S.R.
Norway Yugoslavia (F.2.R.)

The Delegate of Denmark regretted that he had to decline the
Chairmanship of the Group, for which he had been proposed by the
Telegates of Jtaly and Ireland, owing to the position of his
Lelegation.

~ The Delegate of Belgium proposed the Delegate of Yugoslavia
(¥.7.R,) who had taken the initiative in asking the Plenary ‘
Assembly to create a technical body. The Delegate of Yugoslavia
(FaP,R,g thanked the meeting but in view of the numerical insuf-
ficiency of his Delegation he proposed the U.S.S5.R.

There being no other suggestions or remarks, the Delegate of
the U.S5.5.R, thanked the meeting for the honour conferred on him,

and declared himself ready to accept the position.

The Committee decided not to appoint a Vice-Chairman, after a
discussion, in the course of which the lLelegates of Irance and the
United Kingdom said they could not accept the position.

At the request of the Chairman, the Lelegate of the U.S.S.R.,
as Chairman of the Working Group, declared that it would be betler
to wait until the following week before convoking the Group.

Summing up, the Chairman said that:

1. the Vorking Group had been formed,

2, its Chairman had been appointed,

3, the 3 technical problems proposed by the U.S.S.R. would
constitute the first directives to the Group. The date of the
meeting of the Group would be indicated on the blackboard.

The Weeting rose at 12.15 p.m., the next meeting to take place
on July 7 at 2,30 p.m., '

_ Seen:
L. Stellmann, Kuyper,
Feporter. Chairman.

5t.33
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REPOQOQRT
of Committee 4

(Frequency Alloecation Committee)

3rd Meeting

7 July 1948

The Meeting opened at 2.30 p.m,

The Chairman was happy to say that, thanks to the ecoperation
of the Delegates, some progress had been made,

The Working Group had been formed andkMr. CHTCHETININE had
been good enough to aeccept the Chairmanship,

: Regarding the econtinuation of the Committee's work, he

wished to remind them of the suggestions that he had maae at the
first Meeting, namely that two working bodies be ereated, one

for technical questions and the other for the allocation of
frequencies to coastal stations., The first suggestion had resulted
in the first Working Group, The Committee had now to consider,
therefore, the creatlon of the second body for the study of
alloecations. As before, the choice lay between a worklng group

and a sub-committee, and he wished to hear the opinions of the
Delegates on this question.

» The Delegate of the U,S,5+R. wished to make a correction

in the Chairman's opening remarks. As he had understood the
matter, the Chairmanship of Working Group 1 had been entrusted

to the Delegation of the U.S.S.R, and not to him personally.

In the meantime he had consulted his Delegation and had nominated
M¢Ts SINITZINE, ngineer, for the Chairmanship of this Group.

He hopeéed that the Committee would have no objection to this
nomination,

The nomination was adopted by a show of hands and without ,
diseussion, and the Chairman thanked Mr, SINITZINE for undertaking
this task.

The Delegate of the U,S.S.R. considered that the most
important task would now be the ecreation of a speecial body for
the examination of the requirements of the Administrations,

The Chairman wished to draw the Committee's attention to
the suggestion that he had made at the first Meeting of the
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Committee, namely, that the body entrusted with the allocation
0f frequencies might undertake the assembling of the requlrements
6f the Administrations while awaiting the conclusions of the
technieal Group. In other words it did not seem to him necessary
to constitute a separate body for this purpose. Was this
suggestion acceptable to the Delegation of the U.S.S.R.?

The Delegate of the Uoo;S R. accepted the subgestlon urider
these ¢ircumstances.

The Chairman assumed that, following :the proeedure adopted
at the preceding Meeting, the Committee was agreed that the body
should be a Working Group., No objections were raised, and he ’
asked which Delegations wished to work permanently in the Group,
it being understood that other Delegations would not be included.
The following Delegations responded. - ‘

- DENMARK, FRANCE, ITALY, NETHERLANDS, UNITED KINGDOM, UKRAINE,
U,5.5.R., YUGOSLAVIA

: The following Delegations announced that they were unable
to participate permanently in the Meeting of the Group: '
BELGIUM, BIELORUSSIA, PEOPLE!'S REPUBLIC OF BULGARIA, FINLAND,

NORWAY, POLAND, PORTUGAL, FRENCH PROTECTORATES OF MOROCCO AND -

TUNISIA, ROUMANIA, SWEDEN, SWITZERLAND, CZECHOSLOVAKIA, TURKEY.

The Chairman called for a proposal for Chairman of this
Working Group.

The Delegate of Denmark recalled that the Delegation of the
United Kingdom had published an important doeument on the
guestion of allocations and proposed this Delegation for the
Chairmanship., This proposal was seéonded by the Delegates of
Ital y the Netherlands, and Norway.

On the request of the Chairman, the Delegate of the United
Kingdom explained that at the preeceding Meeting he had been
obliged to refuse the Vice-Chairmanship of Working Group 1, as
he had been posted to Stoeckholm, Since then he had c¢btained the
permission of his Administration to remain and he would be
happy to accept. He thanked the Committee for the honour done
to his country and to hlmself. .

The Chairman thanked Mr. BILLINGTON and, passing to the
question of the directives to be given to the new Group, considered
that the task of the Committee would be simple, for it had al-
ready been accepted that the Group's first task should be to
collect the information that Administrations had not yet
supplied. The Group already had at its disposal Documents MAR
No. 10 and MAR No. 15, but these were not oomplete, as several
countries had not supplied the requisite information. In order
to avoid misunderstandings the Committee mlght draw up a
questionnaire, and he invited Delegates and "the Chalrman of the
new Working Group to express their opinions.
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The Delegate of the United Kingdom, speaking from memory,
proposed the following questionnaire:-

1, Number of frequencies or channels necessary for each
station.

2, Range in kilometers.
%. Power of the transmitter,
4. Service timetable,

54 Stations avallable and not avallable for public
ﬁoxrnsnondanoen .
)

The Cheirman proposed the addition of:-

6. Bxact geographical position.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom suggested in-addition »
.That; when a country possessed several coastal stations, it should
be called upon to indicate whether the same frequency could be
shared between several.

The Chairman suggested that the Members of the Working Group
might possibly complete this questionnaire and that each Delegation
might check its own list in order to complete, if necessary, the
information therein., He asked if there were any objections to this
method., :

The Delegate of the U,5.3.R., far from objecting, wished to
support this proposal. He recalled that the Organisation Committee
had decided that the drawing up of a questionnaire should be left
tc Committee 4. He sugg ested that July 20 be fixed as a time limit
for reception of repllcg to the questionnaire,

The Chairman considered that July 20 might approprlately be
adopted as the time llmlt:

The Deleggfe of Belgium pointed out that this time limit
could be adhered to only if the questionnaire were rapidly drawn up,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom agreed and proposed that
to this end Vorking Group 2 should meet as soon as possible, and
perhaps on the following morning. :

The Chairman suggested that, as the plenary meeting of the
Committee had almost completed its-work, the time réserved for it
should be put at the disposal of the Jorklng Groups. In particular
he asked the Delegate of the U,5.S.R. whether, under these
circumstances, the Meeting of Working Group 1 which had been planned
for the following week, could be held the next morning.
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r. iI. T, BINTITZTINDG thanked the Committee for the confidence
it had shown him in electing hlﬁ Chairmen of the technical
torking Groups He asreed thet the Groun should mecd the nex
morning, provided tlat Tthe 00¢~enent llembers could be dresent,

The Cheirmen thanked lir, oln1121ne, and thercupon a show
of hands demonstirated thet seven of the Delegations concurred,
this being a reassurance for lir. Sinitzine.

Concernin” the Azenda of the next olen Ty meeting of
O h)
Committee 4, the Delegate of the United Kinmdom asked that the
guestion of the bands shared between the Navy and Broadcasting
(415-525 Xk /s) be included therein.

The Cheirmen agreed, since tlhils wes indeed a delicate

question.

Upon the request of the Delegation of the U,8.5.,%., the
Delerate of the United Hinzdom explained that his sur~estion
wa.s that Committee 4 examine the situation of the broaccasting
stations, in derogsation in the band in cuestion, in order to
deternmine the possibilities of their inclusion, and to note, in
the minutes oi the Committee, any difficulties they might
possibly cause.

The Delegate of the U,S.S5.R, said he was satisfied with
this explanation.

The Chairman asked if the Delegates who were leaving for
otokholm wished that the Committee's work programe be arranged
so as to allow for their absenice, Since none of the Delegates
replied, the date of the next pléndry meeting would be fixed
by the Chairman of Committee 4 aftér congvltaulon with the

Chairman of the two Working groupsi

o

The meet bing adjourned at 3.50 P. M

. otellmann, Kuyver,
. :
ap

Rapoorieur hairmen.,

Tr/Hobden/R 4/D )2)
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COMMITTED

(Committce on Allocation of Freguencics)

Correction to Renort of the TFirst lleeting
MAR Doc. No. 29.

O T T T L T T =

On page 2, replace the text starting: "The order proposed
would be as follow~“ - and ending: "...s. it might well collect
the requirements of the Administrations.™ by the ;ollo iing text:-

The order +that the Chairman wished to propose was as
follows:

1. To begin by the study of the Allocction of TFrecuencics
on the basis of information alrecady supnlied by the
Administrotions and existing technical specifications.

2. To study the technical specifieations which should be
applied definitively.

- "Another point was that Committee 4 co: 1d not woxr
sinultaneously on both the above questions as Plensry Commlt%ee‘
It would be necessary to create o working orians.

"TMhe simplest procedure was indicated in order 4o oain
time, so he suggested the creation of Working Croups rather
than Sub-Committees. Besides, in its early stases; the orsan
¢harged with the allocations would only have a very limited .
act1v1ty, and would be able to undertake the collcetion of those
requirements of the Administrations whiech were missing until

now,',

L. STELIANN, J. J. KUYPLR,

Reporter. : Cheirman.
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1dio Conference - BX/WPLE: OF INFORWLTION REGUIRED FROM LALL COUNTRIES WHO REQUIRE MAR Document No,39-E

kebenhavn, 1948 ALLOGCATIONS FOR COAST STALTIONS 1N THE FREQUENCY B.ND 415 = 525 XK@/S, July 9, 1948

. Q . a4 . N E .

1. | 5. 3. - 4. 5 6. , 7. ubmitted 1n.£3?gllsh
| ” i 45 | 7 93 o

W.IE OF GEOCRAPHT CAHL ™7 HE&XTUUM 717 POVER IN SNTENTS TYPI O T AR I FREQUINCY OF HOURS OF | TYPE O
STLTION POSITION OF SERVICE {in kw) WMISSION | BAND WIDTH STATION OPERATION| SERVIGE

TRANSMITTING RANGE , {in ¢/s) . {in ke¢/s)

STATION ( in km) ) )

(Latitude and | ! , b2 Existing | Proposed

longitude) ; Emissionsg| Emissions A - frequency | frequency
Folkestone 010 11¢ 27 E §
Harbour 51° 04% 38% N 150 - 0.25 &2 1 2500 428.6 | I v
Lands End 50 40.1 05% w [ 1000 50 Ml &2 2500 438 N ¢ CF

500 07% 04" N .
Lands End ‘ 1000 ' 5.0 RS S 2 2500 ' 470 . ¢ - crp
Newhaven 09 03% 30% E ‘ | | . _
Harbour 500 477 09% X 150 | - 0.23 _ L2 - 2500 428.6. %ggg:%g—g% oV

. -t W oA
Niton 10 17¢ 10" w| 400 | 0.9 Aly B2 2500 464 | c cP
' 500 347 427 N |
|

Note 1. Hours of operationg C= Continuousg 7T = Intermittent.

LRGN T LT

Note 2 Stations to be listed in alphabetical order.

in g
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of July 9, 1948

Between heading and text of ddéument No 39 - B, add:
Committee 4

(Frequency allocation Committee)
Working Group on frequency allocation.
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. HARITIME
REGIONAL RADIO CONFERENCE
Kgbenhavn, 1948

MAR Document No., 41-E

July 9, 1948

Submitted in: French

JOINT RIPORT

of the Combined Executive Committees
(Committees 1)

of the
Duropean Regional Broadcasting Conference
and of the

Maritime Legional Radio Conference

2nd Meeting _
Friday 9 July 1948

v i s i At A

The lMeeting was opened at 5 p.m. under the Chairmanship =
of Mr, N, E. Holmblad. ‘

The Chairman announced that the 2nd RD Plenary Assembly,
interrupted a few moments earlier, would resume on Monday 12 July,

Duropean Broadcasting Conference.

The Chairman of Committee 4 recalled that he had asked for
.Sub-Committee 4 B to meet on lionday afternoon, at the some time
as the Plenary Assembly in another room, in order to expedite
the work of his Committee, whose terms of reference were 1o '
submit the Report on the work of the Committee of Eight Countries.

The Delegate of Portugal said that the Delegation of his
country was small, and could not be represented at all the mee-
tings held simultaneously, Howecver he agreed to the piroposal
of the Chairman of Committee 4, : '

The Chairman of Committee 3 ammounced that his Committee
¢id not intend to hold a Flenary leeting during the coming week,
Committee 3 had submitted a proposal concerning the nature. of
the present Broadcasting Conferernce. /

It had, however, set up a Working Group, under the Chairman-
ship of Italy, to deal with questions referred to it.

St : 30
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The Chairman of Committee 2 said that it was necessary for
his Committee to meet, for example, on Thursday morning. The
Committee had examined s certain number of credentials: but

there were still others, which had rot yet been examined,

The Chairman of Committee 5 said that the work in connec-
tion with the Report to be presented by Committee 4 on the work
of the Committee of Firht Countries was very arduous, as they
had to consider so many differcnt 901ntuw

He rOﬂO“’d that Committee 5 should meet on krloay 16 or
lMlonday 19 Ju1y§ by which time he thought he would be in posses-
gion of the Ieport.

The time~table of the RD Conference, drawn up on the basis
of the wishes expressed, was fixed as follows:

Monday 10 a.m. "Plenary Assembly
2,30 p.m. Ylenary Assembly - Sub-Com-
mittee 4 B

Tuesday 9,30 a,m, Working Group Commititee 3
2.%0 p.m. Committee 4

Yednesday 9.%0 g.m. Sub-Committee 4 A
2.30 pnah Sub-~Committee 4 B

Thursday 9.%0 a.m. Committee
2.30 pim, Committeec

Friday 9.%0 a.m. Committee
2:.%50 p.m., Committee

WU PO

Maritime Radio Conference.

The Chairmgn of Committee 4 announced that his Committee
had set up two working Groups: Working Group 4 A (technical),
Working Group 4 B (allocatlons) He wanted three meetings
qrranged for these Groups during the following week, with the
possibility of calling others,; should the need arise, by agree-
ment with the Chairman of the Conference.

The Chairman of Committee 2 announced that, his Committee
having examined all the credentials submitted to it, there
would be no need for a meeting the following week.

In reply to the Chairmen's question regerding the need for
convening a MAR 1 lenary Asscmoly, the Chairman of Committee 4
renlied that sevoral Maritime Delegations were attending the
C,C.I.R. in Stockholm, anc¢ it would be better to await their
return,

The BrOWr me  For the hAR Conference was fixed as Ffollows:

Tuesday 9.30 a.m. to 11 a.m. Working Group 4 A (Technical)
11, a.m., Working Group 4 B (Allocations)

Wednesday 9.30 a.m. to 11 a.m. ‘orking Group 4 A (Technical)
1X. a.m. ¥Working Group 4 B (Allocations)

Thursday 9.30 a.m. to 11 a.m. Working Group 4 A (Technical)
11. a.m. working Group 4 B (A]ln :ations)
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Referring to page 2 of Document 39 RD/24 MAR (lst meeting
of Committees 1), the Delegate of Poland wished to replace the
nane of the Vice-Chairman of Committee 2 (Mr. Vaskiewicz) by
that of Mr, Wolowski.

The Chairman announced that the Brussels documents, for
which the Do]e ations concerned, had asked in the Ple enary As-
semnbly were belng digtributed as and when they were mimeo-
craphed, Distribution had begun with the Minutes of the two
Sessions in Brussels. '

He asked the Chairman of RD Committees 4, 5 and 6 and HAR
Committees 3 and 5 to give the names of the Rapporteurs of
these Committees.

RD Committee 4: ir. Shamsha (Ukraine), Mr. D'Auriac (O.I.R,)

RD Committee 5: Hr., Chalk (United King dom) and one peroon to

’ " be designated,

RD Comnittee 6: To be des 1ﬁna+cau

MAR Committee %: Nr. Golovontoaenmo (U.8.3.R.) and lir. Biansan
. (France). ‘ - :

MAR Committee 5: To be designated.

The Chairman udld that certein questions being held in
abeyance had not been included in the Plener Lssembly's Agenda
because théy had not Jet arisen at the time of publication of
the Agenda. He propose ed the publicafion of a supplementary
Agenda for Monday's meeting which would include the follow1ng
items:

to be added to Item 4: Admission of the U.I.R.
the I.C.A.O.
the U.N.BE.S5,C.0,

to be added to Item 5: Invitation of the Republic of
San Marino.

...;Q.P.TJ..G...@;L
The Chairman of RD Committee 2 asked thatthe Plenary As-
sembly Agenda also include an Item concerning the nature of the
Conferenco, so that the Credentials Committee might proceed
with its work.

The Chairman of RD Committee 3 said that he Was prepared
to submit Lhn information elready collected to the Plenary
Assembly,

The Chairman noted thet Saturday, July 10, was reserved
for an excursion and that Delegates would only have until the
Honday following tostudy the documcnmtsubmitted by Committee 3 on
this subject. He thereforec suggested that this question should
not be included int the supplementary Agende,

He added that there was another important question which
should come before the Conference, name ly that of the represen-
tation of Germany, which had been raised, but which had¢ not been
included in the Plenaxry Assombly‘syAgendaa He asked the opinion
of Committee 1 as to whether this guestion - which called for
consideration at the earliest possible moment - could be sub-
nitted to Committee 3 or-whelilier-it shouwld-be-deald-with-by..
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the Plenary Assembly.

The Chairman of Committee 3 believed that it was for the
Plenary Assembly to decide who should be entrusted with the
question. He thought that the Report of the first meeting of
Committee 3 (RD Doc. No. 42) supvorted this opinion,

The Delegate of the U.5.5.R. asked what was the problem
as regards CGermany, which would come up before the Plenary
Assembly.,

The Chairman said that the problem concerning Germe ny ap-
peared to him to be the following: the Conference required
information concerning the requests for ifrequencies for this
country.  From whom would recuests come? Who were the compe-
tent authorities? Committee 3% had decided that the Plenary
Assembly should answer these questions. :

The Delegate of the U.5.3.R, believed that Germany's case
hacd already becn studied at Atlantic City, where certain direc-
tives had been furnished concerning allocations for minimum
technical needs. It was not necessary to place it on the Ple-
nary Assembly's shoulders before Committee 4 and 5 had made
concrete proposals which would be discussed in a Cfeneral plan.

The Chairman of Committee % understood that the U,S5.5

had suggested that no one should represent Germany or present
her needs. This was an argument analogous to that which hed -
been presented in the case of Spain. It was coherent and lo-
gical, but Spain's position and that of Germany were not to
be compared. While CGermany could not represent herself, she
could de facto and de jure, be reprecented by those who were
at present representing her. At Brussels, Great Britain and
I'rance had represented requests for their respective zones of
occupation., He himself had raised the question of procedure
in Committee 3, and he urged that it be submitted to the Ple-
nary Assenbly.

The Delegate of the U,3,S5.R., said that Mr. Meyer was ar-
guing a point which had not been raised. He wished anly to
know how the question would be put to the Plenary Assembly,

The U,S.3.R. had proposed that the minimum technical needs
should be dealt with first by the Flanning Committee, and then
by the Conference. He added that the Soviet Delegation thought
it desirable to have reprcsentatives of Germany preqcnt 2t the
Conference. Until such time as a German Government was set up,
German requirements could only be defended at the Conference

by a representative from the Allied Control Commission.

The Chairman of Committee 3 agreed. He pointed out,
thet it was therefore for the Plenary Assembly to decide who
would represent Germany, and to authorize the Chalrm n of
the Conference to send the invitation.

The Delegate of Yugoslavia proposed that discussion on
this question be adjourned, and that the subject should not
be entered on the Agenda before the Plenary Assembly had com-
pleted exaomination of the Report on the Work of the Committee
of Eight Countries.
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The Chairman said that he had not intended to open discus-
sion on this question, but that he had only wanted an exchange
of views so that he might learn the opinions of the Delegations
on the subject. It seemed to him that the Delegates present
were in agreement that an invitation should be sent, so that
Germany's needs might be known. "It was for the Plenary Assem-
bly, to entrust this task to him. ’

The Yugoslave Delegation's suggestion had given rise to no
objections; +the guestion of Germany did not therefore appear
to be urgent, but it would have to be raised as soon as possible
after the necessity arose; he asked the Chairmen of Committees
to advise him immediately the need for dealing with this question
arose in the work of their respective Committees. - ’

The meeting rose at 6,10 p.m,

H., Voutaz N.E. Holmblad

Rapporteur Chairman

(Tr.15/R.4/D.30)
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REPORT OF 7ORKING GROUP No,4-a FOR'TECHNICAL QUESTIONS

Tlrst Mieeting 8 July 1948
Onened 9. 30 a,M, Closed 11,0 a.m,

The Chairman: Delegate of U,S.S.R+, Monsieur Sinitsine -
thanks you for the honour shown by the Delegates of the ‘
Conference to himself and to his country., Before commencing
work, he would like to be informed which countries participate
in the meetings of the group. He notes with satisfaction
that the representatives of all countries are present, even of
those who had notified that they would attend the meetlngs of
this orking Group only occasionally. Then the Chairman
proposes to entrust the functions of Rapporteur to Mrs. Dumayeva,
representing the Delegation of the Byelorussian S.u.R. There
is no objection to this proposal,

, The Chairman proposes that this Working Group should deal
in the first place; with the following three fundamental
qilestions:

12 Standards cohcerning rebeptlon.

2) Standards concerning the question of all kinds of
interferenceq

.3) Power of shore stations., .

The Chairman reminds the meeting that these questions have
been the object of directives of the 4th- Commission, and that
particular attention should be paid to their solution, inasmuch
as these matters must be approved by a Plenary Meeting of the
- Commission in order to be subsequently passed on to the Working
Group for the Appropriation of Frequencies,

The Chairman then remarks that he would like to go deeper
into these guestions and adds that with a view to determinin:
the power o% shore-stations it seems indispensable to settle
the Rules of Reception, inasmuech as these rules should provide
for a satisfactory communication with vessels in the required
distances,

Satisfgctory reception on vessels depends on the following
eauses:

1) Sensitiveness of the ship's receivers.,

2) Intensity of the field of atmospheric interferenee.

3) Intensity of the field of interference by electric

~  appliances of the ship itself.

4) Relation of the field of the useful signal to the
field of the interfering signal,

The Chairman recalls to the memory of the meeting that at
the Conferenee of Montreux a Sub-Committee was oe¢cupied with
analogous questions. Rules have been established there con-
cerning both the intensity of the field of shore~stations and
the inter-relations between that intensity and the field of

().“J
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interference on board the ships. It would be extremely useful,
if the participants in the Montreux Conference would let the
meeting benefit from their experience which our group could well
use in their work. It appears that several countries possess
data in this domain which oould be very precious for us,

We could apply to the C.,P.I.R. to obtain their views in the
matter; bdbut we apprehend that the C.P.I.R, doesmt dispose of
the most recent data, Maybe that some of the Delegates present
might be in a position to furnish the data which they réecommended
for examlnatlon at the coming July session of the C,P,I,R.

Concludlng, the Chairman requests the meeting to offer their
views on ‘the questlons which have been brought up.

The Delegate of France agreecs with the general views of
the Chairman and confirms that it would be most useful to hear
the opinion of the participants in the Montreux Conference on the
sub ject.

The Delegate of Turk y supports the proposal of the Delegate
of France.

The Delegate of U,S.S5.R. declares that Commission 4 is faced
with one fundamental task, viz. the allocation of frequencies
between shore-stations, Considering the great need of frequen-
cies by all countries, this task can be speedily fulfilled only
by utilising the attainments of modern radio-~technical science,

The Delegate of U.S.S.R. stresses that the Chairman raised
a very 1mnortant point concernlng the level of interference on
board Shlps from their own electric appliances, These matters
have not yet been carefully studied, but they have an enormous
significance for safeguarding radlo—recentlon on vessels,

Obviously the question of the level of interference with
radio-reception on ships from electric appliances on the ship
herself as well as the problem of measures of protection from
such interference will have 1o be the object o6f deliberations
at one of the nearest sessions. of the C.P.I.R. Further, the
Delegate of UsS.S.R, says that the Conference of Atlantic City
examined the question of the inter-relation between the field
of the useful signal and the field of interference. It was

agreed that in the interest of a satisfactory radio-telegraphic
communication the intensity of the field of the useful signal
should surpass the field of interference by 10 db, As regards
the level of interference on the vessel, there are no proposals
in that respect in the documents of Atlantio City, and we must
elaborate our own proposals in that matter.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. considers it very much to the
point to listen to proposals of other countries, to discuss them
and t6 establish, on the basis of their examination, adequate
rules, -

The Delegate of the United Kingdom says that he took a
particular interest in the passages of the Soviet Delegate's
enunciations that dealt with the figure of 10 db which had been
agreed to at the Atlantic City Conference, He requests that
thls thought should be developed and that an enquiry should be
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made, in which he himself would be extremely interested; in order
to establish whether 10 db refers to communication between stable
stations or whether it may apply also to communications with
moving stations,

The Delegate of Norway declares that the said figure is
mentioned in annex No. 1 to the Regulation of Radio communlca»
tions; but that it can be applled to all cases.

The Delegate of U.S.S5.R, declares that the figure of 10 db
appears in Supplement No., 1, paragraphs 1 and 2, This figure
has been recommended by the Atlantic City Conference. There~
fore it would be most interesting to hear views of other Dele-~
gates, particularly of the Delegate of the United Kingdom,

The Delegate of Holland remarks that concerning the question
of interference on ships, he would give ws his opinion that this
kind of interference cannot possibly be the object of calculation.
There are ships which are well protected and do not prodice ‘
interference, while on the other hand theré are old vessels
which produce a great deal of interference. He considers the
rules submitted in Atlantic City should refer only to interfe-
rence from other Radio»StationS;

The Delegate of U,8,5,R. remarks that the figure 10 db
stands for the relation betweeén the level of the useful signal
and the level of interference, It does not depend on the force
of interference, and establishes a defined inter--réelation be-
tween the level of the signal and the interference, If the level
of interference is great, then also the level of the useful sig-
nal ought to be correspondingly greater. Only in that inter-
relation will a normal reception of signals be possible.

The Chairman remarks that if we experience on a shipn inter-
ference with radio-~reception, we are forced 1o increase the
intensity of the field of the useful signal in order to give
due cmszideration to the nccessary inter-relation between the
field of the useful signal and the field of interference, In
order to ensure a normal working of the cemmunication, this
inter-relation should =~ according to the data of Atlantic City -
not be less than 10 db, and this obliges us in that case to have
fairly high norms of reception. '

The Delegate of Hollend remarks that it is necessary to see
to it that the electric appliances should not interfere with
the recertion on vessels,  He holds that we should include 10 db
in our discussion. In order to obtain a normal reception, it
is necessary that the level of interferénce on vessels be by
10 db lower -than the level of reception. In the interest of
ensuring a good reception it is indispensable that interference
should be by 10 db lower than ‘the useful signal.

The Delegate of France holds that the question of noises
is very compllcated Noises are of different kinds and cause
different interference. Therefore it will be difficult to show
figures immediately. C.P.I.Rs can and should take upon them-
selves the decision of theiproblem of the level of interference
" on vessels, Here are some figures obtained by the French
Delegation. The communication of some shore-stations was
assured with an intensity of the field from 10 to 12 mV /s

(D.30/19)



-4 -

As regards the level of interference the protection of 20 db is

in relation to broadecasting quite sufficient,  The shore-stations
worked with modulated oscillations of type A2, These figures
show that we cannot stay on 10 db, if we wish to protect our-
selves from interference,

The Delesate of U.S,S8;R. remarks that, as a result of
declarations made we have before .us 2 figures:

1) The one mentioned in the Regulation of Atlantic
City - 10 db,
2) The other brought up by the Delegate of France - 20 db.

He asks the Delegate of the United Kingdom who had declared
that the figure of 10 db is insufficient, whether he can propose
to us yet some other strength.

The Delegate of Norway remarks tlmt 10 db suits all cases,
and that for the obtention of a good reception with audible
exchange the inter-relation of fields may be accepted at the
ratio 1:1.

The Chairman summarises the declaration of the Delegate of
Norway and remarks that the Delegate of Norway also does not -
consider it useful to establish inter-relation of flOldS at more
than 10 db.

The Delegate of Great Britain agrees that audible reception
is possible at the inter-relation between the level of the useful
signal and the level of interference at the proportion of 1:1,
but he considers that this inter-relation must not be accepted
in the form of a rule.

He remarks that it would be very difficult for the operator
to work under such a condition,

The Delegate of Great Britain proposes $othe meeting to
examine the problem from another point of view, viz., to take
into conzicderation the signal on the vessel. He considers that
the degree of intensity of the field on the ship of 25 mV/m
which is mentioned in the documents of the Montreux Conference
for the sphere of frequencies 405 - 425 kc/s gives satisfactory
results.

The Delegate of France proposes to enquire with the parti-
cipants of the Montreux Conference what results have been obtained
with the figures that were accepted there. If they were satis-
factory, then the Delegate of France advises to retain them.

The Delegate of Norway agrees with the British Delegate that
another inter-relation than that of 1:1 is required and calls
attention to the fact that the Conference for the Protection of
Human Life on the Sea recommended for a satisfactory reception
of the S0S signal the intensity of the field at 50 mV/m.

The Chairman remarks that Group 4b for the Allocation of
Frequencies is scheduled to begin work in the meetlnv hall and
therefore proposes to close the meeting.

The meeting was closed mf 1l o'clock.
The Chairman: - The Rapporteur:

Sinitsin : Dunayeva

(D;l9)
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FINTAND

Preliminary Report

for
COMMITTEE 4
(Frequency Allocation Committee)
‘Working Group on the Allocation of Frequehcies.

In 1938, Finlend used the coastal stations of KOTKA, HANKO
and VAASA, to whic¢h the Conference of Montreux had allocated
appropriate waves.

There are a large number of islands off +the coasts of
Finland; 1its navigable waters are, therefore, narrow and there
are numerous reefs,  In winter the whole of the Gulf of Bothnia
is covered with ice. The Gulf of Finland is covered during a
part of the winter to the extent that the various ports can be
kept open to traffic only by the use of ice-breakers; with
Hanko and Turku there is indeed no other way. For these reasons
navigation in Finland has to overcome difficulties greater than
those of other countries. For this reason and by reason of
the vitel importance to us of maritime communications, and the
additional difficulties of communication due to the numerous
islands, Finland has to maintain several coastal stations, not
only for the public service but also for the safety service,
which trensmit, in winter, reports on the state of the ice,
maintain contact with ships and ice-breakers and remain prepaumed
at all times to take part in rescue work if shipwrecks (which
are frequent) or other acecidents happen in Finnish waters,
{Annex No.1l)

After the Montreux agreement, the coastal station of
Helsinki. was put into service, In addition, the coastal station
of Marieham is under construction, and will be ready next autumn;
it is already open for radiotelephonic services; the coastal
station of Kemi is planned and will provide the maritime service’
of the Finnish ports of Kemi and Oulu, with the primary aim of
making the exportation of wood and paper possible, '

Consequently, new frequencies are necessary for Finnish
coastal stations. We would draw attention to the fact that,
in allocating the freguencies necessitated by the traffic, the
number of telegrams exchanged should not be taken as a basis,
for our stations have many other uses.

As a basis for the work of the Conference we give below
a list of the coastal stations of Finland:

Wavelength used Montreux

Radio Kotka” CP 468 ke/s 467

Radio Helsinki CP 447 -

Radio Hanko CP 447 447,5

Radio Mariehamn CP - -~ under construction
Radio Vaasa CP 447 447 -

Radio Kemi CP - - planned

' (signed) Hella Wuolijoki
(D.19) - Head of the Delegation of Finland
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ANNEX NO,1

STATISTICAL TABLE OF SHIPPING
ACCIDENTS IN FINNISH WATERS

TEAR., TOTAL ACCIDENTS CAUSED BY REEFS
1935 : 73 46
1936 90 45
1938 96 | 46
1939 66 41
1940 ' 62 33
1941 65 o 35
1942 150 o7
1943 97 o 66
1944 115 71
1945 103 59
1946 145 | 89

‘This statistical table refers to all shipping, Finnish
and foreign, the latter accounting for a pronortlon of about
50% of the victims,

(D;19)
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(Working Group on the Allocation of Frequencies)

1, 2. 3. 4, 5. 6. 7. : 8, 9.

4. 4B. | Th. 7B.
Name of $GeographicalsMaximum 2/erial power ¢Type ofiMaximum 2Frequency of the 3WorkingsType of
Station ssituation of2range of3(in K¥) strans- 2Bandwidthistation {in Kg¢/s) ¢ Hours :Service
sthe trans- $service ¢Frans- 3Trans- Smissionin c¢/s tExisting sProposed ¢ H
smitting 2(in Km) 2missiondmission? H sFrequencysFrequencys? :
" sstation H : Al 3 A2 H s H ; 2 -
RADIO o ; : |
HELSINKI 26°53' 36"8E 150 - 1 4 2 2,500 447 H 24 ce
~ 60%28" 58N _ |
1) 25001!' 11°E 100 0,3 &2 2.500 500/389,6 H 24 cp
HELSINKI |
60°10" 11N
RATTOD 22°%56% 40%E 200 0,8 A2 2.500 447 H 24 CP
HANIO : '
59°50% 18'N
2) RADIO 24°33F E 100 T 0,5 b 2 2.500 H 24 CP
KEMT |
65°47" N
ELI%9 0 269531 36" 100 1,0 A2 2.500 468 H 24 cP
60°28t 58%N
3)RADIO 19956¢ E 200 2,0 A2 2.500 K 24 cP
MARTEHAN “
§2%%7 N , _ _
RADIO  21942' 36%E 250 2,0 A2 2.500 447 H 24 cp
.‘j.l:}-,.“.-f?»ér‘k O: 2 1 i }:V—;-
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1) Civil Maritime Frontier Station

2) Station planned

3) Station under construction.

In viéw of the proximity of these coastal stations, it

seem$ impossible to allocate a singlc shared frequency to
themg ’ ’ .

(Tr,5/R. +/Ds19)
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Agenda

of the Second Plenary Azsembly of the
Maritime Regional Radio Conference

Wednesday, 21 July 1948 at 2.30 p.m.

1. Approval of the Minutés of: '
a) the Meetings of Heads of Delegations (MAR Doc. 13/ Rd Doc.10,
already aporoved by C.E.R.),(MAR Doc., 14/ Rd Doc. 11,
already approved by C.E.R.),(MAR Doc. 17/ RD Doc. 15,
already apvroved by C.E.R.),(MAR Doc. 18/ RD Doc. 18,
already approved by C.B.R.),(MAR Doc. 22).

b) the formal inauguration of the Conference (MAR Doc. 16/
RD Doc. 14, already approved by C.E.R.).

¢) the meeting of the first Plenary Assembly (MAR Doc. 23).

2. Working lMethods (MAR Doc. 8 with the corrections adopted by the
2nd Meeting of the Plenary Assembly of the C.E.R., Meeting of
9 July 1948). ,

%. Admittance of organizations:
Chamber of Shipping (MAR Doc. 25),
International Radio-Maritime Commission (MAR Doc. 26),
I.C.A.0. (MAR Doc. 32),
U.N.E.S5.C.0. (RD Doc. 62).

4. Nature of the MAR .Conference (of Plenipotentiaries or Admini-
strative). :

5. Semi-official group for the study of the a2llocation of fre-
quencies to aeronautical services (MAR Doc. 21).

6. Miscellaneous.

S5t.45.
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AGENDA

of

the Organisation Committee (Committee 3) of the

Maritime Regional Radio Conference.

Wednesday, 22,7.,48., at 9.30 a.m., at the room No,
1) Discussion of the statutes of the: Conference
final documents (Doc.No,27 MAR),

2) Miscellaneous,

(D.19)
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UNITED KIKGDOM

In the opinion of the United Kingdom Delegsation, the character
of the Maritime Revlonal Radio Confererice should be considered from
two aspects:

@) the stdtus of the Conference itself, and

©b) the status of the resulting instruments which will
be signed. '

In the view of the United Kingdom Delegation, Article 10 of
the Atlantic City Convention relates only to the main plenipoten-
tiary conference of the I.T.U,, that is to say, the world confe-
rence which has the authority to revise at given intervals the
I.T7.U. Convention, This Conference is sovereign in the I.T.U,
and all other conferences on telecommunication matters are in
varying degrees bound by its decisions. Thus, in Article 41 of
the COHVGHulOﬂ, regarding regional conferences, it is stated that
the agreements concluded thereat must not be in conflict with the
Lonventlon.,mo that extent the suthority of this Conference can be
held to be qualified or limited and,in the terminology employed

the Atlantic City documents, it would seem appropriate to de-
scrlbe it as "administrative". The word "administrative®, in the
view of the United Kingdom Delegation, is intended %o 1mn1y
Conference which, in relation to the plenipotentiary conference of
the I,T.U. is limited in the scope of its agenda and of its deci~
sions, There cannot be two bodies of equal avthority in one world
union. It seems therefore correct that in issuing the invitetions
to this Conference the host Government should have used the word
"administrative! in describing it.

The status of the resul-r,lnb Convention or Conventions however
is a separate matter. In the case of the broadcasting Coaventlonu,
the Prﬂwue Convention (1929) was signed by representatives of the
aamlnlstrqtlono, but the Lucerne (1938) and Montreux (1939) Conven-
tions were signed by plenipotentiaries of Govermments: hitherto
however the instruments relating to the Maritime Conferences_have
been sizgned only by representatives of administrations. The United
Kingdom Delegation consider that, since.their implementation in
fact usuclly requires the co-operation of more than one Government
Department in each country, it would be appropriate that they
should be signed by plenipotentiaries of Governments as such.

As in the case of the Broaacqsting Convention it appears that
almost all the delegates empowered to sign the maritime instruments
have brought with them full powers for thlo purpose from their re-
spective Governments. There should therefore be no difficulty in
concluding the Maritime Conventions in the govermmental form.

Finglly, the Atlantic City documents, so far as the United King
don Delegation is aware, contain no provision which would prevent
the conclusion of a governmental instrument by the delegates at a
conference which would apvear to fall within the Atlantic City defi-
nition of "administrative” conference.

(5t.45)
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JOIND RIEPCHRT

of the Combined Bxecutive Commithtees

(Committees 1)
of +the
Turosean Regional Broadcasting Conference

and the

liaritime Regional Nodio Conferecnce

)rd Leeting

15 July 1948

The Chairman opened the meeting at 4.45 ». nJ

Ls the Renorts of the two previous meetingss hed not yet been
distributed in all Ncn”vubeg, prososed To nostoone their apnroval
until the next meeting, and wrocoodcd to the discussion oi the
nrosranne of the ;oliom“n“ week. He noted that the YVaritime Con-
Tercnce had so far had one Plenery Assembly only, and that verious
cuestions remained pending. Another Plenary Ascembly should be
eld as soon as vozsible: he nroposed Lo arrangse Ior it to take
place on Thursdey axternoon.. ias it pogeible to arr ange for a
mecting of the Plenary Assenbly of the Droadcasting Conference,
in gpite of the lars number of meetings of thet body cduring the
g?st weck?

The ycle"abe of the UwfmgLQJ.said'it would be desiraoble to
have a Dl@ﬂqry ssembly the Tollow ing week, at whion Co 1Aluteu 4
yould wresent ite Renort on the Tork of the Comnittee of SZight.

In order to leave Commitiee 4 tlﬁe to draw u»n en account of the
early ztages of its work, the (RD) Plencry lssenbly misht meet on
Iriday afteranoon, with the Fourth Conmittce's Revort zs the sole
item on the Agenda '

The Cheirman provosed to add the Re nort of Commitiee 3 on
the neture of the Conference to -the Agenda as also the pending
cuestion of voting procedure (time )e“"wttln ). He called upon
“he Cheirmen of Comnittees %o malke known their wishes as regarcs
the Droadcasting Conferecnce, ’

Lir. Corteil seid that Committec 2 ouszht to be able to meet to
contirue thne considersation of credentials. had been unavle to
meet what week as a result of the numerous Plenary Assemblies.

(52)
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- As however the deilnﬂtc nature of the Conference had not yet been

decided, Committee 2 could wait...

”[nghql nan proposed to arrange the meetings of the other

Committees First and then see whether a meeting could be fixed
Tor Coumlt tee 2, '

The Chairmen of Committee 4 pro>o ed the following times fox

- his Comm:utoe and its Sub-Committees

tonday July 19 s 2,30 ». m. Committee 4

Tuesday 20 July : 2.350 ai n. Sub~Committee 4 B

Wednesday 21 July: 9.%0 2. n. Sub-Conriittee 4 A

Thursday 22 July : 9.%0 a. @. Sube-Comuittee 4 B
2.350 p. me Committee 4

o

The Cheirmen of Commtittee 5 did not think & meceting of his
Committee during the following week was necessary, es they had
two Vorling Groups sitting (“o to say) pcrzaneﬁuly, wnenever
there was no Plenary Assembly,

—

gpe_Chg;ppgg said it would be possible to resérve one day
lleeting of Committee 2, and »ronosed Tueséay. To avoid

nolding two important ueetlnrs sirnultaneously on Thursdayafter-

noon, it would be best o fix the Plenary Accembly of the lMaritinme

Conference for Tednesday afternoon.

ilo ob300ulono being raised to this provoscl, the hrogramme
Tor the Droodcasting Conference was arrenged as follows:

llonday: 0,30 al n. Yorking Group of Committece 3 '
5.30 a. @m. Torking Groups I and II of o
© Compittee 5
2.30 p. n, Comnittee 4
Tuesday: .30 a.. m,. Sub-Committee 4 B (Comuittee 4)
2.30 p. n, Committee 2
Vednesday: 9.30 a. m. Sub-Committee 4 L (Commitice 4)
Thursday: 9.30 2., m, Sub-Committee 4 B (Committee 4)
2.750 D. m. Commititee 4
Friday:s 270 v, m.. Plenary Ascewmbly RD..

. bt

The Chairman proposed to pass to the Agenda of the Haritime
Gonference ..

The Cheirman of Commitiee 4 (Prequency Lllocauion)- said he
would like to have 4 ieetings for Torking CGroup A, and 3 Leetings
Tor Working Group B,- of his Coxxl**eer. :

After discussion, the programme for the IHaritime Conference
was arranged as follows: '
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llonday 9,%0 a., m. Torking Groun A (Committee 4)
Tue sday 9.30 a. m. Working Groun A (Comnittee 4
v 11.00 2. m. Jorking CGroun B (Commititee 4

Wednesday $:%0 a, m, Committee 3

2,50 p. m, Plenery Assembly AR,

Thursday 0 9:30 2. nm. TYorking CGroup A (Committee 4)
11.00 a. m. ”0“k1ng Group B (Coumittee 4)
Fricday 9.30 a2, m, Torking Group & (Committee 4)
11,00 a. m. Vorking CGroup B (Comuittee 4)

The Doleobte of +the lletherlands announced that hé had just
received a report from Torling Group A of Committee 4. According
to the Rules of Procedure ?ork ng Grouns were to draw up a sinﬂle
Final Renort only; any other arrfnfonont would calze unnecessary
work. What was the general opinion on the subject.

The Chairman revlied thot he had lelt Chairmen and Vice-
Chairmen completely free concerning their Torking Groups, which
vere under no obligation to nroduce regular reports. If the
Chairmen of a ¥orking Group thought it necessary o produce an
internmediate Repor t, no one could vrevent him Tfrom doing so.
For his pert, and from the point of view of the Secretariat, he
would be grateful if extra worlk could be avoided. ,

The Jelexaﬁe of the lletherlands thanked the Chairmen. Ile
would cmeak about it Vo tlie Chairman of Comaittee 4.

The Chairmen of Comnittee 4 agrced completely with the
Chairman. It was not opportune to discuss the cuestion then, and
he would take it up in Committee.

The Chairman adjourned the lieeting at 5.30 p. m.

Hs Voutasz, : N. Z. Holmbla
Repporteur. Chairman.,

(Pr. 40/ R 11/ D 32)
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ALBANTIA

To the Chairman of the

Maritime Regional Conference

Mr, Chairmen.

The Delegation of the People's Republic of Albania has the
honour of submitting to you herewith a list of Albanig’s needs in

connection with two frequencies in the 415 - 525 ke¢/s. band,

| In asking you to hgve the kindness to consider our indispen-
sable needs, we beg you to accept, Mr, Chairman, the assurance of
our high regard.

Petro Kito

. Delegate of the People’s
Republlc of Albania,

(18,26-7)
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POPULAR REPUBLIC OF ALBANTIA

Power

Administra~ Obser—

Exact Approx. Date Call Name and geographi-~  Type Dircct~ Mox. Max. Type of Date on
Fre— band Sig~ cal position of of of o ivity  fre— nor~ service vhich tion in vabions
quen-— width . nal station and country  trans— pAerial == of quency mad and coun~ fre— operating
ey of first of notifi- . mission rate Acrial of rate tries guency " company
notifi-  cation of (40, of modu— of with is put -
cation frequency Al, A2, modu~ lation trans-— which into
of fre- for sta—. A3,04, lation in mig—~ commmn- opera~
quency tion named A5 and ke/s sion ication:  tion by
for in colum B) for in is pro~  station
country 5. : types band  Jected named
;’\.2,;'\.3 - Or CS— in
M and tablish—- colum
A5 ed. 5 (date
trans- project—
mis— ed in
) . _ sions brackets)
ke/s m kv %
1 2 3a 3b 4 . 5 6 Ta T 8 9 10 1 12 13 14
442 649 - - " Durres (Durazzo) A2 0.5 - - - -  FC,CP - State -
. ~Abania
523 574 - - Vlora-Albania Als2 0.2 - - - - FC,CP - State C -
Petro Kito

Delegatce of the Peopld.s Republic of Albania

(Tr.15/R.11/D.22)
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GERMANY.

In the absence of a decision'by the Conference
on the reguirements for German coast stations, the
Chairman of the Working Group for the Allocation of
Frequencies wishes to draw the attention of Committee
4 to the requirements that have been submitted by the
Authorities on Forms 2 to the Radio Conference at At-
lantic City, 1947, and since published by the Berne
Bureau, These requirements aré contained in the at-

tached appendix.

‘R. H., Billington
Chairman

Working Group 4B,

St:30
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Expract from Forms 2 submitted at .itlantic City.

UoStStR- Zone

No requirements submitted.

. St 30

Name EMaximum Power in Type of Maximum Frequency Hours of rype of |
of Station service Antenna i~ Emission bandwidth of station operation Service
range in in kws in ¢/s in k¢/s
kms

British Zone
Elbe Weser 300 1.5 al, L2 2500 445 c CcP
Kiel 300 1.5 al, a2 2500 421 C Cp
Norddeichr 300 1.5 Ll, A2 2500 445 (o] CP
Flensburg 100 0.1 il 2560 442 c CP
Horns Rev 100 0.1 H2 2500 445 c “CP
Kiel 100 0.1 A2 2500 e c ¢p
PL 5 100 0.1 A2 2500 445 c cp
Elbefeverse 100 0.1 L2 2500 445 c cp
wsmerican sone
Bremerhaven Unlimited 5 41, w2 1100 396 c CP

i al, a2 1100 428 c Cp

.........................
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BELGIUM

Information with regard to the freguency requirements
of the Belgian coastal stations in the band 415 - 525 kc/s.

g i i
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
AL A2 | A | B
Ostende 2048123"E | 800| 2 | 0,5/A1,A2 12000 | 435 | 435 | C cP
51°11 '00" N T
Anvers 4924100"E  400/0.6 | 0.3 AL,A2 | 2000 | 472 | 472 | © CP
o [51°13 042" | T |

(Tr.11/R.11/St.45)
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¢ et i

Enclosed please find listbof Danish coast stations in the
frequency band 415-525 kec/s.

On account of mutual disturbances of Lyngby Radio (467 ke/'s)
and Skagen Radio (464 kc/s) it is most desirable, thaf the future

frequencies of these two stations are spaced at least 10 xe/s.

9t.33%
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Page 2 ( 2-
Denmark. , Coast stations in the freguency band 415-525 ke/s.
T 2 A 5 5 74 73 g K
Name of station Geogq‘gg,phic?l Maxirpwn Po*xtfver in‘ Tyge . %axémwgth Frequ?ncyko/f §‘5ation Hours Type
position o servicei antenna o andwi in k¢/s ‘ of of
transmitting  range (kW) emis-{ (in ¢/s) , opera-  service
station (km) sion Existing | Proposed tion
(1at.~long.) Al A ‘ frequency : frequency i
<
Aalborg Bugt - 1l0.47.36 E | 200 0.5 | A 2000 425 T CR
lightship 56.50,57 N 2
Anholt Enob 11.59.30 B 200 0.5 i A 2000 425 I CR
‘lightship 56.45.00 N 2
Blaavand Radio 8.06.5C B looo 0.6 | 0.9 | A_A 2000 429 ' o CP
. 55.33.14 N 12
Copenhagen 12.36.32 E 1000 1 1 N . 2000 440 | C co
’ : 55’-4‘0-4"9 l\T < i
Copenhagen | ' loo 0.1 A 2000 467 ¢ Cp
Lyngby Radio 2 ‘
Gedser Rev 12.08.45 & 200 0.5 | A~ 2000 425 1 CR
lightship L 54.25.12 N ’ 2
Horns Rev 7.19.45 E 2oo 0.5 | A, 2000 425 I CR
lightship 55.33.57 N g : < { : :
Kattegat S 12,14.49 E 200 0.5 | A, | 2000 425 1 * CR
lightship 56.14.43 N . 4
Kattegat SW 11.08.38 E 200 0.5 A, | 2000 425 I CR
lightship - 56.05.57 N :




) 1 \
{ ) .
: : s _ ‘
Laesoe Rende 1{10.43.37 E 200 ! 6.5 (Aé 2000 425 T . CR
lightship : 57.31.35 N : E ;
Skagen Radio | 10.34.23 B 300 | 0.25 % 0.35/44, 2000 464 c | cp
- {57.44.04 K s g %
% E - | g
Skagens Rev 110.43.43 E 200 V0.5 ‘AQ 2000 425 g _—
lightship { 57.46.22 N g ; : g
' ! ! i !
Skamlebaek 111.25.26 B looo | 1 | A 200 435 I cp
Copenhagen . 55.50.20 N ° g i : :
» o e ! ‘ %
Skamlebaek lltgsnzé B 500 | 0.75 1 0.751A A 2000 467 c § CPp
Lyngby \ 55.50.20 N i ? p 12 : - .
H . \ H
. 3 : ) H N ! 3
Thorshavn Radio 6.46.00 W. 2000 {1 Pl A A 2000 448 C \Cp
o 62.00.52 N : : v L1 2 !
Vyl 7.36.30 B 200 | { 0.5 1A 2000 425 I ! CR
lightship  55.23.42 N : ' L2 ! : ; g

(MAR Doc. No 51-E)
Page 2 (b.)

S5t.33
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Maritime MAR Document No 52 - B
Regional Radio Conference -
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Submitted in: French

FRANCE

List of Coastal Stations open for public oorreqpondence
(CP and CR), submitted to Working Group 4 B,

Call | Fre- | Type : Na~
, Sig~  quen- : of : ture . g
gigiigi nal | oies | Trans- Coordinates: Power = - t;giz Obsgrwahons
. mission Ser-
: ivice ‘
(1) (2) 1 (3) (4 +  (5) (6) (1) (8) (9)
Agde-Radio 458 A1 A2 | 3:30;14;E | 5 | CP H 24 under con-
4%.22.15.N - struction
algiers~-Radio iFFA 416 Al A2 3.11.00.E | 1 CP H 24
. %36,45,00,N .
Bayonne-Radio FFV | 387 A2 1:%1.30:W i{0;1 ¢ CR | -~ frequency
43, 31 46N , to be re~
‘ . placed
Bordeaux Port. FFX 461 Al 22 0:37:12.W 1 CP iH 24 -
Radio : 44552021»@N
Boulogne~sur- FFB 448 1Al A2 1,37:12.EB 1 CP H 24
Mer-Radio . ) 506¢4%.00,1 .
Calais-Radio FFG | 428,5 iAl A2 1:51;11:E {0;1 ; CR {H 24
50@67“;1141\'{ ’
Cherbourg- ' : i
Rouges~-Terres- FUC 458 Al A2 1. 35a48>E
Radic 49,36,28.n (012 CF H24
Dieppe~Radio FFI | 428 AL A2 1;04,30:B 0,1 | CR H 24
Dunkirk-Port— iFFF 468,5 | A1l A2 2:22:21;E 0,1 CR H 24
Radio . ‘ 51002::59eN
Gouesnou-Radic FFW | 416 Al Azg 4:27535,B(1 5 @ CP H 24 (Will be trans-
FFW ( 476. A1 A2) 148,27.29.8(: 1 CP iH 24 $ferred to a
Havre-Port— FFY  442,5 (A1 A2 | 0;06:07:E i~ . station un-
‘Radio Y y 49.28. BOtN 0,2 { CR (H.24 zder construc~
h ’ ° : étion at Le
Marseilles~ FFM 432 Al A2 5:21,00:E ¢ 1 CP H 24 {(Congquet
Radio : 43, 19 OO.N'}

Oran-Ain-el-

Turk-Radio  FUK | 438 Al A2  0;45: 0,5 CP H 24

Rouen-Port- FFR | 419,5 Al A2 | 1.15;
Radio ‘ 494260

10,2, CR H 24

(9'29)
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Conference - ‘ ' :
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Submitted in English

UNITED KINGDOM

Trequency requirements in the band 415-525 ke/s

1. All coast stations in the United Kingdom will be
equipped to transmit on the following frequencies:

(a) 410 kxc¢/s - Direction Finding.
(b) 500 kc¢/s ~ Distress Calling and Answering.
{c) 512 kc/s ~ Supplementary Calling and Answering.

The frequency 522 kc¢/s will be used in accordance with para.73%2
of the Radio Regulations (Atlantic City 1947) i.e. when 500 kc/s
1s being used for distress purposes.,

2. The working frequencies in use at present by British
coast stations are shown in the attached appendix and represent
the minimum requirements for these stations. The United Kingdom’
is desirous of retaining the present allocations where possible.

3. It is the view of the United Kingdom that the Montreux
“Agreements should form the basis of any new frequency assign-
ment plan. The existing agreements will require modification
to take into account the changes in the frequency band available,
the number of frequencies assigned to ships under the new Radio
Regulations, new requirements due 30 development, and. extension
to cover the whole of the European region.

In this way it is hoped that the minimum changes will be
made in the present frequencies allocated to stations.

(D.28)



UNITED KINGDOM

MAR Doc.No, 53~E

Name of Geograzhical Moscimum Power in | Type of Maximm Frequency of Hours of Type of
Station Position of Service Antenna Emission bandwidth Station (m Operation Service
Transmitting Range in kws ' in e/s ke/s)
Station Yoms
(1zto & long.)
- O ogt A1M% ' '
Burnhan o 3?1 \ 335"‘1; 500 1.0 Al, A2 2500 476 c cP
o 0 b .
16T
Cullercoats 5%, g‘; . ;"g“;;, 400 0.5 AL, A2 2500 484 C P
Humber 532 19¢ 43" , |
OO 16! 34"E 400 0.5 Al, A2 2500 467 C cP
Lands Znd 50° 071 04N \ |
50 40! 057 1000 5.0 Al, A2 2500 438 C CP
. Lands BEad 1000 560 Al, A2 2500 470 C CP
) )
. AT AV
friton P i%, el 400 0.5 | A1, a2 2500 464 c cP
Horta Foreland | 51° 21F 37°1 |
,10 ?4: 554y 400 0,5 L, A2 2500 418 c Cp
o ¢ o ,
Portpatrick — | 54 50° 28 400 0.5 Al, A2 2500 461 o cP
50 074 247
- " i fatsyivy . X
Seaforth 2% g'g, 25‘3““! 400 0.5 A1, A2 2500 447 c P
PR '
Stoncghaven 567 B6Y 46T T ; ..‘
’ . . , Al 2 42 c CcP
2 121 39 300 0.5 Al, A2 500 1
Tick 58° 26! 16 ﬂ
| L A2 2500 435 c cP
2 051 5377 500 1u2 A, 52 250 35
Polkestone 517 04% 22"y o o 5 2500 o8 T oV
Harbour 10 11 2T°E 10 025 A X 4 )
Cuernsez 497 27F 15" ; R -
. X 0.0 A2 2500 17 C CV
Haxbour 2‘; 31t 350 @ 2 0 4 , ‘
Jersey ., 497 13 Q1" - . - s
2 i < { 0.0° A2 2500 417 C Ccv
Tarboyr 2° 061 34 300 2 20 10002400
Nevhiaved 507 47 09" . : a - 128 )00-+2 ) oV
i 02 031 30 150 0025 L2 2300 1‘ , 2030-2%30 :
Parkeston 517 56t 38" - ' , 2500 28 I oV
e 1© To1 1ovm 400 0.50 A2 5 !

(1.28)
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Maritime MAR Document No 54 - E
Regional Radio Conference July 21, 1948
Kgbenhavn, 1948

Submitted in: Englisy

s

Stations whose interests are represented by the United Kingdom
Freguency reguirements in the band 415 - 525 ke¢/s.

1. ~ All coast stations listed in the attached appendix will
be equipped to transmit on the following frequencies: -~

(a) 410 kc¢/s - Direction Finding

(b) 500 ke/s - Distress Calling and Answering

(¢) 512 ke/s - Supplementary Calling and Answering.
The freéuency 512 kc/s will bé'used in accordance with

para 73%2 of the Radio Regulations (Atlantic City 1947) i.e. :
when 500 kc/svbeing used for distress purposes,

2, The working frequencies in use at present at these
stations are shown in the attached appendix, and represent
the minimum requirements for these stations, The United
Kingdom is desirous of retaining the present allocations
where possible.

54.33



(IR Doc. No 54-E)

‘e

Name Geographical Maximum Power in  Type of Maximum ; Frequency of Hours Type
of station ‘Position of sexvice Antenna | emission | bandwidth station in - of of
Transmitting range in in kws in ¢/s ke/s operation Service
Stations kms Existing | Proposed :
(lat. and long.) Freguency | Frequency
Gibraltar 369 08" 32"N GIBRALTAR
' 50 20' 29%W 800 540 AL, A2 2500 470 C CP
ddalta 350 551 15N MALTA
140 29"  24"E 800 3.0 TAl, A2 . 2500 416 c CP -
: 340 54v 51N CYPRUS _
Larnaca 330 38 11%E 800 1.0 c A1, A2 2500 447 . C CP
LIBYA
Bengasi 20 07' 137N ' ’
200  U3'  48'E 800 540 Ay, A2 2500 408 429 C cP
Derna 320 46' 18'N 400 1.0 - Al, A2 2500 468 464 I CP
220 38t 554E .
Tobruk 320 05' 05N . 800 5.0 Al, A2 2500 484 C CP
. 23° 58" 53"B .
Tripoli 32° 52t 517N 800 , 5.0 Al, A2 2500 476 C CP
130 11 32"E : )

St.33
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_MAR Document Nos 55-E
July 21, 1948

Submitted in _French ,

List of frequencies required for the operation of the coastal
gtabions open to public correspondehce, as gsubmitted to

Working Group 4 B

Name of Call
station ' Sisgnal

(1) (2)

Frequen--
ces

(3)

'_[‘ypoA of Coordinates Power
transmitter

(4)

mrw e e

Atheng=Radio SVL
Afheons=Radio -

Corcyrn (Corfm)

- Radio e
: _Rhocies—-Radio -
Corinth-Radio -

‘ s
422
460

465

431

1 1.2
1023

7

iy 41 da

1.2

FIRIN

Al.AZ

AlfLZAB

1.5
0.2

0.5

0.5

02

Wature of - Time
&ervice

5) )

e i A i . i b T W W B S R A T T i e

PR

Observations
table

(N’ (8) (9)

CP 24

GP 24 - In course of reconstruction
in the Port of Piracnss

CP . 12 In course of construction.

CPp 12 In coursc of constructions

Cv 24 In course of* reconstruction
for the scrvice of ships
passing through the canal.

(D-35)
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Submitted in: English

IRELAND

Frequeney requirements in the band 415 - 525 ke/s

1. The coast stations listed in the attached appendix will
be equipped to transmit on the following frequenciesi-

(a) 410 kc/s - Direction Finding

(b) 500 kc/s - Distress Calling and Answering

(¢) 512 ke/s - Supplementary Calling and Answering.

The frequency 512 ke/s will be used in accordance with
para. 732 of the Radio Regulations (Atlantic City 1947) i.e.
when 500'kc/s being used for distress purposes,
2. The working frequencies in use at present at these stations
are shown below and represent the minimum requirements for

these stations, Ireland is desirous of retaining the present
allocations where possible, _

Name of Geographical Max imum Power in Type of

station Position of service - Antenna . emission
Transmitting range in kws.
Stations ‘ in kms ' :
- (lat. and long,) L
1. 2. 3. 4. x
Malin Head 550 21' 45N - 400 0.5 Al, A2
70 20" 30"W ' ' . '
Valentia 510 5517 48"N 400 1,0 Al, A2
10~ 20! 54"W
LR I 3 B 2R MR BN
. Max imum Fregquency of “Hours of  Type of
‘ bandwidth Station in ke/s operation  Service
in ¢/s Existing Proposed
o Frequency Frequency ' '
5@' 7. 8¢‘ 90_ 100
2500 T 421 C . Ccp
2500 429 c cP

(D; 19)
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MAR Document No. 57=E

Tuly 21 1948

Submitted in: English -

allocatlons for coast stations in the frequency band 415-525 ke/s
Committee 4
Working Group on frequency allocation

ICELLND _ -
1 2 3 Ah 4B 5 6 74 7B 8 9

» Geographical ;Maximum i Frequency of o
Name of position of service Power in antenna Type of Maximum station - Hours of Type of
station transmitting @ range (in ¥w) emission | band with | (in k¢/B) operation service

station . (in km) : (in ¢/s) Tixisting Proposed (cuT)

(latitude and Hl ? A2 freq. freq.

longitude) emission: emission in ke/s in ke/s

Isafjbrdur 228 077 329% o 0900~

66 04! 18"N- 150 0.1 L2 2100 473.0 | 473 2200 - CP
Reykjavik 21° 57' 21w 600«1) | -

64° 08* 18N | 1000 0.5~3.0 a2 2100 484.0 484 CONT. CP
Seydisfjdrdur 140 00t 00"

65° 157 369N . 300 0.5 L2 2100 473.0 473 CONT . CP
Siglufjdrdur 183 55% 30WW

66~ 08' 45N . 150 0.1 A2 2100 467.0 467 CONT.. - CP
Vestmannaeyjar 209 16% 10YW ' : 0900~

P63% 267 20N 1 600 0.1 52 2100 467.0 467 £ 2200 CP

Notes 1) Projected

(D~355_
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M..R Document

No.58-3

Submitted in

July 21,

1948

French

§ Table of frequencies in service or desired.
% Name of Call Waves Geographical 'Power | Service QCharge iné
. station signal| Frequency Type position of in the Type Hours |eentimes ' OBSERVATIONS
§ i in k¢/s ‘transmitter | aerial - of of gold - |
§ P : ' opening francs
| ANCON L ICa | 476 A1-421139307384E 2 cp H 24 60
| 143037103"N ? |
AUGUSTA . IGT | 421 (1) Alra2 15907'01%E 15 CP (1) 60 | The station of Augusta has replaced
; ’ \ 450 §Al-a2j37°05'55“N 2 - CP H 24 | the coastal steations of Messinz and
i ? : j ¢ Vitoria. '
BRINDISI | ICE | 432 il-4217°52119158 2 | CP Ha4| 60 |
‘ 140038'46" 9N | :
C4GLIARI IDP 447 Al-i2) 9%06'317E 2 CP H 24 60 The frecuency of 473 ko/s assigned

; - - 421 (1) | Al-a2:39°14738%N 15 CP (1) to the coastal station of La Madda-

473 L al=h2! 0.5 CP HX lena is also used by the coastal

5 ; station of Cagliari, in cs=z of in-
i g ’ terruption of telegraphic connec-
! 5 tions, for the despateh of radio-
! : maritime treffic.
| ] ¢ 0 , ’
. GENOA ICB 440 L Al-420 8 56'02"E 2 CP | H 24 60
: 516 L 01-402[44°25Y 44 X 2 CP H 24 60
é (D-35)

»




Summerg ‘0500 to 0530 - 1100 to 1130 -~ 1900 to 1930
Winters 0800 to 0830 - 1100 to 1130-- 1700 to 1730

(Tr.40/R.11/8t.45)

Name 6f | Call | Waves  (Gedgraphical Power  Service Charge in- .
station §81gna1 Frequency Type position of = . in the Type Hours centimes ! OBSERV.LTIONS
i | transmitter | aerial: lof of gold
g ! ' | ; ropening| francs
W.DDALENA | ICH 473 (al-a2) 9%25'10"E 2 | CP H 24 | 60 The frequency of 473 ko/s asstgned
(La) 447 D dil=is2 41 12‘59"N A 0.5, CP HX to the coastal station of Cagliari
i . : is also used by the coastal stati-
on of La Maddalena, in the case of
interruption of telegraphic conneo-
" tions, for the despatch of radio-~
maritime traffic.
NAPLES LOICN 421 (1) | Al1-42] 14014‘21“E 15 CP (1) 60
| - 140950153 | |
CIQH | 461 sl=42 14 16'2g"E 2 CP H 24
! 1409491 58"
ROME IBZ 421 (1) sz 12° 33'33"B 15 | cp (1) | 60
I1D0 519 L A1-42141°58120"N 10 CP | H 24
SPEZT4 ICS | 429 CAl-42] 9949'23"E 2 | cp H 241 60
(La) | 44°06129"5 N |
 TARLNTO ICT | 421 (1) | L1-42 l7°25‘lo"b 15 | cp (1)
473 [ 4al-42] 40°26130"N 2 CP H.24 60
TRAPANI ICP | 435 L Al-d2 12 32'47"E 2 .| Cp H 24 60
' 377 °59103"N
VENICE ICZ 421 (1) | Al-42|12921'33"E 15 | CP (1) 60
429 (1) .;Ale&g 45026'0%"N 2 CP H 24
; :
(1)
Meteorologlcal Service: Tlmetable
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MAR Document No,. 59~k
Regional Radio Conference July 21, 1948
Kgbenhavn, 1948
Submitted in: French
MOROCCO AND TUNISIA.
Iist of Morocban and Tuneésian Coastal Stations
open for Publie Cérrespondence (CP), submitted
to the Working Group.
" .-.1.. D e e e S
Name of CalliFre- Type |Coordinates| Power|Na- |Time table Obserw-
Station Sign+quenciedof ture ations
al Trans+ of
mis~ Serw!
sion vice
(1) (2) | (3) (4) (5) (6) | (7) (8) (9)
1. - MAROCCO-
Agadir/Radio {CND {461 Al A2} 9.35.15.W | 2 CP {0800-1400
- 130.20,30,N 1600-~1800
2100-2400
Casablanca-~ ; ’
Morocco/Radio|CNF [#£AL AL A2] 7.38.05.W 2 cP H 24
33f36.30§N
Pangier/Radio|CNVW |#2% AL A2| 5.49.10.W | 2 |CP H 24
35e45458.N
2. = TUNIGIA
Bizerta/Radio|FUX 429 Al A2| 9.48.18.E {".§,5 |CP H 24

(D34)
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Submitted in: English

NORWAY
REPORT

for

COMMITTEE 4 (Working Group 4 B)

Norway has a coastline of about 2500 km,, and as the
attenuation for radio propagation alonz the coast is very
high, due to the mountainous topography, one must have a
considerable number of coast stations to give sufficient
traffic and safety service. .

Before the last war, Norway had the following coast
stations: TJOME FARSUND, UTSIRA, BERGEN A1ESUND, RORVIK
BODO INGOY and VARDO,

The stations UTSIRA, BODO and INGOY were comnpletely
destroyed durlng the war, UTSIRA and INGOY have been -
replaced by STAVANGER and HAMMERFEST, but BODO ‘has not yet
been rebuilt. Two new coast stations, HARSTAD and TROMSO, ‘have
have been erected to fill the gap between RORVIK and
HAMMERFEST, o

The situation of today is shown in the attached list,
where new frequencies.are proposed, considering the mutual
sharing possibilities,

S. Skolem

- Head of the Norweglan Delegation,

(D,19)



) Max. Aint. Power -2 1&1;1[;‘&1% Noaé@ﬁgz‘equency of E

gﬁﬁigg Gf)giﬁfﬁcal Isqzzvicim' A KW. Type of = Bang Width; Station, ke/s Hours of = Type of

| 8¢ i< 1 h2 Emission /s Existing | Proposed Operation '
ATIESUND Sz 500 2 1 0,8  ay/hp 2500 | ) 476 418 H24 cp
BERGEN - E 6gggizzg§§‘ 700 4 ; 1,6 " * x) 470 441 H24 - CP
Boné o '%$3§Zi§8§§ _ 300 1,5%} 0,6 w o " | 385 464 - HX co
E&RSG%D ' Sggnggizﬁ 500 1 2 ; 0,8 f . n | x) 450 450 H24 cPp
HAMMEREEST'A gggzg:g§:§ 500 é 10,8 4 M " 450 418 "He4 CP
HARSTAD | éggiélégﬁﬁ 500 2 0,8 . " 445 432 H24 ch
KRISTIANSAND 5838328g:g ‘ 300 1,51 0,6 n " ‘ 385 264 HX» o
R5RVI?I>_ o %igéizigiﬁ 500 2 0,8 " " o ix) 441 487 . H24 cp
STAVAGER | 30381748 500 2 [ o8 & « | x) a6 | 432 | mHea e
TIOME. | %8252:§§:§ 300 2 0,8 " " x) 438 476 H24 CP
TROMSO %ggggjggzg 300 1§ 0,4 Lo " ‘ 438 441 H24 ‘»cp
VARDO lééggg:gggg 500 | 2 : 0,8 " " 469 487 H24 [
(B &9). : . | ‘ i x) Montr;@e&ux agreemerél't 19'39
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1
Name of B8tation

SCheveningen

Umuiden

2

Cail
Sign

PCH

PCI -

NETHERLLNDS

Working frequencies in the band of 405-525 ke/s

/3,
Frequency

(in k¢/s)

461
421

461
421

1; auxiliary station,_hodrs irregulars

4,
Type

Ll iz

Ly/a2.

AV
4;&1/4.&2

5

Geograph.
Position

(04°15'29"E

(

E

5295 45nN

04035730"E
52027 '50"N

New transmitter in construction, which will use 2 KW.

6

Power

3;
|

in Ant.
(in XKW)

.7.‘
Nature

of Serv.

Cp

CP
CP

MAR Doc. No. 61-E

July 21, 1948

Submitted in? English.

w

Hours

of Serv.s

(32)
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AR Doec. No. 6
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2-E

Submitted in: French
POLLND
Frequencies in the band 405 - 525 k¢/s.

Name Geographical Maximum :Power in - iType Maximum (Station frequencies Time Type
of ~ poesition eof range aerial iof , Band - (in ke¢/s) table of
station ~transmitting of (in-Kw) - con o o tronsmission width  Existing i Proposed ser-

station service Transm1351on Transm1851on7 (infq/s}frequ@ncy;frequency vice
(latitude al L2 : o L
and o ‘ ‘;

| longitude) T b :

T 5 3 B /5 S 5 6 74 7B 8 9
Gdynia 54 32 49 N 18 32 19 E 10350 2.0 A ly A2 3000 380 ® 1 0P
Gdynia 54 32 49N 18 32 19 E 1000 2.0 Al, &2 3000. 432 432 1 cp
Gdynia 54 32 49 N 18 32 19 B 1000 2.0 Al, b2 3000 . | 449 1 CP
Gdynia 54 32 49 N 18 32 19 & 1000 2.0 Al,. a2 0 3000 1)484 1)484 1 cp
2)Kolobrzeg 54 11 29 N 15 30 24 E 600 0.5 Ady &2 3000 380 ? 1 CP
2)Kolobrzeg 54 11 29 N 15 30 24 B - 600 0.5 - Ay a2 . 3000 425.5 1 Cp
2)Kolobrzeg 54 11 29 N 15 30 24 B 600 0.5 4l, &2 3000 1)439 1 . cp
Swinoujseie 53 54 29 W 14 13 17 L 1000 220 a1y, L2 3000 . 361,4 1 §.CP
Swinoujscie 53 54 29 N 14 13 17 & 1000 220 & Ly L2 3000 4,5 418,5 1 i CP
Swinoujscie 53 54 29 N 14 13 17 E 1000 2.0 Al; A2 13000 1§43% 1)43 1 | CP
Swinoujscie 53 54 29 N 14 13 17 & 1000 2.0 . Al, 42 3000 1)458 1 1)45 1 cp
Swinoujscie 53 54 29 N 14 13 17 E 1000 1240 A1, 4 2 3000 479 1479 1 CP
3)Ustka 54 35 30 N 16 51 15 B 600 0.5 Al, A2 3000 468 1 | CP
3)Ustka 54 35 30 N 16 51 15 B 600 0.5 Aly 42 13000 515 1 CP

Note 1) Frequencies notified to Berne by Poland. P, Wolowski
~ 2) Btation in process of construction. Head of the Polish Delegation
3) Projected station. 20 July 1948,

(Tr.11/R.11/D32



(vEIZIYI pue SMMOTZY) TYHAINOd

-Namé of station; Geografical posi-iMaximum ; Power in Type of dlaximum [ Frequencies: Kéqui- | Hours of ! Type of
tion of transmit- service | antenna emission Dand :in service : rements @ opera- | service !
ting station _ range % . width | (Buebooks) tion : :
AZORES
3111 18 W . . A4 o, 364.7 415
Flores 39 22 30 N 1.000 0.45 5;1‘;2 5 i i32.5 c co
28 38 04 W AL 2 , 398.6 432 :
forta 3139 3000 20 Ay @5 3ealy 4152) 0 co
Ponta Delgada 25 40 12w 1.000 -4 by d 2. 394.7 4152) o
37 44 12 N , 0-45 "2 > 429 v CO
2 O W 41 41
Ponta Delgada 3; iz %0 N 1,800 0.50 iy Ao 2.5 7 / e cp
. 25 99 W . 394.7 4152)
1 b i A ; .
Santa Maria jg 58 N 1.000 0.45 g 02 2,5 455.5 420.5 T co
’ MaiDEIRL
: 16 54 00 W L o ) 394.7 4152) . ‘
Fu?lCﬂa'l 32 38 00 N 1.000 0.35 &g Do 2,5 430 C Go
Madeira §8 x %g y 1,800 0.50 &y b 2.5 25 1) o GP
¢ PORTUG L -
houlis 9 05 25 ¥ | ? . | 204, 1 52)
 bpulia 2958 %51 2,000 | 1.0 g o 2.5 S “5a s co
_ . ’ A \ N Y N [ 2 ¢ 304,7 473 J: sTe
Boa Nova . 4§ %g ég W 1.0C0 0-35 5@1 dxo 2¢59 iéz / iiq a G0
Cascais 25 02 W 375"_ 443
32 41 31 N 1.000 0.35 b ho 2.5 394.7 4152) C oo
- : - B 04 . 4152
Faxro 3% 67 09 1 1,500 0.75 4 b 2.5 2757 pria c c0
Iisboa 38 R LR 2,700 3.0 i Ao 2.5 435 i35 o op
g 11 17 W o ) _ 394,.7 4152) -
Honsanto 38 43 47 X 3,000 2¢5 Ay s 2.5 4412 IERE c co
» \,-rz:_" A 9 00 49 W ) . S 1TE i - " ‘«..‘
lll ,ntlJO 3,-‘ 45 12 II 2-:0\.}0 .1 ;O .-“-:5 < 2 < - E) r%g?;vr/- 4*:??’02\ i3 -“E"(‘? |
Sagres 38 28 ié ¥ - 1.009 2. 5. %”? o 17%2) a co
. ......... :‘: 34"2?: N nglsi;“be N C'l‘,larl‘ged/-' Pt erprye err TR O £t R X 2 dfrey e :’ S t‘/l l”’
2, 419 is a common freguen T

"YSTITIuE :ul pajsiwang

QY61 ‘fua=squsaey]
HAONHEYHANOD 010%d TVNOIDEY

ovblL ‘Lz Lrap

HTI LIS

"ON 000 WM

9
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Submitted in French

ROUMANTA

COASTAL STATIONS OF THET ROUILHIIAN PEOPLI'S REPUBLIC -
IV THE BAND 415 — 490 Xc/Sec.

- s

_ = - s
Nome of Call Bxoct . . '
gtation : geographical Power Services . Observations
- Signod Frequencics Type of - position of n Tature  Hou £
d Les Lype oL transmitting aerial i ours o
ke/s transmission . : opening
. aerial lovr :
' ‘ ‘ 1.2 o, .
Constanta YOTr 462 A A 280 40T 15¢ 2 H 24
44° 101 00" cP
. < ,n.l 2 ° ,. it
Suling TQL 477 AT A 290 401 37 0.5 H 24
45" 98¢ 37 A cp

(Tr.11/R 11/D D-35)



Maritime ‘ : MAR Doc. ¥o, 65-E
Regional Radio Conference July 21, 1948
Kgbenhavn 1948 '

Submitted in: English

SWEDEN

SvEDEW: Hequired allocations for Coast stations in the band 415-525 Kc/sL

Name Geographical Max. Antenna Band- Frequency of Hours Type
of position of service power width station Ke/s of of
station transmitting range K. ¢/s PBxis- Pro- oper- ser-.

- station Km. Al A2 ting posed ation vice
Boden 21 33 50 B 300 - 0,5 2500 464 464 24  CP
65 50 40 N ' '
Goteborg 11 5% 57 B 300 1 1 2500 458 458 24 CP
57 40 46 N ‘
Hirngsand 18 07 47 B 300 1 1 2500 464 464 24  CP
62 42 30 N n
Karlskrona 15 33 00 E 300 1 1 2500 464 464 24  CP
56 11 00 N ‘
Stavsnis 18 42 47 B 400 1 1 2500 464 464 24  CP
59 16 47 N
Tingstéde 18 %5 50 B 300 1 1 2500 461 461 24 CPp
N

57 43 47



. MARITIME ~ MAR Documént No,66~E
REGIONAL RADIO CONFERENCE July 21, 1948

K@BENHAVN 1948

Submitted in¢ French

TUREKEY

Working Groun 4 B

On 12 April 1939, the following four regional agreements
for coastal stations were concluded at Montreux:

1) Regional agreement for the Baltic,

2) Regional agreement for the English Channel
and "the North Sea.

3) Regional agreement for the Atlantic Ocean
and the coast of North Africa.

4) Regional agreement for “the Mediterranean,

At present, neither the Black Sea nor the Behring Sea
appear in these agreements.

As a result of the decision taken on the basic technical
prineiples of the Maritine Radio Service, the Delegation of
Turkey proposes that a regional agreement should be made for
the Black Sea at the time of allocation of frequen01es to the
coastal stations of the Eurcpean area.

‘The five countries bordering upon the Black Sea can
easily conclude such a regional agreement by direct negotiation,
The coastal stations of the Black Sea can be assigned fre-
quencies in such a way as to avoid mutual interference, with
subsequent check of interferences by night fron the stations
of other regions.,



"2—.<
TURKEY

Imeum Frequoncy Requirements for the Moritimo Cormunications
of Turkish Coastal Sta.t:l.ons

COMMITTEE 4

(Froquoncy Alloeation Committec)
Working Group 4 B on Frequency Allocations)

- % A

.y

B 2 $ 0 3e 8 de : 50 :  ba 3 ’ To s 8. : 9.
Neame of ¢ Geographieal position : Moxdimm ¢ Power of : Typc of ¢ Moxdimum ¢ Freguenoy of Station ¢ Time~table 3 Type of Scrvice
: q
Station ¢ of trangmitting station : Range : acrial ¢ tronsmission : bend H 3 -3
: D rnryr i v e 2 (in km) ¢ (in kw) ¢ width  : present ¢ proposcd s :
: latitude & s 3 s A2 trons= 3 3 (in ¢/s) s freguoncy : frequoncy s s
Longitude ¢ Region o ‘ ' .
: . : : missions 3 s : 3 3
3 (approm‘ko) s g e * Ll Q '] Ll [}
Opp: , ,
ISTANBUL 28°55:00"E Black Sca _ : o, .
41 00 00 N and Hodi- 450 0,8 AL B 2500 _ 376 115 continuous CcP
torrancan
ISTANBUL " " 1000 3 Al A2 2500 439 - " CP
B 0 . -
ZONGUIDAK  31°48!'00"E . | ~ . 500
41 26 00 X Black Sca 1000 3 _ Al A2 A3 BOOQ 463 C
SPSW  36°18'00"E e ) L 123 - ,
%’I‘rm:szobggond) 39°%0'00 E Black Sea 1000 3 M A243 8000 - 473 " o
- e
TR . 27°11100 E Modi - , ‘ . » ~ . o
(Smymzi) 38 25 00 W forrancon 1000 3 AL 02 45 8000 453
ADANA . 35718100 E Modie 1000 3 Al A2 43 8000 - 415 " "

torrancan

(De19)
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REGIONAL RADTO CONFERENCE MAR Doc.No.67-E

Kebenhavn, 1948 21 July 1948

Submitted in: English

YUGOSTLAVIA

Preliminary report for Working Group 4 B,

(frequency allocation)

Along the Yugoslav Coast with its airliine of 700 km.
and coastline of 1200 km. there are several hundreds of large
and small islands. The coast and islands are very mountain-
ous, and contain large quantities of iron ore and other mi-
nerals. There are many fjords, large and small. There are
some ten main comirercial ports, which can accommodate large
ocean-going vessels, Local and oversea trade and traffic
is -of the first importance.

Under the Montreux agreements, the Yugoslav coast had
two coast radio stations, namely Klinci~radio and Sibenik-
radio. Both of these were destroyed by the armies of occu-
pation during the recent war, After the war ended, two radio-
stations were established on the Yugoslav coast, namel
Rijeka-radio and Split-radio. A third (Dubrovn1k~rad;o§ is
under construction, as will appear from the attached list,
"Rijeka" and "Split" radio were included in the 1947 Bern
"List of Ships and Coast Statlons with Supplements“

Considering the 1mportance of the maritime trafflc
(ships of all nationalities) along the Yugoslav coast and
the numerous islands, the conditions above indicated are
very unfavourable for the transmission of electromagnetic
waves, 1t is therefore essential to assign new fregquencies
for the Yugoslav coast stations, in order to ensure satisfac-
tory communication with ships at Seg, and to comply with the
provisions of the safety of Life at Sea Convention,

8t : 30



Frequencies required for COAST STATIONS

in the frequency Band 415 - 525 ko/s

IM DOG 'NO . 67"E

1) Under construction.

¥, 2. e lew Se G Ts 8. 9%

, ‘ Q2% e Sl R N , S
Name of Geographical ) £ Power in Antomma: o ) Frequency of station Hours ©of Type of
Station position of d (in 157) 5.1 8¢9 (in ke/s) operation service

transmestation = [ (P T A e g
(1at.& long) o A A2 29 ] |Existing | Proposed
T § Bnissi~ Emissians 2% - ¥ | frequency| frequency |
Dabrovnik T 427 39'% 150 0,12 AL A2| 2500 490 H 24 cP
18° 17'E 250 418 ’
Rijeka 450 160 300 0.5 1 A2 2500 400 484 H 24 P
14° 20'% | 400 461 K4 ‘
: 444
Split 437 30T 500,
, 16 25'% 700 1 11 A2! 2500 £00 461 H 24 CP
466 421
S L — o

St:23%0
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(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 68

Note: The following replacements and cancellations were issued in relation to this document:
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Document No.
Document No.
Document No.
Document No.
Document No.
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133 — Replacement of Document No. 68
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135 — Replacement of Document No. 68
136 — Replacement of Document No. 68
133 — Cancellation of Document No. 68
134 - Cancellation of Document No. 68
135 - Cancellation of Document No. 68
136 — Cancellation of Document No. 68



MAR Document 68-E

July 21,

: Meritime
- Regional Radio Conference
Kegbenhavn, 1948

il

o,
1948

Original: Russian
UsS.5.8.
Frequency | Aporoxi~-|Date when [Date of +the [Signal {Denomination Mlass of
ke/s mate the fre- demand of and geogra~  transmission
wave- quency has ithis fre- phical situa-
length been de-~ quency for tion of the
manded for the station station, and
the first .whose name denomination
time by appears in of the coun-
the coun- col, 5 try to which
try in the station
question belongs
1 2 3a b 4 5 6
Russian Soviet T'ederated Sociolist Rewublié
152 1974 - - UOR - | Leningrad RSFSRvAl A2
158 1900 - - K | liurmansk " AlA2
267 1124 - - Uo0Y | Narian-Mar n A1A2
284 1056 - - UTS Arkhangelsk " A1A2
405 740 - - UGK=-2| Kaliningrad AlAZ
422 711 28.T+33 27.2.54 UVB | Poti i AlAz
425 706 - . UzT | Mezen A,
435, 690 2742434 27.2.34 UEK | Feodosia i A1A2
435 690 27+2.34 27.2.34 UMV | Murmensk A A,
440 632 28:7423 28,8.37 UzB Sochi i Ale
441 680 2T742,.34 2724354 Uzs3 Onega i A1A2
445 674 2847433 27.2434 UMB | Rostov/on/Don’ Ad,
448 670  [28.5,31 27+2.34 UZI | Kandalakcha ™| AjA,
451 665 - - UNH | Vyborg f A1A2
454 661 - - UZC | Anapa wo Ay A,
454 661 - - UFO | Sukhumi " A A

(D34)
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' v i : e
ower of the anfenna  Maximum Maximum ‘Noture of |Date .of Kemivdstration
i —T - normal service putting or exploiting.
kw Percen- Direc- ige%g§ﬁ§z~ rate and deno- |the fre~ | company
tage tivity |7 0 for% (in bands) Imination |quency
modu=- of the the trang- of terri~ |into use
lation | . ' tories by the
entenna|missions ) A
(in %) of class: _ whe;e con- station
A A munication| whose
127227579 is envisagrname is
A e€¢ ~r in- | .. .
4 , v given -
(in kc/sg) troduced | 717001,
5
(The pre-
sumed date
appears
in © L
bradkets)
7e | Tb | .8 9 io | 1 | 12 | 13
R.SdFmSaRg
L,0 - - - - I'C CP int - § (Ministry of
o _ o § Communications
L,5 - - - ~- FC CP 1936 i
D25 - - - - rc c@ 1 1936 "
b,025, - - R FC CR " 1936 y
0y, 5 - - - - FC CP - .
D, 5 - - A - - FC Ccp ¢ 1927 "
D, 5 - - - - |FCCP " | 1936 iy
D, 5 - - - FC CP © 1924 i
3,3 - . - - FC CP " | 1936 "
., 0 - e - - FC Cp @ 1936, "
7,25 - - - - FC CR " | 25.6.31 o
0,25 - b - - FC Cp ® 1931 "
0,12 - - - - FC CP " | 2949,3% "
D, 5 - - - - FC CR W | - i
0,5 - - - - lFC CR M 1939 L
0,5 - - - - FC Ccp ™ 1936

(D34)
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1 2 | 38 2b 4 6
454 ,6611 - - UKH | Tiptse R.S.F.S.R, A1A2
454 1661 ; - - UPI | Otchémtchiri " A2
454 661 - - ULP | Evpatoria " AlA2
454 {661 - - UDN | Novorossiisk - " AlA2
454 1661 - - ULH | Rostov /on Don " ALA2
454 1661 . - -  UWK | Kem - 1 AlA2
454 1661 - - ULM | Kertch " - A1A2
454 15661 - - UJE | Khodovarikha " A1A2
460 652 |27.2.34 | 17:4.%6] UMN | Murmansk " AlA2
464 1647 [27.,2.34 |27.2.34,UCO | Yalta " JA1AR2
465 1645 | - - UIA | Arkhangelsk " A1A2
465 1645 |27.2.34 120,5,35] UWT | Tanganrog " - A1A2
469 1640 [10.1.3%36 | 10.1.36{UNY | Tiptse " A1A2
4/5 6%2 114,4.32 | 20.5,35| UHF | Eisk " AlA2
176 1630 |1:12.32%27.2,34 UES | Belomorsk " A1A2
4&4 620 (1.1.34 11.1.34 {UPJ | Leningrad " A1A2
484 1620 {2,4.30 |19.,3,37)UFA | Batumi " ALA2
484 1620 12.,4.30 {27,234, UVA | Batumi " AlA2
500 (600 - - UMP | Novorossiisk " A1A?
500 {600 - - UMQ | Kertch " A1A2
51% 584 - - UGK | Kaliningrad " AYA2
516 (581 - - UDB | Leningrad " AlA2
519 |578 - - UGE | Arkhangelsk " AJA2
530 1566 S T UWE | Akhtari " A1A2
530 566 [27.2.34 {10,4,37| UMN~2Adler " Al1A2
- 530 1566 - - UDT | Gagry " AlA2
530 1566 127.2,34 [20.5.35{UWT | Taganrog " A1A2
530 1566 - - UWF | Taman " A1A2
530 |566 - - UWC | Temruk " A1A2
530 1566 - - UWD | Bokovo " A1A2
530 566 - - UZV | Kertch " AlA2

- (D32)
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Ta Tb 8 9 10 11 12 13
0,07 - - - - FC CR int. 1936 Ministry of

‘ . v Communications
0.1 . - - - - C O 1" 1t 1"
0525 - - - - FC CR M 1" u
0.5 - - - - FC CP " n "
0;5 - - - - FC CR " " n
0,1 - - - - FC CR " n n
1;0- - - - - FC CP M 1 "
O;ii - - e - FC CcO "® n i
1,0 - - - - FC Cp " 1937 "
0.3 - - - - FC CP ™ 1925 "
l;O - - - - FC CP ™" - "
0,1 | = - - - FC CP ° 1913 y
0:3 - - -] - FC CP " 1937 "
0:5 : - - = rC CP 1928 "
1,25 - - - - FC CP 1934 "
0;3 - - - - rc cP " 1939 "
007 - - - - FC CR " 1939 "
1.5 - T R FC CP " 1937 n
0;5 - S I FC CP 1936 n
0,5 - - - - FC CO ™ 1936 "
1%0 - - - - FC CR 1 - 1
540 - - - - FC CP * - "
550 - S N FC Cp ™ - "
0,5 - - - - FC CO " 1939 "
0:07 - - - - FC ¢cO ™ 1939 "
0,07 - - -~ - FC CR %~ 1938 "
O - -~ - - FC CR " 1931 "
0.1 “ - - - FC CR " 19%6 "
O g 25 - Ll - - FC CR " 1936 ' "
0;005 - - - = FC CR " 1936 "
0,005} - o - - FC CR " - "

(D32)
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Observations e the demand submitted by the
Russian S.F.S, Republic {pp, 1, la, 2, 2a).

1) THe list of frequencies of coastal stations enumcrated in
our demand corresponds to the one which the Soviet Union has
submitted to the Provisional Frequency Board.

2) The coastal stations enumerated in our demand do not work
only on frequencies contained in the present list, but also on.
frequency ranges registered with radio stations and published
by the Berne office of the International Union of Telecommuni=
cation in the lists of radio stations both on the coast and
~on board ships, This implies that at any given time those of
the frequencies will be used which are not occupied by another
station, : :

3) A part of the frequencies cited in the given demand are’
outside of the band allotted to the mobile maritime services,
Therefore it is indispensable to replace them byfrequencies
of the range attributed to those services.

4)  As regards workins frequencies which should be definitely
reserved for coast radio stations, their attribution to the
latter is imperative and should be effected on the basis of the
general plan of this Conference for the allowance of frequencies
.in such a manner that smooth functioning of radio stations,
undisturbed by mutual interferences, is safegumrded. In this
connection it is desirable that the 2 stations referred to in
the demand should be assigned frequencies in the band of

150 - 160 kc¢/s, 2 others in the band of 255 - 285 k¢/s and

the remaining ones in the bands of 415 = 490 and 510 - 525 ke/s
respectively, : ‘ - . ‘

5: The power of some of the coast radio stations enumcrated

in this demand should be altered in conformity with the general
plan of this Conference for allocation of frequencies,

(D.19)
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Date ' Denomination | Class of
J—— ' - : and geograw trans-
Frequency hgge‘ when the of the Signaliphical situa~  mission
ke/s Wove— frequency | demend tion of the Al, A2,
lensth has been of this station and A%, A4,
as demanded frequency denomination B.
for the for the of the coun-
first timc | station try to which
by the whose ~ {the station
country in | namc ; belongs
question appéars.in
C01c5
1 2 3a 3 4 5 6
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
418 718 - o uov Kilya Re.S.S.U, Al A2
428 701 | - - | .UED |Otchakov " Al A2
- 431 696 - . - U0l Skadovsk " Al A2
434 691 - - UOL |Khorly " Al A2
445° 674 28,7.33 20.5.35, |. UDC |Mariupol " Al A2
445 674 " 27.2.34., UDE Odessa i Al A2
454 661 - - UHM |Nikolaev " | Al A2
460 652 272434, 14,6.%6. UEQ |Genitchesk" Al A2
460 652 " 20,552 % UWH |[Osipenko " Al A2
475 632 14.4.52 15.5,36. UHZ  #herson " Al A2
490 512 - - UFR | Izmail " | Al A2
500 600 - - UHL |Nikolaev " | Al A2
500 600 - - . UHN Odessa n Al A2
520 577 - - UVE-2 | Odessa " | Al A2

(D;l9)
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Ta | To 10 11 |12 13
VO?5 - - FC CR int. | - Mﬁnsviaz

' Ministry of
0s5 - - FC CO " - Communications
0,5 - - FC CO " - "
9;5 ~ - "FC CO " - L
0.5 - - FC CP " 11931 "
0, 75| - - FC Ccp " 1934 "
0,% . - FC CP " 1935 "
0,05} = - FC CR " 11936 n
0,5 - - ﬁc cp o 1930 "
0,5 » - FC ¢p ® 1931 "
1,0 - - FC cP ™ - "
1,0 - - FC CO ™ 1938 "
0,5 - - FC CR ™ 1976 "
5,C - - FC' CP " - "

(D32)
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Observations

Re the demand of the Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republice

on

1) The 1list of frequencies enumerated in the demand concerning
coast radiostations corresponds to the one which the Ukrainian S.S.Re
has submitted to the Frovisional Frequency Board.

2) Some of the coast radiostations amongst those which are
enumerated in the demand work in fact not only on the frequencies
figuring on this list, dbut also on frequency ranges registered for
radiostations and publicshed by the Berne office of the International
Telecommunications Union in the lists of stations functioning on the
coast and on board ships. :

3) Part of the frequencies enumerated in this list are not meant
for coast stations in conformity with the regulations of Atlantic City.
Therefore this kind of frequencies ought to be replaced by frequencies
belonging to the range that has been reserved for the mobile maritime
services,

4% On the basis of the genedal plan of this Conference relating to
ailocation of frequencies, the working frequencies destined for coast
stations of the Ukrainian S.S.R. ought to be allocated in such a
manner as to guarantee these stations the pagsibility of functioning
without mutual interference. In this connection it would be desirable
that the radiostations enumerated in the demand be assigned frequencies
within the ranges both, of 415 = 490 and of 510 = 525 k¢/s.

(ste45)
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Signal

Frequency|{Approxi- Dat e Denomination Class
ke /s mate when the jf the demand and geogra- iof
wave= frequency jof this fre- phical situa-trans-
length has been juency for tion of the mission
demanded jthe station station, and
for the vhose name denomination
first time| appears in of the coun~ .Al,A2
by the tol. 5 try to which | °
country in the station (A, A
: : 5774
question belongs R
1 2 3a 3b 4 5 6
Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic 4
429 699 - - | YIB | Libava L.S.S.R. AlA2
435 690 1.1.%4 1.1,3%4 UoG n " A1A2
442 679 - - UNI | Vindava " | AlA2
470 638 - - YILA | Riga " A1A2
480 625 1.1.34 1.1.%4 UKB | Riga " AlA2

(D32)



G Coeite GREII - €L T

Power in the aerial

0w i A W

XW Percen- Directi-
tage mo-

¢

[al

fun ot Guy See e

CUETIG. G

R

lula ~

tion

& A
L 1n S

vity of
the an-
tenna

R e N

ol 68.;-

MAR Doc.No,68-E

L ST SE Y R0

Maximum Meximim
frequency hnormal

of modula- rate
tions for (in b.uds)

the trans-~
missiors of
nlass
A]_’AZ!A
A

4
(in ke/s)

5 .

Ta ¢ To 8 9 10
Tatvign Soviet S

0,5 - - - -
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0,5 -

1,0 -
1,0 -
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Frequency| Approxi=~ Dait.e ; Signal} Denomination |[Class
ke/s mat e when the fre-jof +the de- and geographi- | of
wave~lengthiquency has {[mand of this cal situation |trans-
been demanded|frequency of the station, mis-
for the first|{for the sta- and denomina- |sion
time by the |tion whose tion of the Al’AZ
country in |name appears country to o
question in col.5 which the sta- AW;A4
tion belongs )B
1 2 Za 3b 4 5 6
Soviet Socialist Republic of Esthonia
425 % 706 1,8.33 252,37 } ESF | TallinnR.S.SR. |A1 A2
429 683 1.1.34 = BSB | Tallinn " Al A2
|
uuuuuuuuuu g%y, ]
Soviet Socialist Republic of ILithuania
476 630 1.9.39 1.9.39 UNLI (Klaipéda Al 22
. (RQSQSQ de
Lith.

(D;ZB)
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Power in the ezrial Maximumn Maximum [Nature of|Date of Adninigs
-—frequency |normal- service putting +ration.
¥W Percen- Directivity of modulastrate and deno-|the fre- or %
tage of the ition for | (in bauds)mination |quency in- ploiting
modula- antenna the trans- . {of terri-|/to use by |sénmpany
tion missionsof tories the sta-
(in %) class Al,A where tion whose
Ay, AB’ A4 communi- |name is
(in kc/s) cation giveén in
is envi- | ¢ol.5
saged or | (the pre-
introdu~ | sumed da-
ced te appears
in bradeets)
_JTa. 1Tb. 8 . 9 10 11 12 13 .
S:S¢Rs of Esthonia
1,0 - - - - FC CP int 1928 \
-t - Ministry
0,5 - - - - FC Cp " 1928 of com-
: munica-
tions
Soviet Socialist Republic of Lithuania,
0,25 - - - - FC CP int 1928
Ministry
of Com~-
munica-
tions
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~ “EUROPBAN REGIONAL ’ 'RD Document No, 139-E
BROADCASTING CONFBRENCE 21 July 1948
" KCBENHAVN 1948 - |

MARITIME REGIONAL -~ MAR Docunent No, 69-B
RADIO CONTERENCE : 21 July 1948
KOBENHAVN 1948 . :

Subnitted in: French

Corrigcndum to
RD Document No, 95-EF
.MAR Document No, 41-E

 Page 4, 6th line of the 2nd speech of the Chairman of Committee 3,
read:

(While Germany) would not rcpresent herself, her needs could.de facto
and de jure be presentcd by the authorities.eesseeses..

(Tra5/R.ll/b,16)



Regional Maritime Radio Conference (MAR-48)
{Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 70

Note: The following corrections were issued in relation to this document:

e Document No. 73 — Correction to Document No. 70



“HARITIME REGIOWAL
RADIO CONFERENCE
Kobenhowvn 1948

MAR Dooument No, 70-E

22 July 1948
Replaces dotument 52-E

Original ¢ French

FPRANCE

—

List of coastol st-tions open to public corre-
spondance (CP and CR) s submitied to Working Group 4 B.

Name of Colll Fre- Type of | . .. i N
station PA%T SieE %‘gﬁan Coordineteb Powor N"g%m flmo i Observations
service table
(1) @ 6 @ = 6 6 (M (8) (9)
Lgde Radio 458 AA2 :3‘.50.14.E' 5 CP Ha24 | in course of
113422415 : sonstruction
Algicrs Rodio FTA | 416 ALA2 3611400, = 1 CcP He24'
' 36045000.1\1
Boyonne Redio FFV 8 A2 1 il 0,1 CR - £ ney
o ¢ 581 1300 O b6 fopiaded
Boxrdgayx~Port XL AGL AlN2 0s37612,W l CP Ha24
RO * 2524210
B ul = - B‘FB 1—48 loA 012.3 CP HQZL
Ngr i%gosur ‘ W 3; 1 1
Calais Rodio FAG | 428,5 | AlA2 1.54e11.38 1 0,1 i CR ' He24
! 50.67.11.1‘]‘
Cherbou.rg— Fgc 458 AlL2 1.3 5. 4-80E 0 ’ 5 CcP H. 24
Rouges-Terres- 49+36428,N
. Radio : :
Dieppe Rodio FFI | 428 | AlA2 1.04,30,2 | 0,1 | CR | He24
49455030, ‘
Dunkerque-~ FFT | 468,5 . A1A2 2.28,21.Z | 0,1 | CR  H.24
Port Radio 51,02.59.0
Guesnou Radio FFW | 416 ALA2 2e2Te35.E 5 &+ CP He24 2";0 bgg trﬂ:aég rel:c'm
A , red to le -
FFW 476 AJJLZ 48027.29.N l CP (3”‘10t % W S+"
¥ion CE <O~
(struction
Havre-Port FFY | 442,5 Ali2 0.06,07:E | 0,2 | CR | H24
- Radio 49028050.N
Ioricnt Radio FUN i 444 | ALA2 3422405, W 1 CR He24
47643402, »
Marseille Radioi FFM | 432 A1A2 5621.00.E 1 cp Ho24
_ . £3419,00,N
Oran-fin-cl- § FUK | 438 | AlA2 045,30, i 0,5 | CP H.24 :
Turk Radio _ 354454008
Rouen~Port FFR | 419,5 AlA2 1.15.16,E ; 0,2 | CR [ H.24
Redio 49426029, :
St Nozoire FFK {432 | AlA2 2.06,00,W | 1 | CP H.24
Radio £Te32430,N
Toulon-le~ | FUO ALL2 6403,45.E. | 2 | CR H.24 frequency
Crou Raddis . 45 «O@c‘;‘igaﬁ ' : Sti_ll to be
determined
St s 30
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12.
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Submitted in: TFrench

e

Hinutes
of

the Plenary Assembly

Second lieeting

21 July 1948

- The lieeting wes opened 2t 2.30 pem, under the Chairmanship
of lr, L.J.Jolmb*m ’ '

In the’ absence of any observa tlons, the Agenda (Doc. LiAR 44)
was adopted.,

Ttem 1 of the Arenda: Avnvnroval of linutes.

2) lMinutes of leetings of Heals of Delegotions:

IIAR Documents Nos, 13, 14, 17, 18, and 22,

The first four of these documents had already been
anosroved by the Zroadcasting Conference.

The Delegate of the U.S.8.R. referred to his observations
these linutes made at Tthe proadeasting Conference (lieeting

of July ¢). His observetions still neld good .

The Delegate of Dielorussia (S5.S5.R.) recalled that he
had asked at the meebting of July 9 for a full report of his
observetions of June 26 (Doc. iIAR 18) ’

The Chairmen replied thet Doc. RD 109 fulfilled his
request, as he would be able to see, when that document
appeared in Russian, : o

There being no other observations, the Hinutec of the
licetings of Heads of Delcgations were approved with -the
amendments of July 9.. o

b) Minutes of the formal inausuration of the Conferences
(Doc, 1IAR 16)

Lporoved without discussione. -

c) Minutes of the Veeting of the Pirst Plenary Assembly
The Delegate of the U.5.3.R. announced that he would
hend to the Secretariat two observations alterln the form
but not the substance,

The Dcloﬂﬁte o the United Kinsdom obscrved that he had

‘seid that "some members of the Yugoslav and uUl’”rleﬂ

De frﬂuﬁons spolie good French®™ and not some members. of the.
Russian and Julr rion Delegations®. , (P74)
ADZ4
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175. Document iIAR 2) was an»nroved with the above amendments.
' A1l the corx e0uwons and amendments to the documents thu
approved would be found in Document AR T72.

e s a3 gy S o N S S i S ST ey A ET e M RO D e Eae W

14, tem 2 of the Agenda: Vorking lethods

(Doc., MAR 8, with the corrections adopted by the Plenary
Assenbly of the C,E.R. on July 9).

15. The Chairman read the following corrections sdopted on

o et

July 9, ennearing in Document RD 104:
15. 1) in_.§a substitute for the present text the following:

iCommittees shall be guided in their work by the
- (]
Rules of Procedure of the Conference,™

17. 2) in § h substitute Ffor the last sentence the following

"Decisions involving the Conference must be taken
by the Plenary Assembly,”

18, %) at the end of the Document add a new-paregraph as
follows: ’
"Phe Chairmen of the verious Committees may malke
additions to the provisions of this document in
order to méet -the requirements of their respective
Committees.™
19. The Assembly adopted the above amenamen s wlthouu
discussion for incorporation in Document AR 8. The Yorking
llethods were thex OLOTG approved.
20. Tten 3 of the frenda:  Admission of Orgenizations as
Observers.
21, The Chzirmen said that the I.7.2.B. had qlroody been
ednitted To the Conference as an OooeLver, end thet they
had decided to await the decisions of the Broadecasting Con-
ference in the couo of the Four other Organizations ennearing
on the fgenda. The decisions in question had been taken in
~the meanwhile, and the C,0.R. had admitted the four Organiza-
tions as Observers,
22. F asked whether there werc any objecctions to the
admi 5s on of the International Chember of Shipoing
(Doc. HAR 25).
2%, The Delegete of the U.S5.8.R. said that the Brozdcasting.

Conference had hield full GﬂOU”h discussion on the subject;
but he had nevertheless to rem1nd the [sgombly that the
Qrgenization included revresentatives - -of Tranco Spain, and
for that reeson his uolcratlon opnosed its admission. There
wes no need to reneat all the arguments he had advenced at
the Broadcasting Conference.

(D34)
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24. The U.35,.5.:, Dole)wto wa.s supported by the Delegates
of Bielorussia (S5.5.i.), sugoslavia (P.R.), Roumania (P.R.),
Poland (P.1.) and Albeonia (P.R,.), who while maintaining the
reservations made at the Broadcasting Conference, declared
their unwillingness to cooperate with the International
Chamber of Shinping.

25, The Chairman said that the ahove declarations would be

Pottetrbdomtniaivues
T

included in the iinutes. Wac iT necessary to orocecd to a
vote, or would it be sufficient to take the scme decision as

PR |

the Droadcasting Confercnce, with the above reservations?

26. The Delc Quuo of the U.3.8.R. thought a vote necessary.
They should not follow blincly the decision of the Proadcast-

ing Conference, contrery os it wase to the decisions of U.Il.O.
and the Atlantic City Conference.

27 . The following were the results of the vote:
284" In faveur of the sdmission oif the’ Antorneb'onal Chamber
of bhinning: 15 Delecgations:s (B~l”1um? Dennmearly Trance,

ns
Croccc, Ireluna, Tcelend, It orocco and Tunisia, Liorway,
Netherlands, Portural, United Kwn,cong Sweden, Switzerlend,
Turkey) .

29. Lgainst the admission of the International Chamber of
Shiwuinwo 10 Dolegaxlons: (Albania (P.R.), Bielorussi a (S.8. R.)
BUl"“Tla (-.né); Hunrery (P.R.), Doland (P.R.), Roumqnla (P.R.),

5

Yugoslavia (F.P.R.), Ukraine (5.5.R.), Czcchoslovalia (P.2.),
UsS.Soch)a

30. A *ontlon : 1 Delegation: {Finland).

31 ' Absent 0% not renresented: 7 Delcsations: (Austria,
Vaticen City, Lgypt, Lebanon, Lux OJDLP” lionaco, Syria).

The Internntional Chember of Shioving wes accordingly

32.
adnitied as on Obsecrver 60 Lhe Haritine Regional Radio
Confecrence.

3. Lfter the vote, the Dclcegate of the U.S ‘iterbted
his refusal to coonerate with the Organizati eshion,

34 . The Cheirmen nroceecded to onen the discussion of the
adnission of the Jntc ~netional Radio~laritime Commission
(C}I.R.I‘.’lc), JJOC:; :.. .l} 269 ’

35, The Delegete of lbenia (P.R.) ovnosed the admission of
he C.I.R.ll. He would refuse 1o COOpﬁL(be with that
Orgenization for the reasons adduced in the case of the
International Chamber of Shinning.

36. The Delegate oi the U.S5.5.R, had the szame objcctions to
the C.I..lI, as to the internau ionel Chamber of ”hl)“lpu.

He would like +to know why the C.I.R.i. had not expnelled the
representatives ¢f Franco Spain from among its llembérs as 1t
was said that these did not pay their subscristions. The De-

legates of Ukraine (8.5.2.), Yugoslavia (F.2.X.), Roumenia (P.R.),
Polend (P.R.) end Dielorussia (5.8.5.) ‘expressed their
aprcement with the Delegate of the U.S,5.1R. (D34)
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The Chairman sroposed that, as in the previous case,
they should proceed 1o the vote on the admission of C.I.R.M.

The Delegate of %
in favour of the C.IT.R
additional argumecnt age
guestion about it. Mo
wished to speack on bchall
majority of the Asscmbly w

Ahe QﬁS,b.R. said thet no one had spoken
ide had just nut forward an
st the Organlzmlon7 and esked a
vet renlied. Since no one

+L.R.i., he Tock it that the

s

A ]
.8 against its admission.

Q)O
o v
Neoxs

The Delecgastc of the U ajuou Kingdom thought that the
question of the C.1,R.1. hed beer discussed at uUPTIClCﬁL
length in the Broadcasting Conferonce, The situation aelng
the seme, and the objcctions the seme, 1t only remained for
the same solution to be adopted. The United Kinsdom Dele-~
gation supported the auﬂluuan of the C.I.R.il. because it
wes a non-goveramental organization, and in fact.did not
include Spenish menbers.

The Delegates of Beloium, Greecc ance, and the
" Y

T
L ] g RAgE R ‘

Netherlands supnorted Ti Delezete'’s opinion, The

Bclg an_Delegate did so, beeaus e had prescnted the reqguest

of C.L.0. 0.7, %hc head offices of which were domiciled in
Belgivm. The Delegate of TFrance said that the technical
experience of the C.I.R... would bc even more useful at the
prescnt Confercnce than at the Broadcasting Conference.

T [

The Dclegate of the .q,blﬁc said there had been no
rﬂply o his question, and asked l'r. Corteil whether he could
zive a reascn for the C.I.R.H. not c¢zcluding the Spanish
members who ¢id not pay their subscrintions. In any casc,
in his oninion; the admission of the C.T.R.I. would be of
no value to the Confercnce,

ir. Corteil wenlicd thet he was not in a position to
renly to the firstcoucstion of the U.5.5.11. Delcgate in regerd
to the C.I. R, Dverything in conncction with thec sccond
question had elrcacy been sald in the Plenory Asscembly of
the Broadcasting Confcrcncc.

The Deloega
reccived no rea
no resly was Do

te o the U.S . stated that he had
1y 4o his que stion Ffor the geod reason that
S 1

nluhou"n it was simonlce cenough in

b

his oninion,
There being no other obs srvetions, the Chairman called
for the vote which gave the Tfollowing rcsul'sz

In Zovour of the admission of the C.I.R.I,: 15 Delegations:
(bCl"lU1 Denmerk, France, Creccce, Ircland, Tccland, Italy,
Forweay, H therlands, Portucal, Horccco and Tunisie, United
{ingdom, Sweden, Switzerlend, Turkey).

JC2
“J

admission of the .
. Diclorwssia (S. S,Aa), Bulrax ,
Hungary \L.R,,)v Poland (P.R.), Yugoslavia ’F.P;R,), Ukraine'
(8.5.%.), Roumania (P.R.), Czcchoslovekia 2P‘R,), U.5.S,.R.).

(Dls 4)
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47. Abstentions: 1 Delegation: (Finland).
48, Absent or not renresented: 7 Delegations: (Ausﬁria,

Vatican City, Sgyot, Lebanon, Luxemburg, lionaco, Syria).

49, .The C.T.2.ll. was accordingly admitted as an Observer to

&

the lMaritime Regional Racdio Conference.

50. After the vote, the Delegate of the U.S.S8.0t, reaffirmed
that his Delegation would not cooperate with the C.I.R.H.

aw e o 1 e s Caim i ol e e S SR 7SS S G e Pk e it

51, The Intcernetionel Civil Aviation Organization (I.C.A.0.)
and the United Nations Iducational Scientific, and Cultural’
Organization (U.N.5.5.C.0.;, specialized agencies of U.N.O.,
were admitted as Observérs without discussion, as at the
Broadcasting Confercnce.

e

52 - The Chairman welcomed thc rcpresentative of I.C.A.O.,
who was now (hc scid), as a result of the above decision,
free to take his pnlace as an Observer.

53 © 7 Ie, addéd that the telegram transmitting the request of
U.N.E.5.C.0, did not specify whether that Organization
desired to »articipate in both the Copenhagen Coanferences,
or only at one of them: but, as he was in doubt, he had
submitted the application to both Confercnces.

e craw e fum i e Lms D e €28 W e e kS 48 e W £ S

b4, Ttem 4 of thce Agenda: Charactcr of the Conference,
55, The Chairmen gave the floor t6 ir., Shichetinin, Chairman

of the Organisstion Committee. Mr. Shitchetinin announced
that his Committce had uvnanimously resolved to recommend theé
Plenary Assembly to regard the Conference gs administrative,
The Commititce had no’s however finished considering the guestions
of the naturc of Delegatcs' nowers or the character and

B

manner of simming of the I'inal Acts of the Confercnce.

56. There being no objections, the Chairman declared that
the Plensry Assembly had decided that the Maritime Repional
Radio Conference would be an administrative Conference.

57 Had Delcegates any obscrvations to meke on the character
and mamer of signing of the TFinal Lcts,

58 The Delegatce of the Uniltod Kingdom referred to the
statement of the United Kingdom Delegation's vicws on the
noint in Document IIAR 46. §4 of the document wes subject to
reservation until the cuestion of credentials had been
considered by the comvetent Committec.

In the absence of any other comzents, the pending
~auestions were left to the Organisation Committee for further
consideration,

1
O
. -

e e o £ ot 65 15 o i 2 £ i - 2t v (D34)
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Item 5 of the Asenda: Semi-official Groum for
Aeronautical Services. (Document MAR 21) '

The Delegate of Belgium observed that the proposal to
set up the Group had lost interest owing to the absence of
all but a few of the aeronautical experts from Copenhagen.
In any case, thc only mixed band which the Group night be
called uvon to congsider was the 315-325 kc/s band, in which
the only stations interested were the radionavigations
stations of the U.S.S.R. Coastal stations werc not interested
in that particular band. The proper course would therefore
seem to be to refer the question to the Conference which’
was to deal with the subject of radio beacons:  that was,
he belicved, the Conference to be held at Oslo. :

The Delegates of Ireland, the United Kingdom and France
were elso against setting up the semi-official Group.

There being no other observetions, the Chairman said
he proposed to reply to the Chairmen of the Aeronautical
Conference at Geneva that the Plenary Assembly of the
laritime Conference had decidced not to set up the proposed
semi~official Group, on the ground mainly of the limited
number of qualificd aeronautical ecuperts prescnt at the
moment in Copenhagen.
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Item 6 of the Agenda: Iliscellaneous.

The Chairmen asked if there werc any propnosals as to
the date on which the Confercnce could finish its labours,
Some of the Delegates present were not teking vart in the
Broadcasting Conference, and should not be delayed in
Conenhagen unduly. The issues before the liaritime Conference
were less complicated than those with which the Broadcasting

.Conference was confronted. It would avoid the necessity for

the move of the llaritime Confcrence to llarienlyst, if they
were to Fix (say) August 10 as the closing date.

The Chairmon of Committec 4, Mr, Kuyper, replying to
the Chairman, sald he was not in a position to cxpress an
opinion as to the clocing date for the Conference., DBut it
would help speed up the work, if the Broadcasting Conference
would deal at the carliest possible date with the question
of stations in derogation., Committee 4 had also to consider
questions of propagation, on which the views of broadcasting
experts would be valuable. Professor van der Pol would be
back in Copenhazen on Ausust 1, and he counted upon him in
that connection.

The Cheairmen rcemarked that the proceedings of the
Meritime Conference at liontreux had been very brief, Ie
suggested that the question of stations in derogation might
be considercd after the close of the Conference, 1f necessary.

The Dele gate of the United Kingdom did not think that
would be possible.

i
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69. The Chairman said he would raise the question at the
Broadcasting Confercnce. Vere therc any other points for
discussion?

70, The Delegate of the Ukraoine (5.5.:R.) soid thet the
distinction mede in MAR Documont lo. 34 (Report of Commitbee 2)
between full powers and restricted powers was not clear,

The document asscrted that the cr.dentials of the Ukrainian
Delegation were incompletec., That was a matter which the
Second Committee should rccon81dor in the light of <he
decision just taken by the Assembly as to thc character of
the Conferericce

1. The Delegate of Poland (P.R.); speaking in his capadity
as Vice=Chairman of Committee 2 said that the guestion -
could be recconsidercd when the Chairmwn of the Committee,

lir, Gneme, rcturncd to Copenhagen from Stockholm; and that
would be on July 27.

72, ‘ The Chairman said that the Executive Committee would
f£ix the date of the next mecting of Committee 2 accordingly.

He added that the decision Just taken as to the
administrative character of the Conference would facilitate
the work of Committee 2. Pending that decision Committee 2
could not do any?t hlnﬁ but roblstor credentials., The quegtion
of the charscter and manner of signing of the Final Acts of
the Conference had still to be sc ﬁled by Committec 3; but
all current work was now, under the decision, of an
"administrative™ char 90ucr, which should remove many difficult-
ies that had hitherto stood at times in its way

~J
SN

The meceting rose at 4.10 D.m.

V, Meyer, Seenz Seen:

. Voutaz, '

J. Revoy, T.F, Studer, - N.D. Holmblad
Scerctaries. Secretary-in~Chief. Chairman.

(Tr.5¢11/R.11/D.34)
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Submitted in: English
¢’ . .
Corrections and Amendments
adopted by the 2nd Meeting of the Plenary Assembly
(Meeting of July 2lSt, Doc. MAR 71)
to be inserted in Documents

VAR 15-E, MAR 17-E, MAR 18-E, MAR 23-E.

A~ Doc. MeR 13-E (1st Meeting of Heads of Delegations)
Pages 3 and 4, Lﬁplace *be text of the speech of the Delegate of Ireland
t

by

he foll w*nw

“The Delegate of Ireland asked .what Article of the Convention or the
Directives forbade the presence of Observers. He thought that even if there
was an Article on the subject, which he doubted, the United States Observer

- should be edmitted if only for reasons ¢f courtesy."

Page 10, from the $hird to the last paragraph, reads

"At this point, the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. remarked that agreement
had not been reached on Items 2 and 3, and that he reserved the right to
revert to these guestions. He again proposed the suspension of the meeting.

The Delegate of Bulgaria (P,R,) supported the proposal of the
Delegate of the U.S.S.R.

The Chairmen did not see his way to accept ....."

B - Doc, MAR 17-E (2nd Meeting of Heads of Delegations)

Pace 1, replace the 2nd sentence of the speech of the Delegate of Ireland
by the Tollowings

"He understood that Mr. Burton had a prima facie case for admission and
he recommended that he should be heard by the Meeting.®

Page 5, lines 12 and 13: Amendment which does not affect the English text.
Page 9, *rd line of the speech of the Delegate of Bulgaria (P.R.)

instead ofs "On the way to BrusselS.ie.."

Ly v

reads "On his arrival at CopenhageNecs.."

C - Doc. iR 18-E  (3rd Mieeting of Heads of Delegations) .
Page 3, lines 17 and 18, delete the words:
Meeeoe and he was accredited by both sides".

Page 3, last speech, read in the 4th and Sth liness

"He himselif represented the U.S.3.R. Government's Delegation and
had no powers regarding the U.S.S,R. Occupation Zone in Germany. The
Soviet Delegation ceceo™’
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Page 5, replace the text of the speech of the Delegate of the U.S.S.R.
by the following:

“The Delegate of the U.S.S.R., anxious to elucidate that very important
question, proposed that the question of observers be dealt with as a whole.
The U.S5.5.R. Delegation was of the opinion that observers of non-European
Governments or other experts could be present at the Meetings in camera
of Heads of Delegations only in casé of necessity. He remarked that the
United States Observer had declared the previous day that He represented
the American Occupation Zone of Germany; that being sc, the Soviet Delegation
thought that they could not proceed to any other question before settling
that of the participation of representatives of the occupation zones in the
work of the Conference."

Page 9, last line of 3rd speech, reads

As for the declaration of the Delegate of France, it lacked precision."

Page 10, after the spesch of the Delegsie of Roumsnia, read:
P} AN 2

"The Dslegate of Bielorussia recalied that the Representative of the
Secretary-Genersl of the International Telecommunication Union had explained
that the Meeting of the Heads of Delegations was a meeting in camera and that
the presence of the Amsrican Observer was therefore not legal. Adressing the
Chairman, he asked whether his vote would not be illegal if he voted for the
Chairman's proposal, i.e. for the admission of the American Observer to the
Meeting of the Heads of Delegations. ' :

The Delegate of Bulgaris (P.R.) also considered that, inasmuch a8 sees."

Page 12, 15t speech, 1lth lineg, delete the inverfed commas after Germany.

J13th line, insert inverted commas after per se.

- Lines 37, 38, 39, under § 1, 2nd line, reads

Meoeno Whenever the question of the European Area arose in the Rules
.of Procedure, the words "European Broadcasting Area" be used."

Page 13, 1st speech of the Delegate of the U.S5.S.R.: Amendment not
concerning the English text.

Page 14, ?nd sveeck

instead ofs “The Delegate of Roumenia proposed ....."

reed g "The Delegate of the United Kingdom proposed ssees

D - Dog, MAR 23-% (15% ieting of the Flewmary Assembly, July 2, 1948)

Page 5, 6th and Tth lines:
instead ofs “certain members ¢f the Bussian and Bulgarian Delegations!

read: "ceortain members of the Yugoslav and Bulgarian Delegations"



‘/

p Maritime o MAL Document No.73-E
Regional Radio Conference A TN
Kebenhavn, 1948 July 22, 1948

-Submitted in: French

FRANCE

Correction

In Document MAR No, 70 the particulars given
for Dunkerque-Port Radio should read as follows:

Dunlerque= prp  442,5  A1-A2 2,22,21.B 0.15 CR H 24
Port Ladio! 51.,02,59.N o

(Tr.11/R.11/5-35)
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Submitted in: Trench

(Cancels and replaces Document No. 50)

BBLGI UM,

 Information with regard to the frequency requirements of the
Belgian coastal stations in the band 415-525 ke/s.

1 2 3 & 15 | 6 T el 9
e | A B

Ostend 2) 1| 2° 48' 23“ at 800 (2 0.5 | AL A2 2000 [435 4351 C | CP
51 11' O0"N , '

Antwerp 2) 4 24' 00"t 400 10,5 0,3 | AL A2 | 2000 1472 472} C | CP
1) 151°%13 " 427N

1) The power o the ﬁnﬁwero stailon w1ll shortly bp
-+ dnecreased to that of Oobeﬁd

2) The two Belgian coastal stations replace one
another on occasion.

(Tr,11/R.11/D.54)
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PECPLE 'S REPUBLIC OT BULGARIA

Information with regard to the frequency requirements.
for the service of the coastal stations of Bulgaria
in the band 415 - 525 ke¢/s

Varna = 27955%00 B 800 @ 2 Al-A2 2000 | 480 @ 460 C  iCP
4312100 N - 460
450
425

Burgas: 27925'00 E 1800 . 2 | Al-A2 2000 @ 480 @ 417 C CP
42°30100 N ~ 460 ‘
425
417

Tor the Head of the Bulgarian (P.R.) - .
belegsation ..
A, Marinov, Engineer.

(Tr.11/R.11/5-35)



EUROPEAN REGIONAL RD Document No, 144-E
BROADCASTING CONTIRTNCE 23 July, 1948
KOTTNEAVE, 1948 |

MARTITIME . ' ‘ WAR Docunent No. 76-B
R7GI10UAL RADIO CONFLREICE | 2% July 1943 :

LCBENHAVI, 1948

oubxl'ﬁ ed in: French

(WETNGxyﬁuQA:TOEﬁSFOLLOﬂﬁ)IH CORMTO T

kyroved: by the Plenary Assembly of the Broadcasting Conference
(9 July 1948 - RD Doc. 104) and v

by the Plenary Assembly of the llaritime Conference
(21 Jd]s’ 1948 - L”Lxh. DOC; 71)0

Rules of Procedure

a) Committees nare ~ guided in their worlk by the Rules of
Procedure of the Conference. ‘

Desipgnation of Proposals and Asmendnments

b) In order to facilitaete the work of the Confercnce, as well

: as the drafting of the final documents and reference to then,
the Rapporteurs shall alway:s designate proposals or amendments
by the number of thc locument in which they have been published.

Reports shall bear at the top of the page the number of the
Comnnittee which has drﬂJted them, o

Inclusion of adcitional nronosals in the reporis.

¢) The Ra pporteurs shall be responsible for inserting in their
reports the text of additional proposals, the exnmination and
discusgion of which are related thercto,.

llumbering, mimeogranhing and distribution of renorts.

a) The Rapporteurs shall submit the first draft of their reports
to the Secretariat of the Conference, :

.e Secrctariat shall be responsible for their numbering,
mimeographing and distribution.

Corrcetions

e) Reguests that corrections be made in & report nay be acdresscd
cilther to the Secretariat or to the mecting responsible for
the acdoption of the report. In the former case, tnOJ shall be
accompanied by the encorsement of the responsible Rapnoriteur,
numberec, and published i1mmediately, They shall show clearly
upon vhose rooue"% the correction has been nade,

Time~table of Meetings,

1) Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen of +the Committeces of the Confcrcence
shell mect on Fridaye teo fix the time-teble for the meetings
of the following weelk, . :

(D.16)
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Allocation of Rocms, Summonses to leetings,
whdee T

x@d by tnc weekly time-

The rooms required for the neeti Tl
t with the Recepntion

table shall be resexrved, in sgreeimen

Committee, at the weellly neciting of bnairmnn and Vice--Chailrmen
of Committees. In the cass of meetings outside the time-
table, the Rapporteurs shall apyly to the Reception Commitiee
for reservations of the necvosaryﬂrooms. The Commit ee shell
also be responsible for the posting of the dete, time and

viace of A@etllgu. In the case of changes in the crrangements

rect

Tor the mectings, 1t will be aporecl: if the Rap;oruhur”
will inforn the Recention Couulbiﬂe. hs far ss possidle,
sunmonses to meetings shall be posted ot least 24 hours in

advence,

Vie:s and Cypinions.

The views ana oplnions which the Sub-Comittees
Groups moy be asked to formulate shall be subnd
correction to the Committee concernc, and bLMn, .
occasion arise, to the Plenary huooruly, The dcceilol
involving the Couference are obligotorily teken by ti
Assenbly.

Aonlication of the ﬁork : Methods to Committees.

The Chairmen of the vorious Committecs mey complete the
stipulations of <the »nresent Document in accordsnce with the

~

gpecial neets of theixr Committecs.

(Tr.5 & 42/R.11/D.16)



B MARITIME MAR Dacument N° 77-E
RAGIONAL RADIO CONFERENCE July 24, 1948
{gbenhavn, 1948 : L '

‘Submitted ines Frenoh,

'AGENDA

OF THE CREDUNTIALS COMMITTEE
(COMHITTED 2)

OF THBE
MARITTME REGIONAL RADIO CONFERENCE
MOWDAY 26 JULY 1948 AT 2.30 P.M.
(ROOH 17)

1) Approval of Report of the 2nd Meeting (Document MAR No. 34).
2) Verification of credentials arrived since 7 July 1948,

3) liiscellaneous.

(5t.45)



Regional Maritime Radio Conference (MAR-48)
(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 78

Note: The following replacements and cancellations were issued in relation to this document:

e Document No. 132 — Replacement of Document No. 78
e Document No. 132 — Cancellation of Document No. 78



European Regional o RD Document No 154 - B
By oaacasilnw Conference . - July 26, 1948 '
n@benhavn, 1948
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Maritime _ MAR Jocument No 78 - E
Regional Radio Conference T July 26, 1948
Kgbenhavn, 1948

——— s

Submitted in: French

Report
of the Combined Zxecutive Committees
(Comﬁittees 1)
of .the
Buropean legional Broadcasting Conference
.and’the'

Maritime Regional Radio Conference.

4th Meeting
2% July 1948

The Meeting was opened at 6.45 ».m, by Mr. II.5. Holmblad,
- Chairman. The working pro”ramme for the week of July 26-71 was
inmediately taken up for discussion.

BROADCASTING CONFERENCE

The Chairman »roposed that, since the Plenary Assembly of
that day had not finished the discussion in progress, it should
be continued on Honday in order tc finish as soon as possible the
Keport submitted by Committee 4 on the Committee of ulghﬁ Countries.

The Chairman of Committee 5 said that there were problems
which had to be thought out before the next Plenary Assembly. He
preferred that it should be held on Tuesday or Wednesday. '

The Chairman of Committee 3 wished to know if the Plenary
Aggemily would continue the discussion in the order set by the
Agenéa published in vocument RD 122. If so, Committee 3 nust submit
its Iﬁ)O;i on the nature of the Conference, so that Comnittee 2
could get on with its work.

The Chairman veplied that it was-his intention to take the
came- Agenca av the Blanarj Assembly as on the present day.

5.3
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The Chairman of Committee 4 was of the opinion that the
Plenary Assembly shoulcd first finish the discussion on the Report
-0of his Committee. Consequently he proposed to continue the discus~
sion in the order set in the Agenda of the Plenary Assembly. ile
imagined everyone was agreed on that point.

The Chairman of uonmlotee 3 said that he had wished to remind
them of a question which was overduo, but he would welcome all
subbestlonq. It was the qvest:o f the nature of the Conference.
There was unanimous agreement in the Committee on the substance of
the unSblong but the title of the Conference might lend itself to
discussion.

-

The Chairman provoscd to set the continuation of the Plenary
hssewbly for tuesday aft rnoon, July 27, and asked the Chairmen of
the Comaittees of the roadcasting Conference to express their
views &s to the meetin; of their respective Committees.

C‘

The Chairman of Committec 2 Gid not seec the utility of fixing
any meetings for his Commlttoe for the following week. It had
compleuod 1ﬁs work on the examination of the crecentials which had
been submitted to it. Vhere credentials had been judged insufficient,
this had been indicated to the interested parties.

The Chairman of Committee 3 said that the text formulated by
the ”orkln& Group would be delivered to him on Mcnday morning
Committee 3 could then begin a study of relatively simple artlc]es.
ie propos sed fixing two moctlnws for the following week, the first
on Tuesday and the second on Thursday.

The Chairman of Committee 4 proposed scheduling the following
meetings: . '

Thurséay 29 July a

.30 p.m. - Sub-Committee 4 &4
fricay %0 July at 2.3

O :

{‘\.) I\)

. - Committee 4

-
L]

In the coursce of the following week, the Vorking Groups of
his Committee would meet according to a- schedule fixed by the
Chairmen 01 Tthe said Jorklng Groups.

The Chairman of Committge 5 wished to have a meeting for
Thurscday or Friday morning. The first Group of Committee 5 might
meet on lionday, Wednesday, and Thursday at 9.30 a.m.

The schedule of mcetings was therefore fixcd as follows:
HMonday 9.30 a.m. =~ Group 1 of Committee 5
Tuesday 9.%0 a.m. =~ Committece 3

lednesday  9.%0 a.m. - dorking Group of Committee 5
.2 . C 1 )

+20 pom. -~ “ommittec 3

Thursday 9.%0 a.m. - CGroup 1 of Committee 5

2.%0 n.m. = oOub-Committee 4 A

Fricay 9.%0 a.m. ~ Committee 4
2.30 p.m. =~ Group 1 of Committce 5
4,45 p.m. - Committee 1

LN
W
W3

[€2]
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MARITIME RADIO CONFERENCE:

Lhe Chairman of Committee 3 said that his Committee must
continue its study of the question of the nature of the Final
Acts of the Maritime Conference and the question of signatures.

The Chairman stated that the Chalrman of Committee 2,

~ Mr. Gneme, was still at Stockholm. Pending his reﬁurn, the Vice-
Chairman of the Committee might direct the Committee's work. He
proposed to schedule a meeting of Committee 2 for Monday after-
noon axnd a meeting of Committee 3 for YWednesday.

The Chairman of Committee 4 desired two meetings for VWorking
Group 4 A, which had an important task to complete, and one mee-
thU for the Committee,

The schedule of the Maritime Conference was fixed as follows:

Monday 9.30 a.m, WHorking Group A of Committee 4

2.30 p.m. =~ Committee 2
Tuesday 9.30 a.m. - Vorking Group A of Committee 4
Vednesday 9,30 a.m. - Committee 3
Thursday ——------ o o
Friday - 9.30 a.m,pv;'ﬁerking’Greep B of Committee 4
R é 3b'b;m;.:e:Committee 4 |

4 45 p m;f‘;.Comhlttee l

fThe Chelrman reporﬁed that the Head of the Llnfulstlc 5erv1ce
had submitted to him a memorandum concerning the orcanlsatlon of
the Interpretlng Serv1ce, to the follow1ng effect. :

-"“1) In- order to faCﬂllﬁate the a331gnment of 1nterpreters, “the
Chairmen of Committees, Sub-Committees, and Working Groups are re-
quested to adhere, as much as p0381ble, to the prearranged sche-
dules.- :

: "2) The Chalrman of the Conference and the Receptlon Commlitee
should be notified immediately, if changes in the schedules and
the number of meetings become necessary, for the smooth running of
the work in progress. :

”3) It is now pooelble to hold 4 meetlngg 31multaneously

(2 with simultaneous interpretation, 2 with consecutive interpre-
tation); but it is 1nd1epensable that the Head of the Linguistic
Service should be notified in time, in order to choose and assign
the 1nterpreters in the best possible way. The latter should more~
over always be in a position to familiarise themselves with the
questions to be dealt w1th, and the Documents to be examined be-
forehand.,"

He wished to draw the attention.of.the Chairmen and Vice-
Chairmen to this request, so that the necessary provisions might
be taken for the organisation of the Interpreting Service.

(D.28)



-4 -

{RD Doc. Ho. 154-E§
MAR Doc.No. 78-E

Mr. Meyer, Chairman of RD Committee 3, announced that
Mr., Lehrmite, Delegate of France to the Maritime Conference, had
begged him to report the unanimous wish of the MAR Conference to
accelerate its work, He asked if, to that end, it might be possible
to grant priority for the study of certain questions, such as the
derogation of maritime bands.

The Chairman considered the question raised by lMr. Meyer to
be important, He had intended himself to submit it to the Plenary
Assembly; but it could be discussed at the present meeting. It
was desirable that the Maritime Conference should terminate in the
near future. He thought that the competent RD Committee 5 should
examine the quéstion of derogations as soon as possible.

The Chalrman of Committee 5 said that agaln was a Hatter of
organlsaulon. He proposed to create a mixed RD/MAR Working Group
to draw up a combined Plan and rapidly achieve results. He sug-
gested in addition that the Maritime Conference should establish
standards, and the Broadcasting Conference could then take them
into consideration in the distribution of frequencies in deroga-
~tioni *

. The Delegate of the U.S.35.R. was also of the opinion that
the question involved both Conferences. It could be dealt with by
the Technical RD Committee and the TeChnical MAR Committee. He
suggested that the Chairmen of these Committees should contact one
another, and create a Working Group commissioned to handle the
guestion by working with the maritime and broadcasting experts
simultaneously. ‘

The Chairman mentioned an item which interested him in Docu-
men RD 7, He had found there various directives and recommendations
concerning the frequency bands to bte examined by the Copenhagen
Conferences. It appeared that it was for the Broadcasting Confe-
rence to take the initiative in dealing with the question. The pro-
posed mixed Working Group would be one way of settling the question.
He noted that, while some of the derogations were 0ld and well
established, an examination of them from a technical point of view
would nevertheless require a great deal of time.

The Chairman of Committee 5 said he was ready to examine the
derogations provided for in the Atlantic City Documents.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. stated that his proposal was in-
tended to speed up the work of the Maritime Conference, as desired
by a number of Delegatlons. He thought that a mixed Working Group
night be created at once, in which six countries would be repre-
sented. He proposed the following: Denmark, France, Poland (P.R.),
Roumanla (P.R.), United Kingdom, and U.S.S.R.

The Delegate of the Netherlands favoured the proposal of the
Delegate of the U,S.S.R.; but he would like to have his Working
Group 4 A finish its work before the new Mixed Group met.

. The Chairman asked if it was intended that the" Worklng Group
should occupy itself with the principle of derogatlons or simply
with the final allocations.

. (D.28) .
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The Delegate of the U.S.S.RH. replied that it would be a question
of establishing the principles concerning shared bands.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom was of the opinion that a
study group of the two Conferences provided the best solution. Such
a Working Group might examine the question of interference, submit’
a renort, and deterimine whether or not derogations were accentable.

1

The Delegatc of the lletherlands doubted whether the study. of
derogations could be undertaken before the Plan for the allocation
of coastal station frequencies had heen established. It was first
necessary to lmow the technical data; énd 1t was not until afterwards
that the derogations could be elamined.

The Chairman woeo not certain of the terms of reference which

it was proposed to assign to the Vorking Group. Yere they to make a
technical study, Or to study the principle of derogetions? Was the

selegate of the U.B.5.2. srepared to zccept the Chairmanshipn of the
vorking Group? ‘

’

~

The Delegate of the U.S.5.R. accepted the post with nleasure.
The Chairmen remarked thet it was fully understood that the
JTorking Group was to be composed of veyresentatives of both Conferen-
cs, which did not however exclude the possibility of one and the’
ame Delegate representing simultancously each of the Conferences.

B

[t was desireble to fix a nmecting for the VWorking Group.

.

s

c
S
I

The Delegate of the U,S.8.. thought that, according to the
schedule which had just been established, Thursday would be the most
fevourable date, By theot time Committee 5 would be in a position 1o
nrepere o number of questions whiclhi had been assigned to it. '

The first neeting o6f the mixed Vorking Group was set Lfor Thurs-

..

dey July 29 at 9.30 z.m.

The mecting rose at 7.50 p.m..

Repporteur, " Cheirman,
H. Voutasz. N.&8. Holmblad.

.

(Tr. 42/R. 11/8t. 45)
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Regional Radio Conference Yax Dm““‘e?‘t n PD-E
Kgbenhawn, 1948 _ July 26, 1948

Submitted in: English

A G E N D 4

of the Frequency Allocation Committee
(Committee 4)

_ of the )
Maritime Regional Radic Conference.

Friday 30 July 1948 at 2.30 p.m.
(Room 17)

1. Approval of the Reports of the 1lst, 2nd and 3rd.meeting (Document
MAR n® 29 with correction in MAR p° %8, Document MAR n® 35 and
Document IAR n° 36).

2. First report of the working group 4 4 (Technical group)

3. Commmication 6f the working group 4B (Allocation g.roﬁp)

4. Miscellaneous.




Regional Maritime Radio Conference (MAR-48)
(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 80

Note: The following corrections were issued in relation to this document:

¢ Document No. 106 — Correction to Document No. 80



MARITIME ' :
REGIONAT RADIO CONFERENCE MAR Document No.80-E

Kgbenhavn, 1948 26 July 1948

Submitted in: English

COMMITTEE 4

(Frequency Allocation Committee)

Amendments to MAR-Documents No.
%35 and %6,

Pageé 1, in the paragraph beginning with the words: "The
Chairmans...", 6th line should read as follows:

"He suggested that the delegations wishing to do so should
submit a list of technical questioms in writing as a means of
ascertaining which problems were common to all, and so arriving
at some sort of direc¢tives for the Working Group. Comparison
of the lists would surelya...."

11, Doc MAR-3%6 E,
Page 2, 13th line:

Instead of "included", read "excluded".

Page 4, 10th lines

Instead oft "the Navy" read: "the Maritime Service'.

Page 4, last line but one:

Instead of "the Chairman of the two Working Groups", read:
"the Chairmen of the two Working Groups".

St:30
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Broadcasting Conference July 27, 1948
Kgbenhavn, 19483 ~

Maritime | VAR Document Moy 81-B

Regiénal Radio Conference | - July 27, 1948
Kgbenhavn, 1948

Submitted in: French

DENMARK

Memorandum

concerning the expenses relating to the Broadcasting
and Maritime Conferences of Copenhagen and the Com-
mittee of Bight Countries of Brussels and their
apportionment,

s oot

The question of the expenses relating to the two Copenhagen

Conferences and of their apporﬁionment raises cexrtain »nHroblems,

The convening Administration has thought it well to formulate
with the assistance of the Secretariat, the following observations

10 serve as a basis of dellberaulon for the Conferences on this
subject

——

The question of the apportionment of the expenses of the

European Broadc~°b;ng Conference and the Committee of Eicht Countriecs

is regulated in a broad sense by § 11 of the DlTerlvea for the C.E.R.

annexed to the A.P. § 11 reads as follows:

§ 11
"Since the work of the Committee of Eight Countries must be
considered as the first stage of this Conference, and the
delegates of the various Administrations to this Committee
must not themselves be considered as authorized agents of their
own countries but as - entrusted with a work of beneral Turopean
interest, the expenses of this Committee shall in or1n01“le,
like those of the Conference itself, be borne by all of the
Buropean countries., :

However, to reduce the expenses indicated to a minimum, it is
agreed as follows:

'a) the salaries of the saild Delegates shall be borne by
their Administrations;

b) this shall also be the case with regard to their travel-
ling expenses

c) the only reimbursement made to the Delegates shall be
that of a single and identical contractual allowance in
Belgian francs corresponding to the daily travel allowance
calculated only for the days that the Delegates are
actually in Belgium, at the rate of one Delegate per
country. The Chairmen of the Committee shall fix this
allowance, make the calculations for it and come to an
agreement with the belﬂlan Government on the payment,

D34)
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which will be reimbursed to it through the Bureau of the
International Telecommunications Union, acting in the name
of all the countries participating in the Buropean Legional

- Broaccasting Conference;

the funds necessary for the operation of the Secretariat,
which shall be as snall as vnossible, shall be advanced by
the Delgian Government uncer the same conditions of
reimbursenent in effect for allowances to the delegates;
if the Committee of eight countries should decice, by
agreement among their wembers, to call for the collaboration
of conpetent experts, it may make a recommendation to the
Buropean Regional Broadcasting Conflerence, concerning the
payment of the reasonable expenses of these experts;

the final apportionment of the expenses of the Committee of
eisht countries and of the Conference itseld, shall be made
in accordance with the provisions of Article 14 of the Tele-
communication Convention of Atlantic City (1947);

it may.be decided that the international orgenizations which
may in future participate in the Conference will be invited

to particinate in all of the expenses of this Conference."

Article 14 of the Atlantic City Convention reecs es follows:
"ARTICLE 14
~inences of the Union

The ex

ne 5 of the Union shall be classified as orcinary
exvenses

d extraordinary exnenses.

s W2

nse
an

The ordinary exnenses of the Union shall he “e»nt within the

limits prescribed by the Fleninotentiary Conference. They
shall include, in particular, the expenses pertaining to the
meetings of the Administrative Council, the saleries of the
stall and other expenses of the Cenersal Secretariat, of the
International TFrequency Registration Board, of the Inter-
national Consultative Committees, and of the laboratories
and technical installations created by the Union. These .
ordinary expenses shall be borne by all Members and ‘

r

Associate Hembers.

(1) "he extraordinary expenses shall include all exoenses
pertaining to plenipotentiary conferences, administrative
conferences andé meetings of the Internstional Consultative
Coumittees. They shall be borne by <the Members and Associate
Hdembers who have agreed to participate in these conferences

~and meetings,

(2) Private operating agencies and international organiza=-
tions shall contribute to the extraordinary expenses of the
administrative conferences and the meetings of the Inter~
national Consultative Committees in which they particinate,
in proportion to the number of units corrcsnonding to the
class chosen by them among the classes provided in paragraph
4 of this Article, The Administrative Council may, neverthe-
less, excuse certain international organizations from
contributing to these exnenses.
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(3) Expenses incurred by laboratories and technical instal-
lations of the Union, in measurements, testing, or special
research for individuel ilembers or Associate Members, groups
of lMembers or Assoclate liembers, or regional organizations

or others, shall be borne by those Kembers or Asuoc1ate
Members, groups, orgenizations or others,

4. TFor the purpose of apportioning expenses, Members and
Associate Members shall be divided into 8 classes, each
contributing on the basis of s fixed number of units,
namely:

1st class: 30 units, 5th class: 10 units,
2nd class: 25 units, 6th class: 5 units,
3rd class: 20 units, 7th class: 3 units,
4th class: 15 units, 8th class: 1 unit,

5. Tach Member and Associate lember chall inform the Secretary
General of the class in which it wishes to be included. This
decision shall be communicated to the other Members and
Associate Members by the Secretary General and shall not be

changed during the interval between the coming into force
of this Convention and the opening of the next Plenipoten-
tiary Conference.

6. llembers and Associate Members shall pay in advance their
annual contributory shares calculated on the basis of the
estimytad expenditure of the Union for the following finencial
year.

7+« The amounts due shall bear interest from the beginning of
each financial year of the Union with regard to ordinary
expenses and from the cate on which accounts for extra-
ordinary expenses, and for documents ouvﬂlibu, are sent to
Members and Associate iembers, This interest shall be at the
rate of 3 % (three per cent) per annum during the first six
months after the date on which the amounts are due and at
the rate of 6 % (six per cent) per annum from the beginning
of the seventh month."

Protocol X of Atlantic City reads as follows:
X
"Protocol
Concerning the FProcedure to be Followed by the Countries
Wishing”to Modify Their Class of Contribution to

the Expenditures of the Union

The International Telecommunication Conference of Atlantic
City agrees as follows:

1. In derogation of the provisions of the iadrid Conwention, the
classification of Units of Contribution provided in Article 14,
naragraph 4 of the International Telecommunication Convention ¢

. itlantic City shall go into effect as of Januvary l, 1948.

(5t.,45)



. v

(RD DOCL_157~33
(AR Doc.  81-E

Bach Member shall, prior to September 1, 1948, notify the
Sceretary General of the Union of the claszs of contribution

it has seleéected, from the clessification table set forth in
Article 14, paragraph 4 of the International Telecommunication
Convention of Atlantic City. For meeting exocenses for the
fiscal year 1948, such notification may indicate the selcetion
of a class of contribution for the expenses of the radio service,
and a different class for the expenses of the telegraph and
telephone service. For meeting expenses for the fiscal year
1949 and subseguent fiscal years, such notification shall
indicate the single class sclecected for meeting the consolidated
expenscs of the radio service and the telegrenh and telephone
service. '

Menbers falling to male decision prior to September 1, 1948,

in accordance with the foregoing paragranh shall be bound to
contribute in accordance with the number of units to which

they have subscribed under the MHedrid Convention, provided,
however, that if such HMembers have, unctcr the liadrid Conven-
tion, subscribed to a2 class of contribution for the radio ser-
vice which is different from the class subscribed by them for
the telegraph and telephone service, they shall, for the fiscal
year 1949 and subscguent years, be bound to contribute in accor-
¢ence with the higher of these two classes.!

For the study of this question, it is worth while to be
liar with the resolution taken by the Adminietrative Council
he I.%W.U,, which reads as follows:

120,

"Resolution concerning the detzchment of members of the

Pormanent Staff of the Union to regional conferences. .
. Pedsny . . L% —— ems i wstnin

(Minutes of the 26th Meeting, Document 89 revised)

The Administrative Council

considers |

that 18 desirnble that members of the permanent staff of
the Union should be detached Tor temporary loan to regional
conferences upon their request to the extent personnel may be
availlable, In this case, the regional conferences must be re-
quired to cover all the cxpenses of this personnel. The amount
thus collected will be credited to the Union.'®

It is desirable to examine whether the agcounts of the Com-
nittee of Tight Countries should be, or can be, adjoined to
those of the Conenhagen RD Conference, or whether they should
be controlled scparately.

Although the Directives stinulate in § 11 that #the expen-
ses of this Committee shall in principle, like those of the
Jonference itsclf, be borne by all of the Luropean countries',
it is well to remember that, this Committee was entrusted with
-g_work of genersl Iuronean intcrest, and thet consequently the
exnenses should in principle be borne by all of the IDuropcan
countrics,. It is true that for the expenses of the Committee,
one nmight wonder if countries like the Republic of San slarino
could be called uvon to contribute to the cost, or if the
aprortionment should be limited to the 33 signatories of the
sGditional Protocol. ‘

(3%.45)
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B, The apportionnent of the expenscs might be achieved in
different ways for the Furopean Broadcasting Conferecnce,

Firstly,

a) should pl)l the signatories of the AP contribute to
the expenses, or only the particivants in the
Conference? In the latter case, Lebanon would be
excluded,

how should the Republic of San Marino be charged?
how should the United States of America be charged?
how should the following organisations be charged?

1, The International Chember of Shipping
2, C.I.R.WM,

3, 0,I.R.

4. UJIQR.

e) In regard to the I.F,R.B., which is an organ of the
I.T,U,, the situation is quite spécial. It would
appear that it should be exenpted,

f) Concerning the U.N, (whether it is a question of the
Organisation itself or of its telecommunication service),
it would also be desirable to examine this as a special
case, : ’ ’ C

g) As to specialised agencics such as U.N,E.S$.C.0, and

- the 0,A.C.I., there are to our knowledge no provisions
applicable to them concerning exemption from payments.
Since the Copenhngen Conferences are "regional", it
would appear that they are entirely at liberty to
decide sovercignly,

20 o

W n o G . Bas s

By referring to Article 14 of the Atlantic City Convention,
to which there is a cross-reference in § 11 (f) of the "Direc-
tives", it will be noted that Article 14, in paragraph 3 provides
for (1) the contribution of the participants and (2) the contri-
bution of international organisations. .

At Montreux, for example, the organisations were called upon
to contribute and the Montreux Convention even provicded, in
Article 10, that the expenses should be borne "by the partici-
pating Govermmcnts and the international organisations admitted
to Conferences," '

C. Apportionment of the expenses for the MAR Conferénce.

Questions analagous to those arising under B, above,

T e o Brve W G S G S

In addition, it will be nccessary to examine how the expenses
should be apportioned,

ag for the RD Conference,_and
b) for the MAR Conferencek.

¥pnnex 1 indicates who are +the articipants (A) in the Buropean
Broadcasting Conference and (Bg in the Maritice Radio Conference,
according to the information communicated to the Reception
Committee (16/7/48).

(D.19)
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A decision will have to be taken as to whether a discrimi-
nation should be made on the subject of languages or if, in view
of the parity of the languages adopted here, the accounts should
be established without regard to the different lwnguageu used
and the expenses resulting therefrom.

In regard to the classes of contribution of which the Bureau
of the Union was notified and which it communicated to us, the
tablée annexed hercto (Annex 2) shows the situation as of 16 July
1948, .

Protocol X allows Administrations to declassify themselves
until 1 September 1948, It would be wise, however, to determine
if that dete should be maintained for the present Conference or
advanced, in order to enable the Copenhagen Conferences to
Cstmblloh the definitive table of the classes which should be
taken as a basis for the apportionment of cxpenses,

The preceding decisions, indispensable for the cstablishment
of accountis, might act as a source of inspiration to Committee 3,
which is entrusted with the formulation of the text of the new
Convention, notably in case the Committece should decide to insert
a clause on the "Expcnsés of the Conferences", as was done at the

Hontreux Conference (cf, Article 10).

Ve reproduce below for purposes of information the above-
nentioned text of Article 10 of the lMontreux Convention.

\

"Article 10

Bxnenses of Confercnces

§ 1, Without prejudice to special provisions which may be
contained in the Plan, the expenses of the European
Broadcasting Conferences shall be borne by the parti-
cipating Govermments ond the international organisations
admitted to the Conferences, ‘

§ 2. For the purpose of awportioning expenses the participants
shall be divided into four classes, each contributing in
the proportion of the following numbers of units

lst class: 25 units.
2nd class: 20 units,
3rd class: 15 units,
4th class: 10 units,

The first three classes shall comprisc the Governments .
included in the first three classes under the Article

on the payment of expenses of the Bureau of thé Union in
the International Telecommunication Convention,

The fourth class shall comprise Governments which are
included in the last three classes of the said Article
of the International Telecomnunication Convention, and
in addition international orgenisations,

§ 3. Contributions shall be paid according to the provisions
of the said Convention."

(D,19)
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" In a resolution of the Administrative Council of the I.T.U.
(No,21), the Council requested the C.C,I, to let it know, amongst
other thlngs, "which documents should be printed and published

‘and /or mimeographed,"

The identical question could be asked in relation to the-
Copenhagen Conferences, In view of the financial repercussions
that this question raises, it is opportune to ask it here also.

If it is true that at Prague, Lucerne and lontreux the
- docunments were printed, it is essential to realise that the
Copenhagen Documents will probably be very voluminous,

Then agoin, if it were decided to print all the Documents,
it would be nocessary to keep in nind the following'points:

a) that there will be threc languag es instead of only one;

b) that, for this very reason, the circulation w1]1 be
less for cach language;

¢) therefore that the expenses, greatly increased by
comparison with 1939, will be very high.

This point should also be carefully studied.

(TR. 42/R; 11/:0; 19)

?



Annex 1,

(RD ioc. No. 157-E)
(MAR Loc. Ho. O1l-B)

List of participants in the two
.Conferences based on information communicated
‘up to andé including
16 July 1948.

Particinant - RD Conference MAR Conference
L _Countries - 5

a) Albania P.R. ‘ RD AR

Lustria ‘ L. .
Belgium - RD ‘ MAR
sulgaria P,R, | RD HAR
Bielorussia 5.S.R, - RD » - MAR
Czmechoslovakia 2.1, D MAR
Lermark ' " RD HAR
Bgynt RD MAR
finland _ R MAR

Trance RD MAR

- ~wench Qrotectorstes of

liorocco and¢ Tunisia RD MAR
Groece RD AR
Hungary RD AR i
Iccland ' RD MAR
Ireland RD [1AR
ITtaly RD ' MAR
Luxenburg RD -
- ilonaco , RD - HAR
Netherlands RD LIAR
Horway RD AR
Poland DWJA. ' RD AR
Portugal RD HAR
Koumania P?.RE, RD - MAR
Sweden o _ RD o AR
Cwitzerland RD 11AR
Syria : RD l LIAR
Turkey RD MAR
Ukraine 5.5.R. "RD A MAR
United Kingdom RD MAR
U, 5, 5, k, D AR
Vatican City RD -
Yugoslavia «.P.1, RL. LIAR
5



b)

European Observer

San Marino

Extra-European Observer

United States of America

IT Organizations

I.F.R.B.
UN.
I.C.A.0O,

U.N.B.5.C.0.

C.I.R.M,

Int, Chamber of Shipping
0.I.R,

U.Il.R.

RD

BE B

MAR

MAR

(RD Doc., 157-E)
(MAR Doc. 81-B)

I.7.U., Organization
U,

pec, Agency

o

S
S.Fr.Ch., Art. 57
ditto

MAR -

(D%4)
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Annex 2.
(RD Doc. 157-E)
Situation as of 16 July 1948.

Claseification of countries for their subscriptions

in 1948,

- e wes my

Class Units Notif. . Class Units Notif.,.
Albania P.R. - VIIT 1 555
Austria VIIT 1 529 Observers
Belgium S v 10 542 ) Countri
Bulgarie P.R. VII 3 50 9/ zoumiries
Bielorussia S.5.2.° V 10 S, Marino VI 5 -
Czechoslovakia PiR. V 10 544 United States
Denmarl: . v 10 545  of America’ I 30 550 -
Taypt » 1V 15 - ) , :
Finland VI 5 550 b) Organizations
France ' I 20 544 T
Greece VI 5 544 o T :
‘Hungary VIIZI 1 546 T1.F.R.B. I.7.U, Org.
Tceland VIII 1 549 4.y (as orge. in pgeneral
Ireland v 0 - v ((L.7.U./U,N,.axrangement)
Italy II 25 546 S . L
Luxenburg VII 3 541 w o o e
Honnco ) VII%.) 1 542 U.n.w.S.C.O.gfﬁggf g$en01es}
Ilorocco ' VI (5 539 I.C.A.O, Tt ?
Tunisia) vII(3) ? 549 ) U.n, Charter)
Netherlands v 10 543
Korway ‘ v 10 542 IT
Poland P.R, I1T 20 554 o
Portusal IV 15 551 C.I.R,M.
Roumania P.R, VI 5 550 Int. Chamber of Shipping
Sweden Vv 10 551 0.I.R,.
Switzerland : v 10 550 U.I.R.
Svria VI 5 -
Turlkey : \ 10 549
Ukraine S.5.R. IIT 20 -
United Kingdom I 30 -
U.S.5.0, I 30 -
Vatican City™ =~ VIII 1 541
Yugoslavia T'.P,R. v 10 -

(D .2»8 )



Regional Maritime Radio Conference (MAR-48)
(Copenhagen, 1948)

Document No. 82

Note: The following corrections and continuations were issued in relation to this document:

e Document No. 114 — Continuation of Document No. 82
e Document No. 139 — Correction to Document No. 82



 MARITIME ‘_ | '
REGIONAL RADIO CONFERENCE MAR Document No.82-E

Kgbenhavn, 1948 27 July, 1948

Submitted in: French

Composition of Committees

Chairman

L}

taking part in the work of the Committee C
‘not taking part in the work of the Committee VC = Vice-Chairman

[

¥

(@]
1

Countries g) '2 3 4 2

1, Albania (PeRe) scscossvsocessns 1y O + + 0

20 AUustria cssecosorccesrsancesves 25 not participating in MAR
3, BelEiUM coevverecsovsvssnsnenas 30 0O 4+ 4+ 4+

4, Bielorussia (S«SeRe) seceseeaves e + 0 + 0

5. Bulgaria (PsRi) cesoescocscnsss 55 O + + + VC

6. Vatican City ceccvecssesesocsns Do not participating in MAR
To DENMATK 6uvsecocsvrrnnnsasenane To + 0
B: EEYDE wvnevcossosseronsosncnnss So

9@ Finland 0 C L O 6B MO CD O O9 GO 6L OV EC 9.

«Q

1U¢ France seevscescesocesavsoenss 104
11, Greece ccosoesvccesssssvensusas 1lo
12, Hungary iccoecovsascseecsesnscos 124
13, Ireland P60 0CeTICaODOEOTO dEVIOID 1%,

O 000 + o o +
O+ O+ 4+ o + +
+ + 4+ + + + +

146 Iceland P60 CEB8 2003 HGCIEROERBETD 14i
15. Italy 69PBCIUISQROIECTIRPCINOOD S 150 +C + +
16. Lebanon cesssesceasovoressssss LD not represented at Copenha-

+ OO0 OO + o o

17, T/iXCMDOUTE oecosoeirccsscsesss 174  nob participating in MARESH
18, MONaco sssascovossevscasvoasss 18 0 + + +
19, NOrway cscoosscczevececsscsavess 194 0 + +VC O
20, Netherlends veecesersrsoessses 20, O  +  4C O
21: Poland (PeRe) svsvevcacnnscese 21  +VC + 4+ +
22, Portugal ceseensesceneseronces 22, F + + 0
23, French Protectorates of Moroc-

co and Tunisia sceersvisacsess 23, + + + +
24, Yugoslavia (FePoRe)sesssoccess 244 O + + +
25¢ Ukraine (ScSeRo) svessorrssves 25 0 + + 0
26. Roumania (PsRo) sesececcsseses 264 O + + +

4) Committee 1 (Executive) consists of Chairmen gnd Vice-Chairmen
of the Conference and of the Committeesa

S4130



S R
(MAR Doc.No 82-E)

£l

27« 27 »

United Kingdom o6 v énesas + +VC + +

. 28q Sr\}veden oea:gninaaaéévaecqn-o 289 O + + O

29¢ SWitzerland cesasoB T EN O e e 296 0 + + 0
. 306 Syria dussseactbobcasobobian 300 . V

315 CzeChOSlovakia (PQRQ) YR 316 0 .+ + 0]

32e Turkey oacoé¢abéetceﬁto;;bc 32l O _O >+ O

33? UvsascRJ ov;eoeéédtboovodié 33@ 0 +C + - +

Observers.

2., Countries.

U‘:SGAO @G P OB AOLEBEDTODEOITE N OS O + + O

b, Organisations.

International Frequency Reglstratlon
Board (I F.R.Bs ) 2P0 LEOHBDI GO IO EBE S 0 0] + +

United Nations (UngOy) riservoncea
UaNoEcSvaOb
Interngtional ‘Civil Aviation Organiw-
vSatiOD (IquAch) BC oM CPOICBPRE S SDY

65t e QB CEREDTINVDDANRYC

(@]
o
+

o

International Chamber of Navigation 0 + + 0
International Radio Maritime Com-
mission (CaIcRgMg) spoessaets ey 0 + + 0

Chairman, Vice-Chairmen, and Rapporteurs
of Committees.

Chairman Vice-Chairman Rapporteur

Committee 1 N.E,Holmblad ~ G. Pedersen H. Voutaz
Executive Denmark Denmark Secretariat
Committee 2 G. Gneme K. Wolowski J.M. Biansan
Credentials Italy Poland France
Committee 3 A. Shtchetinin R,M. Billington A.F,Golovenshenkn
Organisation U:S5.5eRs United Kingdom U.S«S:R.

' J«M, Biansan

’ o France

Committee - Js Kuyper 0. Moe L: Stellman
Frequency Netherlands Norway . France
Allocation : . ,
Committee 5 M. Lhermite A, Grigorov
Drafting France Bulgaria

(Tr.40/R.11/D30)



AIARITIME REGIONAL |  MAR Document No, 83~E
RADIO CONFERENCE | 27 July, 1948
K@BENHAVN, 1948,

1,

(Do 3.6

Submitted in: French
REPORT OF COMMITTEE 2
(Credentigde Committee)
3rd Méeting
Monday 26 July, 1948

# - e e v ok s ew el e TR ey e

In Mr. Gneme®s absence, the meeting was opaned at 2.35 p.m

under the ChaLrnansnﬂn of Mr., Wolowski, Vige~Chairman of the

Committee.

T e e

ﬁgerda ‘A;pzoval of the hebort MAR No. 34"

The Delegate &f Biclorussia (S.S.R) wished to replace the
word "adjoint" in the 6th paragraph of page 2 (Frencl text)

" by the word "suppmeant" (No change in the Fnglish text, 7th

paragraph of page 2).

The uelegate of the Ukraine had not been present at the
previous meeting, znd should not +therefore be mentioned in the
last paragraph of Section 3 of the Report.

He had alreacdy explained that the credentials of the
Ukraine were to be considered as constituting full powers on
the same footing as those of the U.S.S.R. It was therefore

erroneous to include the Ukraine under the heading: “Delegatlons-- -

not having presented credentials, or having presented only a

letter of introduction®,

The Chairmen agreed to have the Bielorussian Delegate's
obuervaclon@ inserted in the present Repor

The Report of the 2ad meeting (Document MAR No. 34) was

then approvcd subject to the observatilons of the Delegate of

Bielorussia,

The C‘awrmon proceeded to the second item of the Agenda:
"Verification of credentials arrived-since July 7."

He thought it would be useful to recons1de¢ the case of
Delegations not ClaSSCu with those whose full powers had been

~ declared valid.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom suggested the preparation

r.of a list {a) of Delegations with full governmental powers

ntitling them to sign on behalf of Governments, and (b) of
the Delegptions with administirative powers to sign on behalf of
Admlnlsuvationsn :

.
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The Delegate of Blelorus51a (S S.R,) declared that, the
Conference having decided that it was an Administrative Conference,
Delegates with administrative powers had the same competency to
sign as Delegates with full governmental powers. No distinction
should be made between the two.

The Chmlrman recalled that under the terms of paragraph 72
of the Minutes of the Second Plenary lieeting (Document AR No, 71)

. "The question of the character and manner of signing of the

Final Acts of the Conferenoe had still to be settled by Commlttee 3N,

The Delegaxe of Bielorussia (S.S5.R.) did not press the point
for the moment, in order to avoid wasting time; Dbut he wished
nhis statement to be included in the present Report.

Verification gave the following results:
~Albania (P.R.): No credentials handed in except a telegram

stating that full powers were given and would
arrive by an early post.

Belgium No credentials submitted
Denmark . . Administrative powers.

nggi . No credentials submitted
France ; No credentials submitted.
Greece - Full governmental powers.
Hungary (P.R.) Administrative powers.

Iceland ‘ No credentials submitted.
Monaco ' Full governmental powers.,

Poland (P.R.) Powers to participate (letter of introduction,
and telegram of designation from the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs).

No powers to sign.
Portugal Full governmental powers.

French Protectorates of Morocco and Tunisia

Powers to participate (ﬁovernmental for
Tunisia, administrative for Morocco).

No powers to sign.
Roumania (P.R.) Administretive powers to participate.
No powers to sign.

Switzerland No powers submitted.

(D.16)
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Syria Document not clear. . The Delegate of Syria to
be invited to specify whether or not Syria was
participating in the Maritime Conference.

Czechoslovakia Telegram of administretive powers to participate.
(P.R.) ‘

No powers to sign.
Qggggl' Telegram of powers to participate.
'NO‘powers to sign.
Qgggggg (S.S.R) Full governmental powers.
(U.S.8.R.) Full gOVanmentalrpomrso
5 The Cheimman urged Delegations which hed not yet submitted

adequate credentiels to ask their Governments to send them
without delay. : :

6. The meeting rose at 3.45 p.m.
J.M. Biansan, " . K. Wolowski,
Rapporteur. ' Chairman.

©(D.16).
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ANNEX
SUMMARY )
1. Delegations with full powers recognised as valid forAsignature
in the name of Governments.
- Bielorussia (S.S.R.) - Netherlands
- Bulgaria (P.R.) _ - Portugal
-~ Finland - United Kingdom (with a
certain reservation).
- Greece - Sweden ,
- Ireland - Ukraine (S.S.R.)
- Italy bl Uo SpSch
- Monaco - Yugoslavia (F.P.R.)
- Norway

1i. - Delegations with administrative powers recognized as valid for
signature in the name of Administrations.

-~ Denmark
- Hungary (P.R.)

‘III Delegations submitted documents not giving powers to sign.

- Poland (P.R.) : - Syria
" - French Protectorates of
Morocco and Tunisia. = Czechoslovakia (P.R.)
- Roumania (P.R.) - Turkey ‘

v Delegations which have not submitted any powers.

« Albania (P.R.) - France
- Belgium : - Iceland
- BEgypt - Switzerland
V,‘ Delegations not participating in the work of the Conference,
- Austria - Lebanon
- Vatican City - Luxemburg.

(D.16).



| Maritime S , MAR Doc, No. 84-E
Regional Radio Conference ' . July 28, 1948
Kegbenhavn, 1948 '

Submitted in:Bnglish

Amendment to MAR Document No. 54-E, July 21,

Page 2,

The hours- of operating of Larnaca‘Radio, Cyprus should
be "0800~-2000" instead of "CP" .

B (32)
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EUROPEAN REGIONAL . RD Document Mo, 165-E
BROADCASTING CONFERENCE - July 28, 1948
Kobenhavn, 1948 v ~
MARTTIME | MR Document o, 85-B
REGIONAL RADIO CONFERENCE | July 28, 1948

Kobenhavn, 1948
‘ Submitted in: English.

Committee 5 RD (Frequency Allocation)

Proposals for study of derogation by the oint ' orking

.roup of the Marine and Broadcastiing Conferences.

At the Jjoint meeting of the Executive Committee of the
Broadcasting and Marine Conferences held on the 2%rd July,

1948, a Joint Working Group was set up to consider the quesition
of derogations in the marine bands 415 = 485 kc¢/s and 515 - 52F
kc/s,_and Committee 5 Riu was given the task of preparing a

list of gquestions to be addressed to that Joint VWorking Group.

On behalf of Committee 5 RD, I therefore request this
Joint Working Group to study parasgsraph 138 of the Atlantic City
Repulations ard to revort con whether any or all of the five
stations mentioned therein can be accommodated in the marine
bands and if so, on what frequencies and what nower can be
tolerated without causing harmnfrl interference to the maritime
mobile service. '

H. Faulkner
Chairman

Committee 5 RD



Maritime : MAR Document n® 86 - E

Regional Radio Conference July 29, 1948
Kgbenhavn,1948 . . g
e - submitted in: English

UNITZD KINGDOW

The United Kingdom Delegation submits herewith a draft text of a European
Maritime Convention which, it suggests, might be suitable as a basis for dis-~
cussion of the question whether it would be desirable at this Conference to
¢onclude one single Corvention, with a Plan annexed thereto comprising all
Buropean coastal stations, in lieu of a series of Regional Arrangements similar
to those concluded at Montreux on the 12th of April, 1939.

In submitting this document the United Kingdom Delegation suggests that
the following considerations should be taken into account in assessing the
desirability of concluding a single Convenbtions

(i) the increased importance of maritime radio services;

(ii) the fact that whereas the Montreux agreements related only to stations
cpen to public correspendence whose operation was largely the responsibility
of the respective PIT Departments, it will now be necessary, owing to the
changes in the frequency tables, to provide for stations under the control
of Govermment Departments other than the PTT:

(iii) the need for making provision for areas not previously covered at
Montreux such as the Black Sea, the White Sea and the Barents Sea;

(iv) the desirability of eliminating the adminisirative difficulties which may
result
(a) from the overlapping of separate regions within the Buropemn Maritime
Areay, or

(b) from the need to svoid interferences between near stations in
neighbouring regions:

(v) the desirability of bringing the instruments relating to the coastal
stations in line with those relating to the broadcasting stations.

It will be noted fhat pending further Study no proposals have been submitted
for the Articles relating to the notification of frequencies or to the entry into
force of the Conventlon and of the Plan. ‘ :

The United Kingdom Delegation would drew attention to the fact that while
it favours this Convention being an inter-governmental Convention rather than an
Administrative Agreement for the reasons stated in Document MAR 46, it is equally
anxious that the Article relating to modifications should provide that modifications
of the Plan may be effected by simple agreement between administrations (as in the
case of the United Kingdom suggestion for the correspondlng.Artlcle in the
Broadcasting Convention.)

It will also be noted that Article 3, relating to the Limitabtion on the use
of ship frequencies by coast stations, has been provisionally included in the text
of the Convention itself although its contents are of a technical character. In
making this suggestion the United Kingdom Delegation cbserved that this was the
only Article remaining in the preceding Agreements and was of opinion that it
would be preferable to include it in the Convention, in order that the Annex thereto
should contain nothing except the table of the coast stations together with the
technical particulars relating to each.

‘H. Faulkner.
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EUROPEAN REGIONAL MARITIME
CONVENTION

The Governments of A, B, C, eto., Members of the International Tele-

communication Union,

Desiring to revise the Regioral Arrangements for coastal station frequencies

concluded at Montreux oun the 12th of April, 1939, in respect of the Baltic Sea,
the English Channel and’ North Sea; the Atlantic and the North African Cdast and
the Mediterranean,

(1)
(2)

1)
(2)

(3)
(4)

(5)

Heave agreed as follows:

hxticle 1

Purpose of the Convenfion

The contracting Governments declare that they adopt, and will implement, the
provisions of this Comvention and of the Plan arnexed hereto.

These Governments agree neither to instal nor to put into operation any
coast stations other than those contained in the Plan amexed hereto;
except under the conditions provided for in Article 8.

Tntil such time as this Convention shall enter into force, the contracting
Goveinments agree to make no changes in their radiocommunication services of
a nature which would prevent a strict and complete implementation of the

said Flan.

Article 2

572 S S A

In this Convention: .

the words "International Telecommunicatiocn Convention' denote the Inter-
national Telecommunication Convention cf Atlantic City, 1947, or any revision
which may be substituted therefor:

the words "Radio Kegulaticns' denote the radio regulations ammexed to the
International Telecommumication Convention of Atlantic City, 1947, or any
revision which may be substituted therefors

the word "Plan" denotes the Maritime Plan of Copenhagen snnexed to this
Convention cor any revision which may be substituted therefor;

the word "Administration" denctes a government administration of a contract-
ing Government of the European Maritime Area;

the words "General Secretariat of the Union' dencte the General Secretariat
of the International Telecommunication Unionj

the words "European Maritime Area! shall mean the area bounded on the west

Ty a line extending from the North Pole along Meridisn 10° West of Greenwich

to its intersection with parallel 720 North, and thence by great circle arc
to the intersection of meridian 500 West and parallel 40°C North, and thence
by great circle arc to the intersection of meridian 40° West and parallel
300 North; on the East by the meridian 42° East of Greenwich; and on the
South by the parallel 200 North; the Canary Islands shall also be included
in the Area.
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drvicle 3

=4

imitation on the use of ship frequencies by Coast Stations

The contracting Governments undertake, pursuant to paragraph 8(1) of
Article 33 of thé Radio Regulations, nct to use for coast stations the
following frequencies which are reserved for ship stationss

422 %o 428 ke/s;

451 to 457 ke/ss

465 to 471 ke/s;

AT7 to 483 ko/s;

509 to 515 ke/s except as provided for in
sub-paragraph (3) thereof.

dreicle 4

Initial Adjustments

For a period of six months from the date of the entry into force of this
Convention, Administrations may, by agreement with other Administrations
.affected, make medifications, having a maximum variation of plus or minus one
kiloeycle, to the frequencies contained in the Plan, in order to avoid inter-
fererce.

Article 5

Notification of frequencies

[Text to be submitted later]

Article 6
When the use cf a frequency by a coast station causes interference which
had not been foreseen at the time of signing of this Convention or of the Plan,

the Administrations concerned shall endeavour to reach agreement eliminating
such interference. ‘

Article 7

Bevision of the Convention and of the Plan

The revision of this Convention or of the Plan shall be undertaken by a
Conference of Plenipotentiaries of the contracting Governments, convened
pursuant to the provisions of Article 41 of the International Telecommunication
Convention of Atlantic City, 1947, when a decision of a Plenipotentiary Conference
of the Union or a Radio Administrative Conference, referred to in Articles 10 and
11 of the said Convention, renders such revision necessary.

Article 8

prast R

Modification of the Plan

(1) Any Administration wishing to alter the characteristics (such as frequency,
power, position) of one of the coast stations contained in the Plan, other-
wise than by initial adjustments to frequencies provided for in accordance
with the provisions of Article 4, or to set up a new coast station, shall
inform the other Administrations, which it considers to be directly con-
cerned. If agreement is reached, the General Secretariat of the Union shall
be notified and shall inform all other Administrations.



wa 4 -
- (MAR 86-E) -

(2) finy Administration which considers that such agreement may affect its own
services unfavourably, shail notify its obJjections, through the General
Secretariat of the Union, within a period of six weeks from the date of
receipt of the notification. Until the expiry of this periocd, the modification
shall not be adopied.

(3) Any Administration, which does not reply before the explrv of this period,
shall be considered to have given its assent.

(4) After the expiry of the same period the proposal may be adopted if no
objection has been raised or if all Administrations concerned have agreed.

(5) Where agreement is not reached under the provisions of this Article, the
Administrations in disagreement may refer the dispute to an expert or
experts acceptable to all parties to the disagreement, or may adopt any other
method of settlement mutually agreed upon.

Article 9

Expenses of Conferences

(1) The expenses of European Meritime Conferences are a charge on participating
Governments and international orgenizations admitted to the Conferences.

(2) The final apportionment of expenses of such Conferences shall be made in
accordance with the provisions of Article 14 of the International Tele-
communication Convention, 1947.

Article 10

Retificstion
This Convention shall be xat1¢1eu by each of the signatory Governments.
The instruments of ratif ﬂcatlon shall be deposited, as soon as possible, with
the Government Of necosocssnsassesascs Which shall nobtify the other contracting
Governments of each deposit of ratification.

Article 11

]

The Gevernment of a country, which is Member of the Inteimational Tele-
communication Union, and the whole or a vart of the territory of which lies within
the European Maritime Area, may accede to this Convention by depositing an
instrument of accession with the Goverrmment of coscenscescosssseose Unless other—
wise specified therein, it shall become effective upon the date of its deposit.
The said Govermment shall notify the other contracting Governments of each
accessgion when it is received and c:ml« forward to each of them a certified copy
of the instrument of accession.

Article 12

AT T A A

Application to Dependent Territories

A contracting Government may, at the time of signature, ratlflcatwon, accession
or at any time thereafter by notification given to the Government of coescscceseavoses
declare that this Convention shall exterd to any of the territories, wholly or in
part within the Huropesan Maritime Ares, for the international relations of which
it is responsible, and this Convention shall, from the date of the receipt of the
notification, or from such other date as may be specified in the notification,
extend to the territory or territories named therein.
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Article 13

Demuncistion

(1) Each Government which has ratified; or acceded to, this Convention, shall
have the right at any time to denounce it by a notification given to the
Government Of acescocoscssssonsecoe Wnich shall inform the other contracting
Governments thereof.

(2) A Government which has made a declaration under Article 12 extending this
Convention may at any time thereafter by notification given to the Government
Of ocensusscascsnnscsse G8Clare that this Convention shall cease to extend
to any texrritory named in the notification. ! '

(3) The Government Of .scesscoccssossvesescs 8hall inform the other contracting
' Govermments of any notification received by it in accordance with paragraphs
(1) and (2) of this Article.

(4) Bach denunciation referred to in paragravhs (2) and (3) of this Article shall
take effect at the expiration of a period of one year from the date of the
receipt of the notification of it by the Government Of cceessscoscocecosarves

Article 24

Abrogation of the Convention end of the Plan

(l) This Convention and Plan shall be abrogated beiween all the contracting
Governments from the dste on which a new Convention enters into foree. The
Plan shall be abrogated from the date on which a new Plan enters into
force- '

(2) In the event of a contracting Government not approving a new Plan, the

Convention shall be abrogated in relation to such Government from the date on
which the new Plen enters into force.

drticle 15

Abrogation of Regional AxxangemenﬁsAooncluded at Montreux in 1939

This Convention and the Plan ghall abrogate and replace between the
contracting Governments the Regicnal Arrangement for the English Chamnel and the
North Sea, the Regional Arrangement for the Atlantic and the North African Coast,
the Regional Arrangement for the Baltic Sea, the Regional Arrangement for the
Mediterranean, which were concluded at Montreux on the 12%h of April, 1939. *)

K

Article 26

EESR Gty

Entry into Force

[ Text to be submitted later |

*) As there appears %o be no provision for the abrogation of the Regional
Arrangements ipso facto on the conclusion of a new regional arrangement ox
arrangements, it will be appropriate to have an article abrogating the
Montreux Regional Arrangements. It will, however; only affect abrogation as
between the parties to the proposed Convention.
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REPORT

of Committee 3,

(Organisation Committee)

lst., Meeting

‘Monday, 5 July 1548

© The leeting was opened at 3,30 n.m. with lr, Sechtetinin
(U.5.5.R) in the Chair.

The Chairman introduced the Vice~Chalrman, lir., Billington
(United Kingdom), and the Rapporteurs for French and Russian,
lir., Biansan (France) and lir. Goloventchenko (U.S5.8.R.). He asked
for nroposals for an Inglish-speaking Rapporteur.

The Del egate of the United Kinsdom said that, in the Orga-
nisation Committee of the Luropean Reglonel Broadcasting Confe-
rence, there was only a French~speaking Rapnorteur, He 4id not
think that an inglish Rapporteur was indispensable,

No objections on this latier »noint were raised.

The Chairman considered it expedient to draw up a list of
Delegations taking part in the worlk of the Committee. He re-
auested these Delegeations to apnrly for registration *to one of
the Rapporteurs after the leeting, or on the following day.

Adopted.,

He proposcd to draw up a progremme and Agenda for the next
lleeting. '

The Delegate of Denmark drew the Committee's attention to
MAR Documents Nos, 1 and 2. '

The Chairman said that the Committee had to clear the ground
for +the adoption of the Plan which would be the culmination of
the work of the Conference. The following points might usefully
be considered: -

1, "The ascembling of the reguirements of the various
s countries., ' ‘ '

2a The fixing of +the geographical distribution of the
' agreements, :

%3,  The framing of principles of delimitation and of fre-
* guency allocation for coastal stations. (D
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. The settling of the nature and the form of the agree-
ments for frequency allocation,
He proposed the following Agenda for the next leeting:

Gl

1. Torm and 4ime-limits for submission of coastal station
requirement S.

2f Fixing of geogrephical zones for the future agreements,
%. Principles of frequency allocation,

4o Miscellaneoué,

fr, Billingtdn, Vice-Chairman, asked for nermission to take

part in the discussions in his capecity as Delegate of the United
Kingdois '

The Chairmen concidered that both the Vice~Chairman and he

himself might spesk as Delcgates in view of the insufficient
number of members of Delegations,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom +thought that the first
three noints above fell rather within the competence of Committee
4, in view of their teclmical nature. The determination of the
frequency bahds to be considered by the Conference was,; on the
other hand, within the scope of Committec 3, especially as '
regards the two questions raised by Italy in MAR Document No. 1.

A1

The Delegates of the Netherlends, [
this statement.

rance and Belzium supported

The Chairman referred to LIAR Document No. 4. It would he
thought be wise to deal in Committee 3 with the guestions of
geogranhical distribution and the »rinciples of frequency allo-
cation, as well as that of delimitation of bands, Loxr it was ’
desgirable that the other Committees, should not be overburdened,

The Delegate of Denmarl seid that the frequéncy requirements
had been submitited at Atlantic City on forms lMNos. 1 and 2., The
P,7.B. had extracted from them the data concerning the coastal
station freguencies comprised in the bands under consideration:

by the Conference. This information was contained in MAR Document
No. 10, submitted to Committee 4 by the decision of the first
Plenary Assenbly.

The Delegat
discussion had s
point of view.

e of the Ukraine (8,5.R,) remarked that the
trayed from the »oint. He supported the Cheirmanis

The Delegete of Irance thought that there was an overlap
between the Terms of Reference of Committees 3 and 4., While
the determination of the frecuency bandz to be considered fell
to Committee %, the study of the freguencies in the bands

R

chosen was apvnarently a matter for Committee 4,

(354)
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e sugrested that, in the event that the matter could not be
decided within Committee 5, it be examined at a Plenary Assembly
in order 106 determine exactly the Terms of Reference of the two

\J O.\ﬂlﬂlt GEC S

The Chairman proposcd, in view of the advanced hour, that the
matter be Hostuoned until the next lleeting.

The Delegate of the Netherlands thought ‘it would be inconvenient
if t 16 matier were not decided by the nresent lleeting, since

t 4 which was to meet in a few minutes' time, would then

1 ClluV in organising its work.

The Dolo;ate of the United Hinsdom, reverting to his previous
statemens, recalled that the Conference had rejected, at a Plenary
sembly, a proposal to create a Technical COﬂllttee, and hed
dened the scope of Commititee 4, entrusting to it oll teclhnical
matters. The Tirst three points did, in fact, have technical
aspects, end dould not, theroiore, bp exanined by Committee 7.

The Cheirman = pointed out that three maiters remeined to be

¢
E
.
i}
¢

e

Document Fo. 1. Proposals of Ttaly)

“AR Docunent Ho, 2, DTOQOoal_ of the United Kingdom)

The letter from the Chairman of Coxn mlxtee_z esking whether
the Acts of the »nresent Conference should be bhinding on
Governments or should constitute only simple Admini trative

agreements.

()

: He sugzested that these matters be put on the Agenda of the
next lieeting,

The Delegate OL Dennmerk proposed that the first item should
be the guestion of docermwnlng the bends o be studied, with a
view tc enabling Committee 4 to steart its work.

oirman agreed that the examination of Documents AR
Nos. 1 and 2 should be the first items on the Agenda.

The Ue¢oggtc of Bulgeria P.R.) said that he had not yet
received MAD Document No. 2, iHe requested that the Documents
be disstributed regularly.

The Chairmen, accordingly, asked iir. Tedersen, Vice--Chalrman
of the Conxercnce9 to make the necessary arrangements with the
sSecretariat. '

e proposed to nut on the Agenda for the next ileeting the’
gquestion of the exact Terms of Roference of Commitiees % and 4.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that Comnmittee 3 did
not have the nower to modify the 1 ers of Reference of Comnittee 4;
they could only submit a recommendation for discussion in a

Plenary Assenbly.
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The Chairman hoped that Committee % would clarify the
nosition as soon as possible. :
The Meeting rose at 4.35 n.m. |
J.l. Biansen, Schtetinin,
Goloventchenko,

Rapporteurs, , Chairman.
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2nd Meeting

Tuesday 6 July 1948

The Meeting was opened at 3.35 p.m.

The Chairman recalled that the question of the limits of
the terms of reference of Committee % and 4 had been left pending
on the previous day,

During a conversation which he had had that day with the
Chairman of the Conference, it had been decided that a whole
series of questions concerning terms of reference could be settled
by Committee 3, In case of disagreement, the question at issue would
be submitted to the Executive Committee and, if necessary, dealt
with by the Plenary Meeting of the Conference,

He hoped that Committee 3 would come to an agreement, so
that recourse to such a complicated procedure would be avoided.

" One of the cases at issue to be cons1dered concerned the
form, order and time limit to be fimed for lodging frequency
requirements, The information supplied regarding the radio-
maritime service was not complete.

One prev1ously expressed p01nt of view was that it would
be desirable to refer this work to Committee 3, with a view to
easing the task of Committee 4, Another opinion was that Commlttee
4 could undertake the work directly. :

The Delegates of ‘the United Kingdom, France and Denmark
shared the latter view. Time would be gained if this work was
assigned directly to Committee 4, within whose competence, moreover,
it fell, ‘

The Chalrman considered that the general impression was
that the majority of the Delegates thought that the list of
requirements should be drawn up by Committee 4. .

(» 29)
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Mr., Kuyper (Netherlands) said that as Chairman of Committee 4,
he was of that opinion. ’ :

On the Chairman's suggestion the Committee also indicated
agreement,

The Chairman passed to the following question: geographical
boundaries of the future arrangement.

It seemed to him that thé Montreux arréngements, which related
only to the Mediterranean Sea, the Atlantic, the North Sea and the
Baltic Sea, weére not satisfactory to certain countries bordering
on other seas,:

The Chairman thought that the boundaries should be drawn up
by Committee 3 and then submitted to Committee 4.

The Delegate of the Unitéd Kingdom agreed to the question
being examined by Committee 3, He had some doubts about the order
in which the discussions should take place in Committees 3 and 4.
The Montreux arrangements did not form a whole and, as the opinion
of Committee 4 seemed to him indispensable, he thought that the -
latter should first discuss the question and submit its recommen=
dations to Committee % for final decision,

The Delegate of the Netherlands supported the Chairman's
point of view, on the understanding thet, before submitting its
recommendations to the Conference, Committee 3 would await the
comments of Committee 4.

The Delégate of the U,S.S.R. was of the same opinion, He
thought that, with a view to gaining time, it could be decided
that the agreement should relate to all the seas within the European
Area, os defined in the Additional Protocol to the Acts of the
Atlontic City Radio Conference. , :

The Delegate of the Ukrdiné S.8.R, thought that the question
could be .settled immediately. o _

-The Delegate of Bulgoria (P.R.) shared the opinion expressed
by the Chairman and by several Delegates.

The Chairman proposed that the question of geographical
boundaries be put on the Agenda of the next meeting, :

Adopted.,

The Chairman prdceéded to the question of the general principles
- of frequency allocation. He understood that technical principles
would be excluded from the discussion.

In reply t6 a request for clarification from the Delegate of
the Netherlands, the Chairman observed that Committee 4 would be
faced with certain'difficult. problems, such as the inadequate
number 0f chdannels, ond the allocation of frequencies to Spain and
Germany, etc. On these poéints, it would be necessary for it to
have specific directives, '

The Delegate of Fronce thought that it was not neCessdry to
put the question on the Agenda immediately. The Committee eould
wait for Committee 4 to intimate the difficulties which might
arise, '

(D 29)



(MAR Doc, 88 ~ E)
The Chairman noted that it was proposed that discussion of

the question be deferred until after Committee 4 had given its
comments,

He saw no objection to deferring it to a later date.
The Delegate of the United Kingdom agreed that Committée 3

should consider problems such as those of Spain and Germany. He
also agreed to the postponement of the discussion, e

"The Delegate ovaulgaria (P.R.) wished to know whether the
question of Germany would be discussed by Committee 3 and then
referred to Committee 4, '

The Chairman explained that Delegates wished to postpone
this question until later in order to give it deteiled examination,

The Delégate of Bulgaria (P.R.) was satisfied with this
postponement , .

The Chairman noted that there were no objections.,

He récalled that 3 Items remained for considerations |
- the proposal of Italy (Doéument MAR No, 1) '

-~ the United Kingdom proposal (Document MAR No. 2)

- the letter from the Chairman of Committee 2 asking whether
the acts of the Conference should be considered as binding
on Governments or only on Administrations.

He askeéd whether the latter question'should be decided
immediately, or whether it should be postponed until a later
meeting, :

The Delegate of Denmork asked that the frequency bands for
study by the Maritime Conference be spec¢ified, This was necessary
before Committee 4 could begin its work.

The Chairman pointed out that Documents MAR Nos. 1 and 2
dealt with that question, Mr. Pedérsén's proposal would be
considered when Documents MAR Nos. 1, 2 and 5 were being discussed.

The Delegate of Bulgaria (P.R.) stated that he had not yet
received these Documents, _ -

: The Delegate of the United Kinzdom was uncertain as to when the
3rd Item of the Agenda was to be considered.

The Chairman said that this Item would appear on the Agenda
of the next meeting. :

The .Meeting rose at 5,30 p.m,

J.M., BIANSAN, . ; ’ SCHTETININ,
GOLOVENTCHENKO, Chairman.
‘Rapporteurs,

(D 29)
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The Meeting opened at 9.35 p.m.

The Chairman recalled that the first Item of the Agenda was
the following:

Uiséussion'of the Geog raphlcal Areas to be covered by the

future agreements.

The Delegate of the U,S,S5.R. observed that, for the allocation
of frequencies to coastal stations of the Duropean Area, the
Conference of Montreux had concluded four arrangements applying
respectively to '

- the Channel and the North Sea,

- the Baltic,

- the North Atlantic and the coast of North Africa,
- the Mediterranean.

Certain countries had not taken part in these agreements, and
were not included in the general plan.

It was decided at Atlantic City that the Maritime hegional
Radio Conference should allocate frequency bands to the coastal
stations of the Buropean Area, defined as follows in Number 107
of the Radio Regulations of Atlantic City:

"The "Buropean Area" is bounded on the West by the Western
boundary of Region 1, on the East by the meridian 40° East of
Greenwich and on the South by the parallel 300 North so as to

include the western part of the U.S.S5.R. and the territories

bordering the Mediterranean, with the exception of the parts of
Arabia and Saudi-Arabia included in this secztor." .

The Atlantic City Regulations therefore extended the limits

of the area of appllcatlon of the agreements, and perm1tted other
countries to participate in their conclusion.

5t.,%3
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But the definition of the European Area did not take into
account all thi interests of the Maritime Service, Part of the
Bastern coast of the Black Sea with several coastal stations was
situated outside its limits. Similarly meridian 409 divided the
White Sea and the Barents Sea into two. In the Eastern parts of
both these Seas there were several other coastal stations. All
these stations facilitated navigation,contributed to the safety
of life at sea, and maintained a service of correspondence for
the public. They should be included in the new Planj; and it was
possible to do so under Article 12 of the Convention.

To this effect, the following limits were proposed:

- to the West, line B, :
- to the EBast, the Eastern limit of the Black
Sea - approximately meridian 53%° Fast,
- to the South, parallel 3%0° North.

The Delegate of the Netherlands asked whether a map could be
distributed, on which the proposed area could be seen.

~ The Delegate of the U.S.S5.R. answered that the map ahnexed
to Yocument MAR No. 10 corresponded to the limits indicated, as
far as the Northern and Black Sea basins were concerned.

On the request of the Chairman, the Delegate of the U,5.S.R.
said that the proposed extension covered three or four stations of
the Black Sea (to the BEast of meridian 40° Bast) and a similar
number of stations in the Northern basins. The names of these
stations, which were open to public correspondence, appeared in
the list published by the Berne Bureau. ‘

The Delegate of Portugal said that, if the map in gquestion
wes to be used, there were several errors in its contents as regards
whe Azores and Madeira, neither of which were included in the area
of application of the Plan.

The Delegate of Denmark declared that the map had been drawn
on the lines of the similar map published in the Montreux documents.
Some stations which had begun service later, had been added. It
contained errors, and could not serve as a working basis, but only
as an incication of the different regions to be discussed.

The DLelegate of the United Kingdom agreed with that observa-
tion. It would be interesting if the Delegation of the U.S.S.K,
would submit a map giving the limits of the area proposed with
indications of the latitude and longitude and the sites of the
stations to be included.

t.33
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The Delegate of the UsS.S.R. thouuht that such a map could be
produced at the next meeting.
He pointed out that the islands mentioned by the Delegate of
Portugal were in fact included in the area defined by number 107
of the Atlantic City Regulations.

In‘answer to the request of the Chairman the Delegéte of the
Us5.5:R; said that the stations he had in mind were the following:

White Sea and Barents Sea:

- Archangel,

- Mezen,

- Khodovarikha,
'~ Narian-Mar,

Black Sea:

- Sukhumi,
e POti [}
- Otchemtchiri,
- Batum.
The Chairman did not think the proposed extension of the

area and the stations in it was very considerable, It would
certainly allow of the improvement of the general frequency allo-

- cation plan,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom agreed in principle. But
he thought it desirable torevert later to the question of the
areas and the stations included in the agreements.

The Chairman said that the United Kingdom Delegate s obser-

-vation would appear in the Report.

He asked if there were any other observations or suggestions,

There being no observations, the proposal for the extension

-0of the area was accepted,

The Chairman passed to the second Item of the Agenda,

Frequency bands to.be considered by the Conference.
(Documents MAR Nos, 1 and 2).

The.Delegate of Italy made the following declaration:

"The propogals contained in Document MAR No. 1 aimed at taking

advantage of the presence of many experts in maritime radio questions

to settle, or at least to begin the study of, certain problems,
and so facilitate the work of future specialized meetings.,

"However, in view of the observations of the United Kingdom
Delegation in Document MAR No. 2, the Italian Delegation does
not insist on our Conference- cons1der1ng frequency allocations
in the 1605 - 2850 kc/s band, but leaves this for the Oslo Con-
ference,

St:30
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"As regards the preparation of a new plan of frequency al-
location to radiobeacons, the Italian Delegation, after consul-
- tation with various other Delegations, has found that several of
them are not prepared to discuss this question here, This being
so, the Italian Delegation thinks it preferable for unofficial
exchanges of views to take place between Delegations so as to
assist the respective Admlrlstratlons in preparing modifications
to the Berdeaux agreement,"

The Delegate of France supported the Itallan ‘Delegate's pro-
posal. .

The Delegate of the U,S.S.R. thought the present Conference
was not in a position to consider the 1505 = 2850 k¢/s mnd,

4

The Regulatlons of Atlantic 'City had allocated the 1605 -
2850 ke/s band, as a shared band,; to the Fixed and Mobile Services.
There were no experts on the leed Service presento

The same Regulations had allocated the 150 ~ 160 kc/s band
to be shared between the Maritime Mobile Service and broadcasting
with priority for the latter, iurthermore, the 10 kc/s interval
should be studied only in the light of the decisions of the Euro—
pean Broadcasting Conference,

The Chairman summed up the iwo points of view expressed‘

a) that the 150 -~ 525 . kc¢/s band should be considered,

b) that the 1605 - 2850 kc/s band should be left out of the
discussion, and that the 255 - 525 kc¢/s band alone should
be discussed for the moment, on the understanding that the
150 - 160 kc¢/s band would be discussed later. -

He thought the following vroposal would be acceptable:

- to discuss in the first place those bands, in the case of whlch

experts and information were available,

- to proceed; if time permitted, to a preliminary study of the .
1605 - 2850 kc/s band.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom had no objection, He
thought that the study of the 1605 - 2850 kc/s band would not
amount to more tham an unofficial exchange of views, and that no
recommendation to the Oslo Conference would result,

The Chairmen was of the same opinion.

He passed to the third Item of the Agenda:

Discussion of the Status of the Final Acts of the Conference
(Document MAR No, 27).

' The Delegate of the Unlted Klnﬂéom said that he had not re-
celved the English text of Document MAR N3. 27, ‘

3t:30
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The Delegate of Ukraine(S.S.R.) was likewise not in posses-
sion of the Document, and askéd for the discussion to be post-
poned until the following day.

The Chairman asked the Secretariat to expedite the distribu-
tion of the document. He agreed tohave the question placed on
the Agenda for the Meeting of July 8, It was not, in his opi-
nion, necessary to have the Agenda distributed, as it contained
in addition to the above question only the heading "Miscellaneous."

The Meeting rosé at 10,30 a.m,

J. M. Biansan, Schtetinin,
Goloventchenko, Chairman,
Rapporteurs.

St:30
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Ath Meeting

Thursday 8 July 1948

The Meeting opened at 2. 35 P:lle
‘The Chairman read the Agenda as follows:

I. Discussion of the nature of the Final Acts
of the Conference (Document MAR No 27),

II, Miscellanemtyp -
He put item I for discussions

- He ascertained that the United Kingdom Delegation was
in possession of the English text of‘Document MAR No 27.

The Delegate of the Ukraine (S.S.R.) had not received

the Russian text of the documént. The Chairman accordingly
read the letter annexed to it,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that the
Committee was now discussing the status of the instruments
which would be used for the signature of the Final Acts
of the Conference. He did not see that there was any occasion
to discuss the status of the Conference itself, There was
general agreement to regard the lMaritime Conference as an
Administrative Conference.

- But the question arose as to whether an Administrative
Conference could draw up Final Acts of an inter-governmental
character.

Annex 2 of the Atlantic Clty Convention acflned the word
"Delegate" as follows:

"Deleﬂqte, A person representing a government at
a plcnlpotent;ary €onference,or a person representing a
Government or an administration at an administrative
conferenceacas"

He thought that the representation of the Delegate to
the present Conference ought to have a governmental char-
acter, _

The gmeater part of the credentials submitted appeared to
befull powers signed by the Head of the State,Prime Minister
or Minister for Foreign Affairs of the State concerned.
Delegates so accredited would sign in virtue of their powers,

o/uno
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and their signatures woild obligate their Governments t¢
accept the documents so signed, subject to ratification,

The Maritime Conference differed from the Broadcasting
Conference in respect of the fact that the Broadcasting
Conversions of Lucerne and Montreux had been signed by delegates
having full powers, whereas recent maritime agteements had
been signed merely by representatives of the Administrations
concerned.,

On the other hand, the Prague Eroadcasting Convention
(1929) had been signed by the telecommunicationsAdministrations.
In the interval between the two Conferences of Prague and
Lucerne the increasing importance of broadcasting had become
more evident, with the result that the agreements had assumed
an inter-governmental character.

The development of radiomaritime questions was now
reaching such a level that it became necessary in this case
also to give an inter=governmental character to the agreements
concluded,

He reminded the Committee that the full powers accorded
to his Delegation by the United Kingdom Government stipulated
that they were not to be valid except in relation to signate
ories having equally full powers, He did not think agreements
of a mixed character coculd ever prove satisfactory.

The Chaixman gave the floor to Mr Gneme, Chairman of
Committee 2 (Gredentials Committee),

Mr Gneme read Articie 6 of the Montreux Agréements and
the formula preceding the signatures, as follows: )

"Article 6, The present agreement annuls and replaces
the agreement put into force on 1 January 1934 for the same
region."

"The Delegates of the Administrations above indicated
have signed this agreement subject to the approval of their
Administrations, the which approwal shall be notified to the
Netherlands Administration before 1 September 19%9. The other
Administrations will be free to accede to the said agreement
at any time "

. The nature of the powers conferred on the signatories of
the Final Acts determined in his opinion the character of
- a Conference, If they decided to insist on full powers, that
would be tantamount to turning the present Conference into a
conference of plenipotentiariese

Almost all the credentials considered by Committee 2
were full powers,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom thought that the
Conference should in fact be a Conference of Plenipotentiaries.
The word "Plenipotentiaries"™ could be used descriptively.

In the Atlantic City terminology "Conference of Plenipo-
tentiaries" had a special meaning. That was the Conference
which met every five years to revise the Convention,

9/oco
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The term "PlenipotentiaryConference” could cover,; in
English, not only the "Plenipotentiary Conference" defined in
Article 10 of the Convention, but also any other Conference
for which Delegates were givem full powers,

He thought that the powers of the present Conference
should be sovereign. though with this restriction that its
decisions could not be otherwise than in accordance with the
provisions of the Atlantic City Convention and its Annexes,

u——-._m— .—

—am..,...._

He wanted to know how many Delegatlons had full powers and
how many had merely administrative powers,

Mr Gneme; Chairman of Committee 2, answered that the
Minutes of the meeting at which the powers submitted had been
examined, were with the Secretariat for reproduction,

According to his notes; the following Delegations had
full powers:

- Bielorussia.(S,S.R.) ~Norway

- Bulgaria (P.R.) ~Netherlands

- Finland -Sweden S
- Ireland ~Yugoslavia(F,PsRs)
- Italy | —

United Kingdom {(with the reservation that its full
- powers weére valld only iy relation to signatories
) with equally full powers. )

The Delegations of Portugal and Roumania (P, Rg) had
presented only letters of introduction.

. The Credentials submitted by the S.,5:R, of the Ukraine
and by the U,S.3.R., were to be re—~examined,

The other Delegations had not yet submitted credentials,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that four coun-
tries of the European Area were not taking part in the
Maritime Conference, and he understood that certain Delegations
had submitted full powers since the last meeting of the
Credentials Committee,

' He 'thought that the credentials of the Ukraine and the
UsSeS.Re, were in order as they bore the signature of the
" Minister for Foreign Affairs. '
The Chairman observed that approximately:
- one third had full powers, ,
- one third had not submitted credentials;

- one third had powers not equivalent to those of the
first-mentioned groupe S

De43 ’ a/a:u
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) As far as the third group was concerned,the position
in regard to their representative status was not as clear
as was desirable,

'He himself thought discussion of the character of the
Conference premature. What did Delegates think?

The Delegate of the United Kingdom asked whether any of
the Delegates who had not yet submitted credentials knew
the nature of those they would present in the future.

The Delegate of Denmark declared that his country had

At 1 o oo e

submitted powers valid for an Administrative Conference,

Mr Gueme observed that Denmark had issued thé invitation
to the Conference thzmough the diplomatic channei,

The Delegate of the Ukraine(S<S.R.) said that the wishes
of the Governments sending Delegates to the Conference should
be considered.

It had been suggested that the Ukraine did not have full
powers, He did not want to trouble his Government with a

-request for new powers béfore he knew whether it was indis-

pensable to ask for them,

The question ought to be taken off the Agenda, because
it was not at present possible 1o take a decision one way

or the others
The Delegate of the United Kingdom also thought the

outivisty

discussion might be more fruitfuli after Committee 2 had held
a new meetings

As he remembered it,; the document submitted by the
Delegate of the Ukraine was definitely a letter conferring
full powers., The only question that had been raised was as
to whether it authorised him only to participate in the -
Conference or both to participate and to sign agreements,

The Qgglgggg did not think it was for the Committee to
discuss the validity of credentials, The proper course was
to postpone the continuance of the discussion until such

time as Committee 2 had prepared a more complete list.

Mr Gneme brought up thé question raised in the letter of
Committee 2 to Committee 3. The letter said:
" ion has come up as to whether the Acts
The questlon nas P Maritime Radio Conference

passed by the Regional L :
of Copenpagen should be considered as commit-

ments between the Governments represgnted at
the Conference, and should be accordingly sub-
ject to ratification,; or whether the agreements
in question should be binding only on the )
Administrations of the countries represented.

A reply to the letter would not appear to be urgent,
inasmuch as it had been decided that Deleguues would have
the right to vote until Committee 2 completed its work,

c/o:\o
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The Chairman was for deferring the matter until a later
date,
He asked on what date Commiﬁtee 2 was to meet again,

Mr Gneme replied that Committee 2 probably would not
meet again for a fortnight,

There were no miscellaneous questions.

The Chairman said he would convoke the Committee again

‘as and when there were new problems to be settled. Delegates

would be notified i+ the event 6f a new meeting by the
documents in their pigeonfholesc_

The meeting rose at 3.25 p.my

J.M. Biansan, Shtchetinine;
Goloventchenko, Chairman,

Rapporteurs.
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ILSCORY OF COLMITTER 2A JORKING GROUDR OF
PRCHHICAL HATTTRS ON THE i ORK IFFL.CTED

BET “ﬂb July 8 anc Jh.y 27, 194

- ms ae e s e e ews @ta as w2 s oo s em e ese

At the second meeting of Committee 4 on the 6th July, the
Technical Torking Group was constituted under the Chairmonship of
Mr. Sinitzine of the U,&.3.R., Delcgation. lreg. Dounaeva, a
nember of the Delegation of Bielorussia 3.3.R., was nominateld as
Repnhorteur of the Jorking Group.

The Groupn commenced vork on the Sth July and between that
date and the 27th July has held nine meetings.

The cgotes of the following 12 countrics have participated
regulorly:~ Bielorussia (S.S.R), D?Herm, Frence, Italy, the
Netherlands, Poritugal, Jpwupo Hingdom, U.3.S.R., Ukrainian 3.5.R,
Horweoy, SwecCen and Yugoslavia The Dbloohuﬂ of 4 other countries,
namely, Dbelgium, Finland, ;oland and Turkey, have particinated
when wossible,

The Working‘Group was directed by Committee 4 to study the
following items and meke reconmencations: -

1. Normal reception conditions.
2. Interference of all kinds
3

. Transmitter power.

The ‘Working }Toup, in accordance with these terms of
reference has studied these nroblcms and reports as follows:-

1., SIGNAL TO INOWRTERENCE RATIO

After o thorough examination of +this gquestion during tvo
neetings, it is recommenced that Committee 4 should acont for the
signal to lntcrlcrencu ratio & figure of 10 db temporarily, this
flgurc to be used as the basis for drefting of the Plan for the

2llocation of freguencies for coazst stations.

2. DHD IDVELS OF INCERFTRUNCE 1Q RUCTOTION OF DOARD SHIPS DU
TO ATHOSPERIC CAUSES Alb) ©0 S CIRICAL LiElALTATTIONE ON

BOARD SHIPS. -

‘The exaningtion of this question has been divided into two
que stions: - :

a) The level of interference due to electrical installations
on boarc ships,

b) The level of interference due to atmospheric couses.

(D.16)
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Tt wes indicated that the guestion of the level of electrical
interference on board ships is on extremely comoplicated one and

one on which littlc data is available, It is, therefore, impossible
to recommend o figure which could be consicdered 1o be the avernge
level of clectrical interference on board shipn.

It is rccommended thet Committee 4 should submit to a Plenary
Session of this Conference a rcquest that the C.C.I,R. be asked to
stuldy the question of interference due to electricel installations
on shipe, = Furthermore, 1% was agrecd to draw the attention of all
L A’nlatratlonu t0 the necessity of studying this matter and to
taking all steps possgible to eliminete or reduce to a minimum the
level of this interfcrence.

It haos algo been decided that the gquestion of interfcrence to
recention due o atmoshheric couses represcnte great cifficulties
anu Lhau the Delegetions participating are not in a position to adopt
any cefinite figure,

It is recommended that Committcece 4 should discuss and reier
to & 3]cnt“* meeting of the MAR Conference, the question of the
necessity

recommend figurcs +03" the level of atmospheric interference in
the marine frequency bands for the aifferent re gions of the

Zuropcan Zone,

I
of asking the C.C.L,10, e study this question and to
o

i

5. INTORFBERENCE 70 EECEXTION DU 70 TH OPERATION OF RADAR

During the discussion of this question and in view of the
laok of informqtjon it vas decided to refer this question to the
C.C.I.R., for study.

R_COAST S$TATIONS

OF THH CHANERLS ]

It has been stated that a coast station will have the lcast
dth of channel when using ecmissions of type Al’ However, at

i
the present moment, 1t 1s impossible to use exclusively emissions
of type A,, thercfore, when 6001d1ng the question of the width of

channel one sho2ld vake into account the use of emissions of
tyne Ag.

It is recommended that Committec 4 should adopt 3 kc/s 2s the
width of channel for a coast station as a temporary figure for the
elaboration of the frequency allocation nlan,

5. PRCPAGATION DATA TO BE USED JHIN CALCULATING THT RANGE
OF COAST ST mlOmS

It is recommended that Committee 4 should take into account
the curves of ficld intensity »nublished by the C.,C,I.R. for the
calculation of the range during “ay time of coast stetions.,  For
the calculation of the range during nlgnt to adopt temporarily
the median curve as published at Cairo in 1938, A definite
decision regarding the possibility of applying o median curve
should be adopted efter agreement has been recached on the analogous
gquestion by the Huropesan Roglcnﬂ] Broadcasting Conference,

(D.16)



-3 -
(Doc., No. 91-B)

6.  MINIMUM DEPTH OF LODUTLATICN AUD THE VALUL OF: NON-IINEAR
DISTORTIONS OF TH: COAGT ST/MION T ALSMITILRS

It has been decided to recommend to Committee No. 4 to
adopt 70% as o minimum depth of modulation of the coast station
sroansnitter. In order to avoild undesirable widening of the
rac¢isted band, it has been cc01000 to recommend that the non~lincar
distortion should not excced 10%, with a modulation depth of 80%.,

7. SULECTLVITY CURVLS OF HARING RECEIVLRS

The Vorking Grouo has discussed the communications made by
the Delcgates of Sweden and the United Kingdom and the under-
- mentioned velues of selectivity of the receivers on ships.

A, S.TDISE RECEIVIRS (II EHCY 500 ke/s).

Detuning in kec/s 1 2 3 4 5 6
Weakening of the ‘

Slgnal in ¢b for C '
receiver typec 1944, 1 3.5 7 12 16 19,5
Veakening of the

Signal in db for

receiver type 1946 3 6.5 12 17 22.5 29

B. TDHGLISH RECEIVIRS- MDDLUM FRUGUENCY BAND

Detuning in ke/s 0.5 1.5 2.5 5 6 12 25 35
Medium Pass Band - 6 - - 30 60 - 90
Warrow Poss Band 6 - 30 60 - - 90 -

Notec: The SPlethlty figures in Table B are teken from the British
specification for an All “urpose Marine Reéciver,

It is rccommended that Committec 4 should acccnt as a ruling
for the »reparetion of the plan for the allocation of frcgquencies
the selectivity figures of th Swedish receivers on shins, of the
1944 type.

(D.16)
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3. FROIT TN RIARTNCS

It is recommended that Commitice 4 should 2dopt temporsrily
e Tlsure not less than 10 éb for the rotio of coast stetions wanted
signal to the aggrege te interference ficld, including that from a
station working in an adjacent chennel,

9. PROTTCT O
¥ ﬁ(u‘“)(*‘r”

ChL b,
It is recommended that Committee 4 should adopt temporarily,

a figure of not less then 20 ¢b for the ratio betwoeon the const
st:ulons‘ wanted signal and the intcrference from broadczsting
506 tlﬂrv in the bands 415»490 end 510-525 ke/s.

“his protcciion ratio should be adopted at a combined meeting
of Committee 4 of the Haritimce Conference and the Technical Committce
nfc

of the Iroadcasting Co rence,

In the frequency bands 405-415 kc/s. end 490-510 kc/s the
broadcaktlng stotions must not couse any interfercnce to the
rnobile 3ﬁrv1ccs, i,e. the level of the broadcasting stations!
signal should be cqgual to zero.

[62]

lO" .T: '_i;)‘..'*"\'

3 ATA o ct o " P AT (I AT
COF COAST STLTTONS TRANSHIC 'BR

1

It is recommended thet Committec Ho. 4 should fix:

2) +the nower of coast si“tlon should be the ninimum nower
' necessary for the por ormance of tl reguircments for which
the given stotion is being called upon,

b) the mexinun sowers should not exceed H ki (nerianl iﬂout)"
moreover, such povers should be 'uscd only in swceptional
cases for stotlons covering large ses nrcas.

c) definite figurcs for and the greding of the power of coast

station transmittors will be adopted aftcr the v*ch of
statistical dats obtaincd by the Working Group for the
allocotion of frccucncios, as a rcsult of the study of the

demends of countrics, for frequencies recuired by them,

11, IIELD I¥TuNSITY OF THE . ANTHD SIGHAL

Ls the ccleottiono have communiceted extremely vearied figures
in reswpect of the level of n01 se in the receivers on boara and
also in regpect of the volue of field intensity of the wanted
signal; and, moreover, tuglng into account the absence of figures
for the field intonsity of the interfcrence on ships, it is
recoimendced that Commitice No. 4 should ccdopt as a temporary
standard the following: '

a) 25 nV/m as normel field intensity of the wanteld signal on ships
and also for the normal conditions of rccenption at coast
statlons.

b) »5 V/m for excentional cases of reception at coast stations
vh it is nOCPSSCTJ'iO calculate the possiblc intcerference
T

en

f om other coast stations working on thc same or on adjacent
el

LIrec

recuencies,
Raﬂoortcur. » Chei rman

Hme Dounaceva. . Sinitzine.

(D.16)
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INTEQNATIONAL RADIO-MARITIME COMMISSION

COPENHAGIEN 1948

1. Broadcasting stations operating in derogation in the
maritime service bands of 415 to 485 ke/s and 515 ke/s.

The operation of these stations is subject to the stipu-
lations contained in the Atlantic City Radio Regulations,
Chapter 3, Article 5, paragraph 138 (Reference 24),

It has been observed in maritime zones of heavy telegraphic
traffic that the field intensity of some of these stations
often attains and even surpasses a value of 100 mV per metre
by night, and is in the region of %0 mV by day in certain areas.

Moreover, maritime radiotelegraphic traffi¢ normally
operates with field intensities of 10 to 20 mV/m. It would
not be unreasonable to ask for a protection of at least 20 db
against interference produced by other services in marine
telegraphic bands.,

For these reasons it is proposed that, if the regional
agreement concluded by the next European Broadcasting Conference
decides 1o allow the operation of certain broadcasting stations
in derogation in the maritime mobile bands, the field intensity
produced in interior maritime waters and at sea should never
at any period exceed a maximum value of 5 mV/m,

More precisely, the bands in guestion, are the following
(Atlantic City allocation):
285 to 315 ke/s allocated to maritime radio beacohs
405 to 415 kc/s allocated to maritime radio direction-~finding
415 to 490 kc/s allocated to maritime radiotelegraphic traffic
490 to 510 ke/s allocated to general and distress calls
510 to 525 kc¢/s allocated to maritime radiotelegraphic traffiec,
In the 405 to 415 kc/s band allocated to maritime radio
direction-finding no interfering signal should be admitted, as

the bearings are taken to extinction. The same is true of the
distress band of 490 to 510 kec/s.

(D 29)
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2 In the bands reserved for radiotelephonic service of
small boats moztly in the region between 1605 and 2850 ke/s,
the presence of powerful harmonics may constantly be observed
at night during the whole year, caused by broadcasting stations
operating between 525 and 1600 kc/s,

These harmonics are mainly audible in the North Sea, in
the Pas de Calais, and the Channel.

By the Atlantic City Regulations the maximum aerial power
authorised for small boats is 100 watts; in practice it is often
25 or 50 watts.

: In the areas indicated above, several thousand of this
type of ship (cargo~boats and fishing vessels) are equipped

with radiotelephony sets of low power for which a distress
frequency has been provided (2182 ke/s) by the Atlantic City

Conference and regulated by the recent Conference on Safety of
Human Life at Sea (London 1948).

The present Meeting of the C.C.I.R. is to decide upon
the form of distress signal to be used on this frequency.

Under these conditions, it can be observed constantly
in the areas indicated above, that the field intensity produced
by harmonics 2 and % of certain broadcasting stations is higher
than the normal field intensity of the fundamental of the small
boats, rendering reception quite impossible in certain cases.

For these reasons it is proposed that the stipulations

set out in Appendix 4 of the Atlantic City Regulations should be
strictly observed by broadcasting stations.

LAHURE

(Tr, 40/R. 4/D 29)
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Agenda for Working Gfaup 4 A
(Technical Questions)
Meetings 6f 2nd and 5th August 1948

2nd Aﬁgust,1948

1) Study of radiation of aerials of coastal stations

5th August 1948‘1:

1) Fixation of the different values of the power of
coastal station transmltterse

(D;l9)
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AUSTRTIA

To the Chairman of the Working Group on Derogations
Dear Sir,

In reply: to your letter of 30. 7 40., I beg to make uhe
following answers to your questions:

1) Power of each radio station.

The Innsbruck transmitter operates at present on a power of 15 kW,
as already stated in our list of requlrement submitted on
December 20, 1947. (See Doc. 38 of the first session of the
Committee of EiOht) ' ~ .

As the conditions of pr wpagation are extremely unfavourable in
the western part of Austrla, we. intend to increase the power of
this station to 20 kW in order to extend the area of receotlon,
which 1s qulte unsatisfactory at present,

The Dormbirn transmitter operated with a pow@x of 5 kW until
recently when this power was increased to T KW. For the same
reasons applying to the change far the Innsbrucx station, we’
intend to increase its power up to 20 kW (See Doc.38, RD 'Doc, 115
and RD Doc.135).

2) Do both radio stations work simultaneously or accordin::
to schecule? '

Both stations overate for the same programme with synchronised
trans mlttoru.

3) If the work is carried on according to schecdule, which
are the hours when work is going on oxr is proposed to
be carried on?

No reply because of No.2.
4) Are directed aerials in use or not?

The Dornbirn station has an omnidirectional aerial. ’
The Innsbruck station has & directed aerial, The data are as follow

Eight-shaped radiation-diagram.

Directions (a21muuhu) of lobes: 900 and °7O
Width of lobes: 60° each.

Gain: approximntely 3 db.

5) In our remarks (Doc.223 of the 2nd Brussels session)
concerning the first preliminary drafts of an allceation plan,
we stated that in view of the power necessary for satisfactory
reception in a given area, and in accordance with § 4,3 of the
Document annexed to the Additional Protocol of the Atlantlc Clty
Regulations, we request a frequency among thie lowest of the
525 - 1605 kc/s band for these two stations.

Yours very truly,
F. Henneberg.

(D.19)
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‘ REPORT
of the Combined Executive Committees

(Committees 1)
of the ,
European Broadcasting Conference

and the
Radio Maritime Conference

5th Meeting
30 July 1948

The Meeting opened at 4.45 pem. under the Chairmanship ef
Mr, N,E. Holmblad. He submitted for the approval of the Com-
mittees the Reports of the lst, 2nd and 3rd Meetings (Documents
RD 39/MAR 24, RD 95/MAR 41 as amended by RD 139/MAR 69, and RD
134 /AR 47), | -

The three Reports were adoptéd without observations.

He pagsed to the customary Agenda, viz. the drafting of the
programme for the following week. .

1) European Broadcasting Cenference.

The Chairman said that the Plenary Assembly, whieh had just
been held, had asked for a new Plenary Assembly to meet at the
earliest possible date to deal with the questiomn of the right to
vote, He proposed for this purpose to set aside Monday afternoon,
August 2, with the following Agenda:

1) Approval of Minutes,
2) Diseussion of.the right to vote,
3) Miscellaneous.

He nsked the 'Chairmen of Cemmittees to let him know what
meetings they required.

The Chairman of Cemmittee 2 wanted a méeting on ¥Wednesday
morning, ’

B | St:30
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The Chairman of Committee 3 said that his Committee had
taken several decisions which would affect the progremme of its
Working GroupsA (Legal), 2 (TeChnlCdl) end C (Flnanc1al) (Revision
of Article 10 of Montreux).

He asked for a plenary meeting of the Chairmen and Vice-
Chairmen of Ccmmittees 3, 4 and 5 to distinguish between what
should be included in the Convention and what belonged in the
General Provisions of the Plan. He also wished to have a mee-
ting for Committee 3 and meetings for Working Groups A and B.

The Cheirman of Committee 4 asked for the following meetings:

Monday at 9. 30 a.m. for the dorklna Group of Sub—Commlttee 4A
J.ueud J ! it H "

ﬂed"looday 1 it i i H 3] n 1" "
ThUrsda y- 1% n " 13 1 1" .I_l " Hi
Friday " " " " " " Committee 4.

The Chairman of Committee 5 said he had a very full programme
because of the questions which had to be dealt with, He asked for
two meetings.

The weekly programme was therefore arranged as follows:

fonday 2/8 9.3%30 a.m, Working Group of Sub-Comuittee 4 A,
" " 9,30 a.m. Working Group 1 of Committee 5.
" " 2,30 pem,.Plenary Assembly.

Tuesday 3/8 9.30 a,m.: Joint Meeting of the Chairmen and
‘ Vice-Chairmen of the Conference and
- Committees 3, 4 and 5.

" " 9,30 a.m. Working Group of Sub-Committee 4 A.
" " 2,30 p.m. Committee 5.

Wednesday 4/8 9.%0 a.m., Committee 2,
" 9.30 a.m, Working Group of Sub- Commlttee 4 A.
" " §.30 a.m, Working Group 1 of Committee 5.
" " 2,30 pym. Committee 3. -

Thursday 5/8 9,30 a.m, Sub-Committee 4 A, R
’ " 9,30 a.m; Working Group 1 of Committee 5.
" " 2,30 p.m., Committee 5. : o

" " 2.30 p.m. Working Group C of Committee 3.

Friday 6/8 9,%0 a,m, Comnmittee 4
9,30 a.m, Working Group A of Committee 3,
" " 2,30 p.m. Working Group 1 of Committee 5.
" " 230 p.m; Working Group B of Committee 3.

M " 4.45 p,m. Committee 1.

o s et ottt

Mr. Scht chetlnln submitted a statement to the following effect,

The Derogatlonu Committee had assembled the data on the
broadcasting stations operating on bands of the maritime service.
These data were to be examined and discussed at the next meeting.

An extremely urgent question had been raised by the representatlves
of the Broadcasting Conference, namely, the question of shared
bands of 150-160 kc¢/s and 255-285 ke/s. In order to settle the
-problem of thsse bands, it was indispensable to hold a joint meeting
of representatives of the broadcasting, maritime, and aviation
services Should the task be assigned to the Working Group en’
derogation or should a new Vorking Group be formed?

5t:30
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The Delegate of the United Kingdom also thought the question
very important; but it concerned the allocation of frequencies
particular to broadcasting, It would be desirable to submit the
question to Committee 5, which would be more competent to discuss it
and might.form a Joint Working Group to include the aviation experts

The Chairtan said he was not fully informed on the subject
of the bands mentioned by Mr. Schtchetinin., He was under the
impression that the 150-160 and 255-28% bands were not actually
derogations, but were shared bands. If so, they should not be
a subject of discussion assigned to the Working Group on derogations

Mr, Schtchetinin offered some complementary information,
The 150-160 band was shared between the broadcasting and maritime
services, and for purposes of discussion it wes necessary to be
informed of the requirements of the maritime service also. The
situation was similsr for the 255-285 kc¢/s band which, moreover
affected the aeronautical services of the western part of Europe.
The band affected the U.S.3.,R. and Great Britain as regards Mari-
time Cervices and the other countries as regards Aeronautical
Services. For that rezson this rather complicated question did
not seem capable of solution in the absence of experts of the three
(maritime, aeronautical and broadcasting) services,

He d4id not want the work to be referred to the Vorking
Group of Derogations of which he was Chairman: but he thought
it necessary for a combined Group inc¢luding experts of the aero-
nautical services to take c¢harge.

The Chairman recognized the necessity for coordinating
the work, but thought that Committee 5 should form such a com=
bined group.

Mr, Makarov took up the statement of Mr, Schtchetinin, A
special Working Group should be formed consisting of the Chair-
man of the Planning Committee of the Broadcasting Conference,
representgtives of the Maritime Conference and experts of the
Aeronautical Service., These could examine the question thoroughly
and submit their conclusions to the Conference, : -

The Chairman said that, as allwere in agreement, it would
be possible to discuss the formation of the Working Group. The
best method was, in his opinion, to refer the question to Commit-
tee 5, which would take due note of the observations put forward
at the present meeting. He based his point of view on the reso-
lution of the Administrative Council in Doc. RD 7, page 6, No.5:

"The Copenhagen Broadcasting Conference shall integrate
the Furopean aeronautical and maritime mobile require-
ments with those of broadcasting in the band 255-285 kc/s."

They could then pass to the preparation of the programme
for the coming wekk of the Maritime Conference.

He suggested VWednesday for a meeting of the Combined Group
for the study of derogations, '

St:30
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2) Maritime Conference.

. Committee 2 put forward no request for & meeting. There re-
mained twelve countries who had not hand«d in their credentials;
and i1t was doubeul whether they would do so w1th1n the next iew
4ays ¢

Committee 3% wished to meet on Tuesdaye

Committee 4 needed two meetings only for Working Group A,
Working Group B would not meet; but a small Sub--Group with con-
secutive interpretation would meet in qum No, 7.

The programme of the Maritime Conference was fixed as
- follows:

Mond ay 2/8.9.30 a.m, Working Group A of Committee 4.
i "2.30 pome small Working Group B of Committee 4,

Tuesdgy 3/8, 9.30 a.m, small Working Group B of Committee 4.
' " 2.50 p.m. Committee 3.

Wednesday 4/8. 9.30 a.m. small Working Group B of Committee 4,

nursuay 5/3. 9LJO a.me Working Group & t " 4

. B 250 pom. small Working Group B ¥ . 4.
Friday 6/8«- 9.30 asms i 1 " B M it 4,
" " 2.30 p.m. , n L L B M i 4,

b n 4,45 p.m., Committee 1.

The Combingéd . RD/MAR Group on derogations to meet on Wednes-
day at 2.20 p.m. :

.....

expcn es resultlpg Lro ..... the onadcusting and Maritime Conferences
and the Commitiee of Bight Countries at Brussels (Document RD
157/MAK 91). He proposed the appointment of a Combined RD/MAR
Committee to consider the problem znd submit suggestions, OSwit-
zerland might provide a Chairman in view of the fact that previ-
ovs conferences of the same nature had been held in Switzerland
and the headquarters of the Union were also in Switzerland. In
addition he proposéd as Members of the Committee the U,5.5.R.,
the United Kingdom, France and perhaps Poland.

No objections were ralsed but the Delegate of the U.S.S. R
propoued that the Lelcgate of Albanla should be added to The 1ist.
As it was nobt too early to begin the study of the question, the
Chairman propesed that the Combined Committee should meet on Thurs~
day morning at 9,30 a.m.

Agreed.

The Chairman invited the Chairmen of the different Committees
to give some information on the progress of the work of thei
respectlva Committees and to say,if possible, when they tLougnt
it would be finighed, ' ‘

The Chairman of Committes 4 MAR said that August 10 had been
the date proposed Ttor the termination of the work of the Maritime
Conference. Unfortunately that would not be possible; as they
would have to wait a little time for the results of the Combined
Group on derogations. The Committ » would do its best to expe-~
dite its work, but they should not expect its work to be completed
before the end of August.

St:30
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(RD 186-E. MAR 96-F)

The Chairman of Committee 3 RD said that the work of his
Committee had been somewhat held up by the circumstance of his
owl absence in Stockholm and by long discussions on methods, -
which had ended fortunately in agreement: Work was now progres- .
sing; and the new Working Groups were to begin work as from the
following week. Two Articles had already been adopted at a first
reading. He hoped that the Draft Convention could have its first
general rezding about August 224231

The Chairman would have liked the work of the Maritime Con-
ference to be finished before the removal to Elsinore. He pre-
sumed that only the coordination with the Iroadcasting Conference
was still outstanding. He reminded the meeting that after the
first week in September it would no longer be possible to house
the Conferences; and he asked the Chalrmen and Vlce—Chalrmen of
Committees to bear that final date in mind.

He was sure that every one would do their utmost to expe-
dite the work, so that the Conference would not be obliged to
work on Saturdays and Sundays and during the night.

The meeting rose at 6 p.m.

H., Voutaz, . N. E. Holmblad,

Rapporteur. Chairman.

(Tr.42 & 5/R.11/D,30)



Maritime o | "~ MAR Document No, QXJE

Regional Radio Conference | August 3, 1948
Kgbenhavn, 1948 ‘ Submitted in: English
Replaces MAR Document
PORTUGAL

With the view of reducing the number of frequenéies needed
by the Portuguese coastal stations to an indispensable minimum,
without impaifing their efficiéncy and, at the same time to facili-
tate, as much as possible, the job of working group 4 B, the Portus
dueSe'Deiegation after studying the available documents, has suc-
ceeded in making a reaﬂocablon or redistribut 1on of the frequencies
Yrequlred and so, reducing in a substanclal way, the number of fre-
gquencies askeq for in Doc., No. 69.

The new llst OL‘Lrequenc1es annexed to this docunenu shows
that some of them are shared by different stations, located aleng
the Eortuguése coast and in Madeira and Azores Islands,

Copenhagen'3/8/48
J.Ramos Pereira.

{D~35)
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Name of stetilon- Geograficel posi- leximum Power in Type of Meximum Frecuencies '~ Requi- Hours of Type of
sion of “ransmit~  service antenna edission Tand in service rements opera- service
ting station range | with (Blue Books) Sion

. AZORES .
Flores 31 11 18 ¥ 1.000 0.45 By A, 2.5 394.7 215t ¢ co
39 22 30 N _ 447
-Horte 28 38 04 W 3.000 2.5 Al A2 2.5 398.6 4581) C CO
38..31.39.10 ' » 394.7 415
Ponta Delgada 25 40 12 W 1.000  0.45 Ay Ay 2.5 394.7 a5t ¢ o
344 12N - 4.6].
DPonta Delgada 25 39 30 W 1.800 0.50 Ay Ay 2.5 417 417 C cP
e 3744 501 . ' .
tsanta Maria . 25 08 48 ¥ 1.000 0.45 Ay by 2.5 394.7 4-151) I co
E 26 56 47 N ‘ - 425.5 44,2
A | M.LDEIRA
g;cFunchal 16 54 00 W 1.000 0.3%5 Al A2 2.5 394.7 4151) ¢ CO
. b ' _.32.38 00N . | 450
S willad eira 16 51 10 1.800 0.50 4 4y 2.5 425 445 C CP
oy zo 37 30 N ,
f € \
%Ej PR TUGATDL :
~hpulia 9 05 25 W 2.000 1.0 fy A, 2.5 394.7 st ¢ co
o 41 28 30 N ‘ 4611) _
(&> i
=Boa Nova 8 42 16 N 1.000 0.35 Ay Ao 245 394.7 415 C co
= 41 10 36 W e 161 450
Moascais 9 25 02 W 1,000 0.35 Ly A, 2.5 375" 4321y C co
A 33.41.3]. X1 . 294.7 4151)
Faro 7 55 00 W 1.500 0.75 Al Ao 2.5 394.7 415 C co
37 01 00 N . : 4477 4477 ‘

Lisboa 9 14 07 W 2.700 3.0 Ay 2y 2.5 435 435 c CcP

: 28.44 08 N N S ‘ : 13

Honsanto 9 11 17 W %.000 2.5 Ay By 2.5 394,7 415 C coO

38 43 AT 1 . . 441.2 441.2 . -

Monti j | 00 49 ¥ .000 1.0 S 2.5 ﬂ58 C co

Fontige 33 43 13 ¥ 27" ' Frle 20 34 8.7 1) o

8 56 48 7 1.000 0.%5 Al ﬁz 2.5 375 L501) C CO :
%6.59.49. 1 - 394,7 £15~

1) 415 is 5 common frequerng

%o all CO Stations

(D-35)
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Regional Radi¢ Conference
Kgbenhavn, 1948

MAR Document No 98 ~ |
- August 3, 1948

Submitted in : English

Committee 4 B (Working Group)

Allocation of Freguencies

The "Plan Group"

- submitted by Delegates

Doec., 43
43
49
50

51

52
5%
54

55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
63
75

has examined the frequency requirements
in the following documents:

Finland

Albania

Germany : )

Belgium ~ amended by Doc. 74
Denmark

France - amendeu by Docs. 70 and 73
.United Kingdom

Statlons whose interests are represented
by the United Kingdom -~ amended by Doc. 84.
Greece

Ireland

Iceland

Italy

Morocco and Tunisia

Norway

Netherlands

Poland

Portugal

Roumania

Sweden

Turkey

Yugoslavia

U.S,S.R.

Peoples Republlc of Bulgaria.

The Plan Group- requires further information from Delegates
concerning the power, range, and number of frequencies requlred
-for each’ sca‘tlon° Information is also required in the daté when
stations, that are éither under construction or projected, will

come into operation,

As it is essential to obtain this information as soon as
possible a meeting of the Vorking Group 4 B will be held on
Tuesday 5th August at 2.30 p.m, in Room 17, when it is requested
that a representative from each of the above mentioned countries

- will endeavour to be present, prepared to prOV1de the additional
information reéquired by the Plan Group.

R.M,Billington
| Chairbah
4 B Working Group.

(D 29)



MARITIME REGIONAL ' MAR Document No, 99-E
RADIO CONFERENCE 4 August, 1948

K@BENHAVN, -1948
. Submitted in: French

LEBANON

Telegram Received from the Lebanon Administration

AuguS‘t 3 » 1948t

- e mm em e e e em s wa e @0 wm s e e aw e

%3 August 1948

CER 15 GENTEL BEIRUT TO GENTEL KBH P K 74
NIL 3 NIL
RADIO FRANCE - NORTHERN -

No= 91/48= et stop as the Lebanon Administration can not -
take part in the Maritime Regional Radio Conference it asks you
to intercede with the said Conference With.a view firstly to
the retention of 464 kc/s frequency for coastal station Beirut
Radio allocated by Montreux Conference MARCH/APRIL 1939 secondly.
to allocation of additional frequency to planned coastal station

Tripoli Lebanon Radio =

L

TARBARA, Director-General,

(Tr.5/R4/D16)
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T.ARITIME MAR Document No, 100 = E
L RADIO CONFERENCE Avgust 4, 1948
Kebenhavn, 1948

Submitted in: Bnglish.

Trieste (Anglo-American Zone)

Information with regard to the frequency requirements

for the Coast station in the Anglo-American Zone is given below:

Name of

station

Trieste

Geographical Maximum Power in Type of Maximum Frequency

position - service Antenna Emission band- in use
range width

13845'12" E 300 kxms O.4 kW Al A2 2500 ¢/s 450 kc/s
45°38154" N

Hours of  Type of
Operating Service
C CP

H. Faulkner.

(St.45)





