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Use of Plenary Hall by Escuela Normal

The direction of the Escuela Normal will require the
Plenary Hall on Saturday, December 4, for an important lecture.
No session of the Conference will therefore be held in that

Hall on that date,
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REPORT 07 THE GENERAL PRINCIPLES COMMITTEE
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The meeting was declared open at 10:10 a.,m, by Mr. H, J,.
van den Broek, Chairman, assisted by Mr. Jacques Meyer, First
Vice~Chairman.

The first item on the Agenda was the discussion of Question k4
of the Questionnaire (Document No. 49), the wording of which was
as Tollows:

"Taking into account that eventually an affirmative
reply to Question No, 2 will be received, should the
definite plan for the assignment of freguency-hours be
established in relation to:

a) The requests presented without further explanation
or justifications

b) The justified requirements of the various countries
for the present and for the duration of the opera-
tion of said plan".

The Chairman said that, as the Committee knew, the require-
ments for channel-hours greatly exceeded the availabilities,
Accordingly, a recuction was necessary, The question was whether
the reduction should take as a basis the requirements as submitted,
or whether the requirements should be submitted as a whole be-
forehand to 2 critical examination for reduction by common consent
to more reasonable figures. '

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. thought that the Committee should
delete paragroph a) of the Question and retain only paragraph b).
Certain requirements put forward claims which were not justified
from the technical point of view., On the other hand, there was a
Requirements Committee charged with the critical examination
referred to by the Chairman,
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The Chairman wondered it the Question would not become a
simple stotement, if paragraph a) was deleted.

The Delegate of India felt that Question 4 was a continua-
tion of Question 2, and as such should take into account all the
elements of apprecintion likely to make it more completc., It
was essential to take into account cvery possibility of reduction
of requirements. .

The Chairman thought thnt particular aspect of the Question
should apFear elsewhere than in Question 4, The object of
Question 4 was csolely to bring into harmony the requirements
submitted, and to eliminate all those which were admittedly

fantastic,

There followed an exchange of views between the Delegate of
Mexico and the Chailrman on the possibility of taking into consid-
eration certnin aspects of the proposal in the Indian Document
(No. 104%) regarding Question 2, The Delegate of Mexico thought
there was a connection between the questicn under discussion and
the part of Question 2 of Document No, 104, examination of which
had been postponed, The Choirman said it would be possible to
return to the point later on.

In reply to the Delegate of Canada, the Chairman stresses
that question 4 in the French text stood by itself, and its
purpose was to separate fact from fancy. He also thought that
any proposal tending to broaden the question was out of place.

A1l members of the Committec knew that the requirements would

have to be reduced. There were two ways of doing so. Certain
principles could be defined at once, as suggested by the Delegates
of India and Canada., But the intention of the Chair was rather

to proceed by two stages., The first of these stages was designed
to eliminate exaggerated requirements; that was the purpose of
Question Y. The second stage formed the subjecet of Questions 5
é, 7 and such additional qucstions as the members of the Committee
might wish to proposec.

The Delegate of Qversea France thought that, if Question 4
was to achieve i1ts object, the intent of paragraph b) should be
made clearer., The Committee might well decide whether this or
that or that country really neceded high frequencies for the
transmissions they considercd necessary; but the Committee was
not qualified to dotermine to what extent those transmissions were
actually necessary - in other words, to decide as to their advis-
ability., Neither the Committee nor the Conference itself had the
power to settle such questions as that, He accordingly proposed
to amend paragraph b) to read as follows:
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b) The technically justified requirements of the various
countries for the present and for the duration of the
operation of the plan,

The Delegate »f Cuba called the attention of the Committee
to the fact that Groups A and B of Committee 5 had been working
for weeks past on the requirements, and had continually approached
the different delegations to obtain supplemcntary information,
The decisions of Committee 3 would render that work wholly or
partly useless, For that reascn, Committee 3 should no longer
delay the work of Committec 5 by failing to let the latter have
the clements of appreciation it needed for its proper orientation,

The Chairman stated that he would be the first to regret it
if Committee 3 were to force Committee 5 to start over again work
it had undertaken on a particular basis. That was another reason
why Committee 3 should speed up its discussions.

The Delegate of Brazil thought that, owing to the changes
in Question 2, there was no reason to keep a reference to it in
Question 4, He proposed to omit the reference accordingly to
avold confusion.

He also wanted a time-limit for the submission of requirements
to be specified in paragraph a), in order to avoid conflict with
the resolution of the Plenary Session on the subject.

The Chairman agreed that his reference to Question 2 in
Question I had been ill-advised. As to the Brazilian Delegates
other point, mention would be macde in the Minutes of the fact
that the time-limit for submitting requirements would be in
accordance with the resolutions of the Plenary Session,

The Delcgate -7 the U.K.,, in agreement with the Delegate of
Canada and New Zea.and, thought that (apart from the difficultiecs
resulting from the manner in which the text had been translated
into English) it was necessary to avoid wording questions in such
a way as to prejudge the answers which would be made to them, He
proposcd to retain the first part of the question, but was in favor
of eliminating paragraph 2), os suggested by the Delegate of the
U.8.5.R., It seemecd to him impossible to take into consideration
the sort of requirements which were without justification or
procise information. If paragraph a) was omitted, paragraph b),
which was a simple statement of a general principle, could be
retained. DBut since there was 2 possibility that the word
"justified" might give rise to interminable discussions, he
welcomed the suggestion of the Delegate of Oversea France, It
was essential not to stray outside the technical province,
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Finally, he supported the proposals of Mexico and Canada
for separate consideration of the suggestions made by those
two Delegations.

The Chairman in reply said that he would make every effort
to find a wording that would allay the concern expressed, As to
the U.K. Dclegate's second point, "requirements" at the present
stage meant requirencents submitted without any further justific~
ation, so that there was no waste of time in trying to convert
such "requircments" into justified requirements, No one knew
" whether Committee 5 had already effected that conversion., The
problem was thereforec one which could property occupy the attention.
of the Committee. Therc were truths which, though self-cvident,
needed nonc the less to be clearly expressed.

The Delegate of the U,S5. ngreed with the Delegates of the
U.K. and Brazil as to the elimination of 211 reference to Question
2+ He also thought the proposal of India should be deferred for
subsequent separate examination,

The Delecgate of Indic agreed with the Delegate of Mexico
that the Committee should not takc any decision which would come
into conflict with the mandate of Committee 5. 1In case of doubt,
the matter should be referred to the Coordination Committee,

The Delegate of Uruguay was of the opinion that paragraph a)
should be rectained, and that the iden of technically justified
requirements should be inserted in paragraph b)., The real role
of Committee 3 was to establish rules to be followed.

The Choirman repecated that Question % only dealt with the
requirenents submitted and the neced for effective justification
of gcenuine regquirements and no others.

The Delegate of the U.,S.5,R. put to the Committee the case

of the reply to Question 2 not being in the affirmative, Question
was completely independent of Question 2, and should be so

worded as not to leave any doubt on the point. He proposed to
amend paragraph b) in the form proposed by the Delegate of
Oversea France, As to the competence of the Committee, he was
of the opinion that it might be worth while to verify %he exact
functions of Committee 5 in the matter of determining “to what
extent the requirements would be justified from the technical
point of view",

Mt hn b e

The meeting adjourned at 11:50 a,m, and resumed at.12:30 p,m,
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The Chairan sald he had gone into the question of the terms
of reference of Committee 5, and it did not seem to him that
there was any conflict between them and the question which the
Committee was at present considering. He invited the Delegate
of India to amplify the opinion he had expressed on that issue.

The Delegate of India answered that any activity of Committee
3 in the sense of deciding what part of the requirements represent-
ed a real necessity and what other part was a product of the
imagination would be unwarranted. Only Committees 4 and 5 could
take those problems into cconsideration.

The Delegate of France said that the actual reply clearly
rested with Committee 5, if the Committee proposed not to take
into consideration anything but the question whether the
requirement was justified "technically", But the Committee had
not yet accepted that restriction of ifs functions, He felt that
the question had been put too broadlys; and he could not agree
with tune Delegate of India's interpretation of the terms of
refercnce of Committee 3.

The Chairman proposed to the Committee a new text of Question
No. 4, representing a combination of the suggestions made by the
Delegates of the U.K., Pakistan, and Oversea France, as follows:

"In establishing the final plan for the assignment of
channel-hours, would it be advisable to take into consider-
ation, among other things:

a) the requests presented, or

b) only the requirements technically justified for
the duration of the operntion of the plan?"

The Delegate of Pakistan could accept the above text if
it was understood that, in view of the fact that the justific-
ations of a purely technical order restricted the scope of the
question, new questions could be propounded later.

The Chairman confirmed that the possibility of putting new
questions was open to all members of the Committee.

Following on an exchange of views with the Delegate of Brazil,
.who had doubts as to the necessity of the question in paragraph ai,
the Chairman stated that it might not be a matter of indifference
whether or not all requirements should be trecated in the same waYy
even “hose which were admitted by grossly exaggerated.
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The Delegate of the Argentine suggested that the Question
should be worded as follows:

"Would it be necessary to take into account, as a
preliminary criterion, etc,"

The Delegate of India had no particular objection to the
Argentine text, although his former com-ents stood., He proposed
various additions or amendments of the wording.

After an exchange of views between the Delegates of New
Zealand, the U,N,0., Mexico, the Argontine, Brazil and the
U.5.5.R., some of whom suggested amendments while others asked
for infeormation, the Chairman put the following gquestion to the
vote:

"In establishing the final plan for assignment of
channel-hours would it, or would it not, be advisable to
take into consideration, among other things, one or other
of the following factors:

a) the requests presented, or

b) the requirements technically justified for the duration
of the operation of said plan',

The Committee accepted the above text . on a show of hands
by 27 votes to 4 with 2abstentions.

The Delegates of the U.S.A., Uruguay, the U.,K., the U.S.S.R.
and Mexico commented on the vote., Certain delcgates stated that
they proposed to reserve their comments for the next meeting,

The meeting rose 2t 1:30 p.m,

The Reporter, The Chairman,

J. M. Leproux H. J. van den Broek
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Mexico City, 1948, SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS

NOVEMBER 29 TO_DECEMBER 2, 1948

1. Chairmen of Committees or Working Groups are requested to communicate
to the Secretariat (Mr. Wettstein) any desired and feasible change in
the schedule below,

2. Any Committee scheduled as full committee may change to WOrking Group
and keep the same room assignment.,

3. Morning mectings: 10:00 - 13:00
Afternoon meetings: 195:3C - 19:00

Date and Roonm

Comm, or : Nov.29:Nov.30:Dec., 1l:Dec. 2:Dec. 3:Dec, 4 Observations
Wrkg.Grp.: Mon. : Tues.: Weds,: Thurss Fri. : Sat. :
Comm. 1 : H ! pr ! : ’

Comm. 3 : : S g H g
Comm., 3B @ 1 I s 1 3 1 3 : :
Comm. 4 :  PL : PL, : PL : PL :
Comm, 4C @ : : : : s D :
Comm. 54 s 3 : 3 e : 3+ 3 s 3 :
Comm, HB 6 : 6 s 6 g 6 2 6 s 6 :
Comm, 5C n s L ¢ L s L ¢ 4 s L :
Comm, 6 : T 2 : 2 . 2 3 :
Comm, HA 2 : : 2 : : : :
Comm. 6B ¢ 5 s 5 : 5 : 5 ¢ 5 3§ :
Comm, 6C 7 : 7 : 7 : 7 s 7 : 7 :
Comm, 7 E : : : : : 1 3
Comm. 3 : PL ¢« FL ¢+ PL ¢« PL ¢+ PL & H
Comm, HA ¢ 2 : : I :
Comm., 4B 3 ¢ 2 s s 2 : : :
Comm, 4C ¢ s 2 : : s :
Comm, HA 3 E I e N : i
Comm, 5B 6 : 6 : 6 : 6 : b : :
Comm. 5C. : L s 4 L : L s L : :
Comm, €B @ 5 : 5 s 5 s 5 : 5 : :
Comm. 6C s 7 s 7 s 7 s 7 : 7 : :
Comm. 7/ : 1 s 1 R : H :
Comm., 7A : ¢ 1 : : : : -8
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DELZGATION OF BINELUX COUNTRIES

Comments on the bases of draft plans,

o havo telion note of the draft plan presented by
the U.S.8.R. Delegation (Document No. 98 and Annex), and of
the proposal of India (Annex 5 of Appendix B of the Report of
the Planning Committee, Document PC-Rhf No. 78). We are
anxious to thank the authors of these documents for the important
work they heve accompnlished., Their work unquestionably represents
a valuable contribution to the study of the various possibil-
itles of a world plan for the allocation of high frequencies,
These projects, representing as they do the first tentative plans
established on general principles and on universally accepted
bases, merit very special attention.

The present seems an opportune moment for the
Benelux countries to present their comments on the subject.

- o -

The essential idea on which the plan of the U.S.S.R.y
and to a certain degree also that of India, rest seems to be
the principle laid down in the penultimate paragraph of the
second page of Document No. 98, which reads as followss

"It is absolutely clear that radiolrcadcasting in
general, and short wave broadcasting in particular, should in
the 7irst place satisfy the cultural and political needs of the
population of any given country."

On this basis the authors of the plan of the U.S.S3.R.
~ proceed to indicate the three factors on which they have based
their calculations, viz. superficial area, population and
number of languages spoken in the various countries,

ile are of the opinion that this idea, based though
it may be on a principle which is corrcct for some countries,
may be guite 1llusory in the case of many others,

We shold not care to discuss in detail the im-
portance of the three factors mentioned. An impartial observer,
for example, while recognizing "that the rcquirements of a
population of 1000,000,000 people are much more varied than the
requirements of a population numbering 1,000 000 people!
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ocumen 1st paragreph of Sectio Oon page mig

(D t 98, last paragraph of Section 2, page ight
wonder whether thesce rcguirements arc really one hundred times
greater in frequency hours, as tho authors of the plan appear
to think,

Furthermore, vhile we mey think it recasonable that
certain countrics with large supcr’icial arcas and a low density
of population should have a spoecial nced of short wave broad-
casting, it has nevertheless to be borne in mind that such re-
quirements arc rarely, if ever, justified by the size of the
territory or the size of the population, since a more or less
large vproportion of such ter -itory and of such population may be =
an¢ genarally are - served by other means.

Thes.. same arguments with regard to large territories
and low density of population are, also arguments 1in favor of
the usc of long wavss, or even of synchronized systems of medium
waves, in all cases wvhere atmospheric interference is not above
a roasona.le level,

Again, one may wonder why the idea of "countries" and
of '"national broadcasting", which is at times made applicable
to the broadcasting of an aggregate of countries having as many
common points as a mother country and its colonies.,

Without secking to discuss each one o these principles
gua principles, wz consider it undquestionable that for a large
number of corntries the conception which served as a basis for
the U.S.S.R. plan does not hold good - and that for the simple
rcason that such countrics make no use whatsoever of high
freguencics for their internal broadcasting, and have no need
for the same, This 1s true of the great majority of Xuropean
countries, and of quite a few others for that matter all over
the world. In our opinion, this rcason is sufficient for de-
claring that the basis, and protanto the structure, of the U.S.S.R.
plan cannot roadily be accepted as a general solution of the
oroblem of allocation of frequencies. Unfortunately the conse-
guences of the application of this conception cannot be improved
by changes of limited scope, for a very large number of countries
have been comparcd with one encther by methods of measurement
which are not appropriatc.

The Delegation of India seeks by the introduction of
other factors to mitigate the logical conscquences of such
comparisons. It is cvident that it has been only partially
successful, ,
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It mignt be advisablc to mssist regearch by classifying
countries in different categorics. One category, for example,
might comprise countries for which the principles sct forth

in Document No. 98 are totally or partially valid. Another
category might be for countries to vhich the principles proposed
by the Delegation of India are mor2 applicable. A third or

more might embrace the very large number of countries in whose
cascs the factors thet determine the usc of high frequencies

are totally different.

23 November 1648

For the Delegation of Belgium,

R. Hendericks.

For the Delcgation of Luxemburg,
J«M. Madsen

For the Delecgation of the Nether-

lands.

H.J. van den Broek
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Additional information received ir reply to

the Planning Committee

telegrams on Antennas

BURMA
No, Type Relevant Data Remarks
1. A L = 23.6m, h = 16.6m 49 M band, Local
Antenna oriented e - W, Service
2. B L = 23,6m, h = 19.9m, 49 M band, Medium
S = 3,95m, Antenna oriented Distance Service
B -~ W,
3. A L = 14%,9m, h = 10.5m. 31 M band, Local
Antenna oriented B - W, Service
L. B L = 14,9m, h = 12,6m, 31 M band, Medium
S = 2,5m, Antenna Distance Service
orionted B - W,
COSTA RICA
Schedule of transmissions
Freq. kcs. Time GMT Power kW

5990 2300 - 0430 1.

6150 1307 - 0500 0.5

6180 1400 ~ 0400 1.

9615 - 1200 - 1600 ) 5

2300 = O430 ) *

9645 2300 ~ 0300 1., omnidirectional antenna
anﬁ a rhombic antenna beamed
on Central America and Mexico

9692 0100 ~ 0300 0.75



k)

(Doc . No.205-8)

s

CURAGAO

——

Directional antenna beamed to the Netherlands azimuth 380
Directional antenna beamea to Surinam, azimuth 113°

Directional antenna beamed to Indonesia, azimuth 880°

- - o -

ETHTOPTA
7 kW antenna 15 868 ke/s rhombic, 316°
1 | kW antehna 9 620 kc/s vertical omnidirectional
500 W antenna 6 195 ke/s vertical omnidirectional

Corrections to the requirements submitted by Ethiopia as printed in
Supplement No, 3, of the Mexico City list of requirements,

Item 1, Columns 8, ¢ and 10 should read zero,
Column 12 should read 22-9- 43
Column 16 should read Merconi vertical non-directional antenna,

Ttem 2, Column 8 should read 3-6°
Column 9 should read 6
Colum= 10 should read 2n°
Colwan 12 should read 22-0=43
Column 16 should rcad  rhombic,
Item 3., Column 7 should read 500 W (instead of 50 kW)
Columns 8, 9 and 10 chould read zero
Column 13 should read in use
Colunn 16 should read half-wave vertical antenna.

Item 5 is now in use cxperlmentaily3 its power will be increased
to 20 kW during the latter part of 1949,

For Items 34, 3B, 3C and .D
Column 7 should read 20 KW (instead of 50 kW)

Column 13 sgheculd read 1949




(Doc, No, 205~L)

ICELAND

We desire to change and reduce our requirements on Form 4 as follows:
Transmitting period for program to FEurope 1700 to 2300 GMT aad for program
to North America 2300 to 0300 GMT. Thereby the frequency requirement
for 18 megacycles can be dropped,

Iceland will use one program for Europe and one for America. Most
important transmit news from Iceland and cultural programs in Icelandic
language to Icelanders abroad,

IRAQ |

Provisional Aerial Data (Ref. Drawing L, 6125, Sheet 1,)
Item 1,

100 metre half wave mast radiator for medium wave broadcast

service,
Item 2, ’

Quadrant Aerial No, 1. 3.478 Mc/s

Single limb, 8 wire cage, 1,5 metres diameter, arm length

37.9 metr" s, mean height 22 metres,

Quadrant Aerial No, 2. 4.777 Mc/s

Two limb, four wire cage., 1 metre in diameter, arm length

27,9 metres, mean height 47,1 metres.

Quadrant ferial No, 3. 6,135 Mc/s

Two limb, four wire cage, 1 metre diameter, lower limb 12,2
. metres, Upper limb 36,7 metres, mean heigh% 24 .45 metres.,
Item 3,

Four half wave folded top tipoles for € Mc/s, 8 Mc/s, 12 Mc/s
and 21 Mc/s,

Ttems 4 and 5.

Double three wire Rhombic Aerials beamed on New York and India.
(a) Outer major diagonals 195 metres

(b) Tilt angle 62 degrees
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TRAQ (Cont!')

(¢) Outer minor diagonals 104 metres
(d) Mean height | 35 metres
(e) Inner major diagonals 180 metres
(f) Tilt angle 70 degrees
(g), Inner minor diagonals 65,5 metres

(h) Terminations 600 ohms (Stainless steel resistance wire).

NB. All figures subject to verification on. submission of Forms 4.A.1.
- etc., to be submitted from Baghdad.

Monrovia transmitting antennas, five doublets delta match, omni~
directional,

One directional, beamed on River Head, Long Island
Recelving antennas, six doublets

Location : 10° 48t 58t w, 6° 18t 00" N

NEW _ZEALAND

High Frequency Broadcasting

Services

Physical dimensions of antennae (For insertion on Form La-2),

9,54 Me/s = Bearing 285 deg.

Type 2/

1 755

S nil

H 15.8 metres
B 15.8 1

R 7,9 M
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NEW ZEALAND (Contt)

9.5% Me/s = Bearing 35 deg. slew = 20 deg.

Type 2/2

1 7.45 metres
S 22 netres
H 22 metres

B 15.8 metres
R 7.9 metres

11,78 Mc/s =~ Bearing 285 deg,

Type 2/2

1 6 metres

S 12,7 metres
H 6.35 metres
B
R

12,7 metres
£.35 metres

11.78 Me/s = Bearing 35 deg, slew =~ 20 deg.

Type 2/2
1 6 mstres

S 17.8 metres
H 17.9 metres
B 12.7 metres
R 6.35 metres
1

5,28 Mc/s = Bearing 285 deg.

Type 2/2

1 4,7 metres
S 9.8 metres
H 9.3 metres
B 9,8 metres
R 4,9 metres

15,28 Me/s = Bearing 35 deg. slew - 20 deg.

Type 2/2
1 4.7 metres
S 14,8 metres

H 14,8 metres
B 9,8 motres
R 4.9 metres
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Our broadecasting takes place for the interior with an antenna power
of 400 W. The typs of this antenna is a dipole. This transmission
takes momentarily place on a wavelength of 51.3 m, (5845 kHz). As
this frequency is nct in the broadcasting band we should appreciate
to be located in the nearest broadcasting band, For the exterior
we have an antenna power of 400 W. in a Ruhombic antenna directed from
Paramaribo in Surinam towards the island of Curacaoc 1in the Caribbean
S=a, This broadcasting tokes place on 19,48 m, (15405 kHz),., This
is the only external broadcasting service in Surinam, which directional
service we like to maintain.

SYRIA

Antennas to be used for broadcasting are as follows:

75, '

1. Rhiombic gno 20 kW India

2. t 31409 20 1 © London

3. o 5169 20 " USA N.Y.

R o 2460 20 " Brazil

9 i 22440 7.5 kW Cairo

6, t 3369 75 M London

7, n 316° 7.5 " New York
The rest are dipole antennas.

DENMARK

According to our copies here, the necessary details concerning antennas
7, 8, 9 and .0 have been submitted on Forms %A=-2 and 4A-3 of 5-l-48,

Number 7, 8 and 9 omnidalrectional, two vertical half-wave dipoles one
above the other.
Number 7 element length 23.5 m, height of mid-point 61.7 m,
Number 8, 19.72 m and 51.8 m respectively.
Number 9, 14,9 m and 38,9 m respectively.
Number 10, two horizontal half-wave dipoless; height 100 m
element length 6.6 m,
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LUXEMBURG

(Represented by Netherlands).

The Government of the Grand Duchy of Luxamburg re-
quests the acceptance of the changes made to the time schedules
of the transmissions shown on Form 4 which have been submitted.

In view of the fact that it is a case of an important
reduction in the number of frequency/hours requested, we pre-
sume there will be no objection to the amendment of the Forms
4 submitted by Luxemburg in order to take into account the new
time schedules, which are as follows:-

TRANSMISSION NO. 1 FEurope:

0430 - 080C  GMT
1000 - 1400 "
1700 - 2300 L

TRANSMISSION NO, 3 Far East:

1230 - 1300 GMT
2200 - 2300 "

TRANSMISSION NO. 4% Middle East:

0330 - 0500  GMT
1000 -~ 1100 "
1630 -~ 1700 "

TRANSMISSION NO. 5 « Europe and North'Africa (Egypt)

0500 ~ 0600 CMT
1800 - 1830 "

TRANSMISSION W0, 6 Europe and North Africa (Tunis)

0600 - 0630  GMT
1130 -~ 1200 "
1830 - 1900 "
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TRANSMISSION NO. 7 _South Africa:

0630 - 0730 GMT
1200 - 1230 "
1930 - 2030 "

TRANSMISSION NO. 8 Europe., North Africa (Algeria and Morocco):

0730 - 0800 GMT
1330 - 1430 "
2030 - 2200 "

TRANSMISSION NO., 9 South Americas

. 2300 - 0100 GMT
1100 - 1130 "

TEANSMISSION NO. 10 North America:
0100 - 0300 GMT
1300 - 1330 "
1700 - 1800 "
Delegation of the Netherlends

H. J. VAN DEN BROEK
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REPORT 0F THE PLAN COMMITTER

Seventh Meeting

23rd November 1948

The Seventh meeting of Committes 6 was opened at 1550 hours by
the Chairman, lr. Pedersen, assisted by the Vice-Chairman, Mr,
. 9 - . ? ?

Stojanov, and Mr, Trimmer,

The Chairman first requested the approval of the Agenda for the
seventh meeting (Doc. 170)., This approval was given by the
Commitctee,

Item 1 on this Agenda was the approval of the report of the
fifth meeting of the Committee (Doc. No. 149). This report was
approved with cne amendrent submitted by the Delegnte for Argen-
tine to para. 6.4%., which shculd read as follows:

The Argentine Delegrtion fully estimates the value of the
effort of the Soviet Delegntion in presenting - in Document No,
98 and annexes - a frequency assignment plan drafted according
to the principles explained in snid document., Only those who
have tried to formulate a plan can have an idea of the arduous
task involved in such a project. However, our Delegation con-
siders that, for such a plan to be accepted by the Delegntions
in general, i1t shculd be based on the general and technical
principles accepted by the respective countries. 1In this con-~
nection, Document 98 - page 2, para., 8, page 3, paras. 4 to 9,
and page 4, paras, 1, 2 and 4 of the Spanish text - refers to
general principles which have not yet. been approved by Com-
mittee 3.

As regards the technicnl principles, these alcc have not
merited the approval of Committee 4. With regnrd to para. 1
of Page 5, it should be noted thot only 2%, approximately, of
the territory of Argentina lies in the tropical zone, and there-
fore the freaquencies which might be assigned to us in the
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tropical bands would in no way benefit us. Taking these com-
ments into account, the Argentine Delegation considers that the
Working Groups shouldonly admit such plan as experimental material,

The Chairman then requested Mr, Stojanov, Chairman of Working
Group A, to give a report on the work of his group.

Mr. Stojanov began by saying that a written report had been
approved in the group, and would be available for consideration
at the next Main Committee meeting. He then outlined the text
of this report, saying that the group had continued the work
on points 1 and 2 of the third report of Working Group A and
the results of this work were given in the fourth report. Re-
garding the second point of the third report, which concerned
the time blocks to be used in the construction of a plan, he
sald that the Working Group proposed the ~doption of a basic
time block into which any chanrnel should be divided through
the 24 hours as one hour. Although in conditions where iono=-
spheric conditions would permit, and the requirem=nts of the
countries requested, greater time blocks would be permitted.
This proposal was agreeable to the Working Group, except that
the Delegates for the USSR _and Holland considered that two-hour
time blocks would be more acceptable, Mr. Stojanov thought® that
the Main Committee should now discuss this question.

The discussion on the subject was then opened by the Chairman,
who requested the committee to try to reach a decision on this
point as it was fundamental to the work of Group B.

During the discussion that took place the following points
were put forward, for and against the proposal:-

(2) The smallest unit of time common to all requirements must
be used, in order to satisfy those requirements of short
duration only.

(b) That the smaller unit of time block (half an hour) would
recsult in the saving of spectrum space.

(¢c) That the requirements should be examined before deciding
this question, in order to establish the most acceptable
time block.

(d) That the shorter time block (half an hour) would complicaté
the building of the plan, and any modifications necessary
therein.

(¢) That short-time blocks would be unsuitable from the listeners!
point of view,
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(f) That the longer period of two hours should be used with
the exception being made to those requirements covering
shorter periods.

(g) That changes in ionospheric conditions would be able to be
taken into account with one hour time blocks, but possibly
not with two hour blocks.

(h) That rapid changes made by half hour time blocks would re-
sult in difficulty from the transmitting point of view.

(1) That the time difference between transmitter site and
target area must be considered, as this may lead to re-
quirements beginning and ending between the even hour.

During the discussion Mr. Faulkner, Chairman of Committee 5,
said that he had not yet received the final reports of his Work-
ing Groups, and therefore, he regretted th~t he was unable to
give any definite assistance on this point.

A proposal was then made by the Delegate for India which
read :="The basic time block for the purpose of frequency assign-
ment will be one hour, but in cases where the requirements of
countries begin or terminate on the half hour, with a view to
avoiding wastage of spectrum.space, assignments beginning or
ending on the half hour may be made.

In reply to questions for clarificntion of this proposal
it was pointed out thnt:i-

(a) this proposal did not restrict the assignments to a dura-
tion of 1 hour only, and that (b) the half hourly assign-
ments would only be taken into consider-tion when requested
in the requirements, the proposal was adopted unanimously.

The next item of the Agenda was the report by Mr, Trimmer, Chair-
man of Working Group B. He stated that Working Group B had
agreed upon two forms which it will use in the course of its

work in preparing a draft plan or plans, and although the Work-
ing Group has considered thnt these forms may later be useful

in presenting the work of Committee 6 to the Conference, it
considers these forms as primarily applicnble to its own work.

The large form is a band loading chart. Assignments will be
shown by horizontal bars under the proper time indicntion.
Indicating marks above and below the horizontal bar will show:-
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(a) The order of shared channels
(b) The lccation of the transmitter
(¢c) The intended area of reception

(a) The country and number of the requirement against which
the assignment is made.

The second form will aid the Working Group in keeping a running
record, by country, of the assignment of channel-hours as they

are made. The column headings indicate certain other pertinent
information which will be useful %fo the Working Group B. Work-
ing Group B may in the future, develop other forms to meet its

special needs and those of Committee 6.

The Delegate of TIndonesia requested Mr, Trimmer to note the
list of data required by Working Group C, and hoped that Work-
ing Group B would include this data in the final forms to be used.

The Delegate for Belgium asked Mr, Trimmer to clarify the
column headed with the word 'nower', on the smaller form, as he
did not know whether this meant actual radiated power in a
specific direction or thc basic power of the transmitter.

In reply to these questions Mr. Trimmer said that Working
Group B already envisaged additional forms being necessary and
that these would iuclude the information required by Group C.
Seccndly, that th~ word "power" indicated only the basic power
of the transmitter.

The Chairman then asked Mr, Trimmer when work on planning
the 26 and 21 Mc/s bands would be commenced. Mr., Trimmer replied
that this would begin at the next Working Group meeting.

The fourth item on the Agenda was the report by the Acting Chair-
man of Working Group C, Mr. Ferdinandus. Ie stated that the
principal item of consideration in today's mecting of Working
Group 6-C has been the plan of the USSR as it has been presented
in Document 98 and the Anncxes 2A and 2B.

In the light of the data available in the caid documents, methods
of analysis have been discussed.

The Working Group feel. unanimously however, that the work to be
done with respect to the analysis, may very probably depend on
Working Group A and R, and the Group feels that it 1s not in a
position to carry out the analysis before two questions have been

answvered by the Main Committec.
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The Working Group requests Committee 6 to give directives on the
following pointss-

(a) Whether a general analysis has to be made or a complete
detailed 11vest¢gab;on.

(b) 1In the latter case, and in the absence of general and
technical princi-les approved by the appropriate Com-
mibtees, the Working Group requests the necessary pre-~
cise ulr@Cu1VC; 1n order to begln the detailed analysis
of the USSR pla

The Committee, after a short discussion, agreed that the
answer to these two questions would be given when point 5 of the
Agenda had becn decided.
The discussion was thoen opened on nolnt 5 of the Agenda dealing
with the action to Le taken repard‘ng the proposals for plans,
or basic elements for plans, prescnted by the Delegation of the
USSR, India and others.

The Delegate for the USSR then proposed the text of a motion
dealing with the USSR proposed plan, for approval by the Committee.
However, it was decided that this text should be published and
considered at the next Main Committee Meeting,

The Delegate for India stated that he would alsc pronose a
text which would be published, and which he would like to be con~
sidered at the next mesting.

The Delegate for Argentine stated thats-~

"With great surlebﬂ Mr, Chairman, I have heard the verbal
rapovt presented by the gabotitutb Chalrman of Working Group 6-C,
in which he states that he hag given consideration to the plan
presented by the Soviet Delegation, and requests certain direc-
tives for continuing the study of same.

I would point out, Mr, Chairman, that this constitutes a
violaticn of the rulcs of procedure, for in the last meeting no
decision was taken as to what should be done with the Soviet plan.
The Delegations which are not represented on the Working Groups
only have the opportunity to bc heard at the principal Committee,
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and if the latter takes proposals gainst what has been decided,
this repreqent° muzzllng of the opinion of the Delegations
concerned,

In reply the Chairman pointed out that at the last meeting
a directive had been aprroved which gave the Working Groups '
directives to commence work on the various proposals for plans.

P

this point the Chairman closec¢ the meeting, after saying that
1885 h ped that at next Thursday's meeting a specific reply

b e given tc Working Group C's questions, and that the two
iong prcposed by the Delegates for India and the USSR would

be co nSideTCd
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The Reporter: Wie Chairman.

R. A. Craig GUIINAR PEDERSEN
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TECHNICAL PRINCIPLES COMMITTEE
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TERMS OF REFLRENCE

Among the questions constituting the terms of reference of Committee
4, the following questions havc been submitted to the Working Group
for consideration (Sce Documents Nos, 40, 78, 93): :

Question IX = Technical problems have to be studied or coordinated
on a world Dbasis,

Question X - Consideration of future lines of development of high
frequency broadcasting and technical methodsa of pro-
gramme cxchange in the light of the latest technical
advgnces.

Question XI =~ Methods of economizing in the use of high frequen-
cies.

II. DOCUMENTS WHICH HAVE BEEN USEFUL IN THE WORK OF THE GROUP,

Telecommunications Convention of Atlantic City (pages 112 and 113)
Report of the High Frequency Broadcasting Conference, Atlantic
City, (items B and G and 6) and all other documents of that Con=
ference (especially Document 13 Rhf of the USA and 27 Rhf of India),.

Report of the Planning Committee, Geneva Session (especially Ap-
pendix E),

Statement by Prof, van der Pol at the meeting of Committee 4 on
October 29 (Questions submitted to the C.C.I.R. for study) and the
C. G, I.R. document mentioned in his statement.

Document No, 26 presented by the U.S.A., Delegation.

Documents Nos, 58 and 95 presented by Portugal,

Appendix C of the Report of the Planning Committee (Mexico City
Session), '
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THE GROUP HAS HAD 3 WORKING MEETINGS.

The first meeting was held on 12 November 1948 at 3:30 P.M.; in
spite of fhe fact that a notice was posted in good time, only the
Delegates of France, Poland, Portugal, and Uruguay were present,
Though six Delegates were absent, those present decided, with a
view to hastening thes work, to proceed to an exchange of pre=-
liminary views on the guestions submitted to the Working Group
for study,

-

The second meeting was held on 17 November 1948 at 10:00 A,M,
The Delegates of the Argentine (as observer), France, Portugal,
Sweden, Uruguay and Venezuela were present, The Delegates of
Indonesia and Poland had sent excuses for not attending.

The third meeting, held on 22 November 1948 at 11:30 A.M, was de-
voted principally to the final drafting of the Report, The Dele-
gates of Brezil, France, France Ovcrseas, Poland, Portugal and
Uruguay were prescnt,

It is desired to peoint out that the work of Group 4 C has not

been facilitated by the fact that only one meeting (that of November
17) was officially reserved for the Group in the weekly schedule of
Committee meetings: and that on the other hand, the participation of
the several members who had been assigned to take part in the work of
the Group has not been as great as could have been wished,

The results obtained by the Working Group will be found in the

Annex to the present doccument,

The Chairman of Group 4% C

C., Mercier
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ANNEX 1

RESULTS OF THE WORK OF GROUP 4C

TECHNICAL PROBLEMS THAT HAVE TO BE STUDIED OR COORDINATED ON A

" WORLD BASIS,

1.

2e

Scientific or general technical problems concerning basic data
useful in the feormulation of recommendations when preparing or
modifying a plan,

A1l the problems concerning broadcasting submitted to the
C.C.I.R. for study and listed by Prof. van der Pol (see docu-
ment CCIR. Stockholm of 1948, List of Questions for Study).

Problems more directly concerning the implementation of a
plan and the daily operation of transmitters,

a) Analysis .of reports concerning sun spot activity and
ionospheric. phenomena in order to have the necessary information
for ascertaining and forecasting the propagational conditions for
radio waves, and for putting into operation frequency assigmment
plans;

b) Analysis and coordination of the listening reports of high
frequency broadcasting stations mceived from various sources, in
order to check on the operation of the plan. Organization of
listening or trial tegts (for example on the practical possibi-
lities of simultaneous sharing, on the importance of interference,
etc.) for the purpose of determining the most efficient means of
using that part of the spectrum reserved for high frequency
broadcasting. Various measurements regarding transmissions
(especially measurements of frequency and field intensity) where-
ever uséful in tracking down the cause of interference experienced,
or in adding to our knowledge of propagation. The methods of
measurement used should be standardized.

c) Centralization and distribution of all informetion concer-
ning the operation and time tables of transmissions. Analysiz of
the mcdifications made in transmissions in connection with the
changes in the plans which may result therefrom, More generally,
the study of and rescarch into all improvements and adjustments
which may be proposed for higher efficiency in the assignment
plan and a reasonable and economical use of the frequencies,
Preparation of all modifications to be made in the plans and the
establishment of contacts for this purpose between the parties
concerned,
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. d) Study of all technical and practical guestions in relation to

the subjective aspec: of the quality of reception (modulation band
width, fading and di.tortion)j

e) Study of questions concerning the practicability of exchanging
programmes (research on the standardization of recording methods,
exchange of information on charadteristics of recording methods
used by different countries, publication of information concerning
programmes and time -ables, transmitter operation, all data on pos=-
sibilities of using - adio circuits for relays);

f) Publication of a bulletin or of documehts giving the results
of observations or work on the problems enumerated above,

Working Group C bel.ieves that the preceding items are of particular

interest to the work of Committee 7, and recommends that the preceding
conclusions be forwarded to that Committec,

METHODS OF BECONOMIZING N THE USE OF HIGH FREQUENCIEG

The Working Group recalls that the Intcrnational High Frequency

Broadcasting Confercnce of Atlantic City has already formulated Recom-
mendations on this subject (See Report of the Internatiornal High Fre-

quency Broadcasting Conference Chapter V, B,). The Working Group has

neverthelgss ' prepared the following additional commento:

1.

The Atlantic City recommendations (Chapter V, a, 2) -)) stipulate
that "normally only cne frequency in a band c¢houtid be used to trans-
mit one program", These conditions can most often be effectively
fulfilled if transmissions are limited to tho pericds when propa=
gation, is» least disturbed., On the other hand, periods of rapid
varietion of ionospheric conditions (rapidly changing 0,W.F,) in
principle require the use of several frequencies in different bands
(Chapter V, A, 2) @)), as well as under conditions stipulated else~
where by Committee 4, but these periods generally coincide with
unstable and otherwise unsatisfactory reception conditions, For
the purpose of cconomizing frequencies it would thireforc scem

‘reasonable to avoid transmissions during those periods ~ They are

generally of short duration - in which the O,W.F, varies quite
rapidly wirenever there is no really important reason for kceping
them in operation. Moreover even for the longer pefiod during
which the 0.W.I's still varies, but more slowly, and transmission
takes place during a period of varying propagation conditions, the
simultaneous.: use of scveral freguencies in different bands could
be avoided at certain times by dividing long transmission into two
or more arcrter transmissions. (but orf at leact one hour) so that
the use of a single frequency will be acceptable for each trans-
missione.

Fiyally, in the case where the aximuth width of the reception area

to be served is great, the Atlantic City recommendations (Chapter

V, 2) b) providec for %he possible use of *two frequencies in the same
band. But the Working Group desirc also to call attention to the
information contained in Document 79 PC-Rhf of thc Report of the Plan-~
ning Committce, Mexico City Session(Appendix 1 of Documcnt 79 PC-Rhf)
where it is stated that certain antennas nrovide very useful values
for the width of the principal lobe without the gain teing reduced to
an unacceptable level, :
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The Document gives the example of a case where a width of 69 degrees
instead of 17.5° is obtained at the cost of a reduction in gain of
less than 6 db). It is therefore necessary to take these facts

into account when studying the cases provided for in Chapter V,

2) b) of the Atlantic City Recommendations.

Study of the field intensity values and the values of the minimum
signal/noise ratio might bring out cases where the desired trans-
mission would lead to unsatisfactory reception conditions.

Requirements should not be maintained in the case of circuits where
the field at the rcception area is less than the standards studied

by Committee 4 (taking into account the optimum working frequency,

the power of the transmitter whose operation is being justified

and the gain in the antenna).

The need for considerable economies in the use of frequencies
suggests a recommendation thet the use of high frequencies should
be avoided in the case of the internal scrvices of countries,
wherever such services could be operated under reasonable economic
conditions by the use of low, medium, very high or tropical band
frequencies.

The Working Group feel that an apreciable economy of frequencies,
in combination with the improvement reception conditions, could be
obtained by the use of public telephone point to point circuits

or by means of recordings, in order to place programmes at the
disposal of stations responsible for their transmission over short
or medium distances within a given area. The frequencies used by
these stations could either belong to bands other than those of
high frequency broadcasting or, even if they belonged to those
bands, they could be used simultaneously by several stations. But
no real economy would result unless the transmissions by local

or regional stations werc not added to, but rather subtracted

from, the direct transmissions on high frequencies to the correspond-
ing area. Attention is also called to the importance of a stan-
dardization of the various means of recording in order to allow
full development of the exchange of programmes. The Conference
should take definite action with a view to the study of this
question and an early sequel in the shape of practical conclusions.
(See paragraph 2), d) of "Technical problems to be studied or
coordinated on a world basis™).

In a period of maximum and even average sun-spot activity, it would
no doubt be possible to use frequencies in the 26 Mc/s band for an
appreciable number of circuits and relays, even though the require-~
ments submitted for this band have bheen few. It is therefore
awisable that an effort should be made in the construction of
recelivers to facilitate the use of these frequencies and to di-
minish the load in the 21 Me/s or 17 Mc/s bands. We might also
point out the advantages gained by the use of variable selectivity
or by the reduction of the modulation band at the point of reception
in order to eliminate numerous types of interference without appre-
ciably affecting the actual quality of the transmission, consider-
ing the numerous causes of distorsion which continually affect high
frequency transmissions.
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Lastly, development in the construction of receivers which permit
reception of transrissicns on frequencies of the tropical bands
will aid the use of these bands, and so make possible an economy
of frequencies in tne Rhf bands,

6., To sum up, the Working Group recommends:

a) The avoidance o3 far as possible of all transmissions during
periods of very rarid variation of ionospheric conditions (when
the 0,W.F, varies ot least as much as the separation between two
exclusive broadcasting bands within less than cne hour).

b) The division oi lengthy transmissons intc a number of short
transmissions (but of at least one hour), for each of which the
use of a single frequency would be acceptable, whenever such di=-
vision may have the effect of avoiding the simultancous use of
frequencies in different bands durin; certain neriods. In each
particular case Cormittee 5 will propose the most appropriate
technical solution, taking into account the preceding consider-
ations.

¢) The consideration of all the technical possibilities of the
constructing antenras with a wide lobe, but having a high gain,

in order to aveid using two frequencies in the same band, as
recommended by the Atlantic City RHF Conference (Chapter V, 2), b)).

d) The satisfacticn of those recuirements only which relate to
circuits whose propzr reception conditions can be guaranteed.

e) The use, whenever technically and economically possible of
frequenciss other than theose in the RHF bands (i.e. the use of
low, medium, very righ and tropical band frequencies) for ensuring
internal services of a country.

f) The use of all possibilitics affor”~? by telephone point to
point circuits, and the utilization of recording methods for the
purpose of developling programme exchanges by local or national
stations, in order to reduce the use of high frequencies.

g) Action by the Conference with a view to accelerating the

study of the standerdization of recording methods in order to
conclude the work rapidly. Efforts to be made in the construction
of recelvers so that their characteristics may not 1limit the
efficient possible use of all RHF and tropical bvands.

CONSIDERATION OF BUTURY LINES OF DEVELOPMENT OF HIGH FREQUENCY BROAD- -
CASTING AND T@CHENICAL {43THODS OF PROGRAMME EXCHANGE IN THE LIGHT OF THE

LATEST & CHNICAL AOTANCES,

The Working Group believcs that this questicn, the wording of which
is not very explicit, is closely bound up with the problems arising in
connection with the ecoaomy of frequencies. The recommendations already
made on the ecconomy of frequencies (Chapter II) are accordingly re-
called, and attention is more particularly directed to the following
suggestions:
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The development of telephone circuits (cables or point to-
point radio circuits), especially in the interior of countries
of a certain size, should lead to a geater use of local stations
for the transmission of programmes which are at present broadcast.:
on high frequencies for lack of any other possibility;

The standardization of recording methods should allow of a
limitation of the requirements in high frequencies by facilitating
the exchange of programmes, and the retransmission under improved
conditions of an important part of artistic programmes by the
lecal broadcasting networkg s

An improvement in the construction of receivers should fa-
cilitate a more rational use of the highest frequency bands allotted
to broadcasting;

Improvements in transmitting antennas should lead to a very
appreciable reduction in the subsidiary lobes .and thus .mllow
the simultanesous use of frequencies by a number of transmltters,
as well as of improving the service.

The above are the only observations which the Working Group thinks
it reasonably possible to make on the subject at the present moment,
from a technical point of view.
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Organization to Administer
High Frequency Broadcasting Assignment Plan

Considering the complex character of the high frequency
broadcasting assignment plan, the immensity of the job of pe-
riodically adjusting the Plan, and the need for expert adminis-
tration of the Plan in order to maintain order and efficiency
in the use of the short wave broadcasting frequencies, and

Believing that an organization characterized by its tech-
nical competence, impartiality and administrative ability is a
prerequisite to the successful operation of the Plan, and further
believing that the burden of costs of the ITU on the countries
should be held to a practical mininmum,

The Delegation of the United States proposes that as an
interim medsure

1. The Vice Director of the CCIR be charged with the
responsibility of administering the high frequency
broadcasting assignment plan. This duty shall be
entirely separate and apart from the duties of the
CCIR. -

2. As Article 8 of the Telecommunications Convention,
Atlantic City, 1947 directs that the Consultative
Committees shall be provided with '"secretariats",
laboratories or technical installations", the Vice
Director of the CCIR shall

a) be provided with such personnel as this
Conference shall deem necessary to ad-
minister the Plan, and he shall

b) Dbe provided with adequate funds in accord-
ance with a budget submitted by this Con-
ference.

3. The arrangements suggested herein for the adminis-
tration of the Plan shall continue until the con-
vening of the Telecommunications Conference in Bue-
nos Aires in 1952, at which time they will be reviewed
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and a decision taken as to whether they should con-
tinue on a permanent basis, and

This Conference shall rcquest the Administrative Coun-
cil of the International Telecommunications Union to
effect the above outlined arrangement as soon as pos-
siblei : .
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Mr. Raymond HENDERICKX, representing the Belgian
Government and, provisionally, the Govermment General of
the Belgian‘Congo, has been appointed by the International
Brdadcasting Organization us its official representative with

the ctatus of Observer,
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CUNFERERCE 26 November 1948

WIS Bl

Mexico City, 1948

1. The Delegation cf Burma has submitted letters of

Credentials and will participate in the Conference.

2. Pending further noilice, the Delegaticn of Burma will

participate in Committees 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7,
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List and Nabture of Credentials Submitted by Participants
in the Conference

I. PFinal Credentials

People's Republic of Albania - Letter of Credentials signed by
the President of the Council and Minister of Foreign Affairs.

Arger>ine Republic - Letters of Credentials signed by the President
of the Nation,

Aus.~alia (Commonwealth of) - Certified copy of letter of Credentials
sig: = by the Prime Minister and Acting Minister of State ror
Exte - nal Affairs.

Aust. 14 - Letter of Credentials signed by the Federal Chancellor,

Belg.un - Letter of CredOptlals signed by Minister of Foreign
Affaqu.

The Relorussian Soviet Socialist Republic - Letter of Credentials
sign-d by the Minister for Foreign Affairs,

Bolivia - Letter of Credentials signed by the Ambassador of
Bolivia in Mexico.

Brazil - Letter of Credentials signed by the President of the
Repubiic of the United States of Brazil,

Bulgaria - Letter of Credentials signed by the Vice President of
the Council of Ministers and Minister of Foreign Affairs.

Burmo, - Letter of Credentilals sigied by the Acting Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the Government of Burma.

Canada ~ Letter of Credentials signed by the Secretary of State
for External Affairs.

Chile « Letter of Credentials signed by the Chargé d'aff’“res of
Chile in Mexico.

Chine - Letters of Credentials signed by the Ambassador of the
Reputlic of China in Mexico,

Vatic zn City (State of) - Letter of Credentials signed by the
actir: Secretary of State.
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21,
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Col ombia (Republic of) - Letter of Credentials signed by the
Mirister of Foreign Affairs.

Portuguer: {nlonies -~ Letter of Credentials signed by the
Prosident of the Portuguese Republic and Minister of Foreign
Affoirs,

Colonies, Protectorates, Overseas Territories and Territories
under mandate or trusteeship of the United Kingdom of .;reat
Britain and Northern Ircland - Letter of Credentials signed by
the Dir Suor of Overscas Telecommunications, General Post Office.
(Pending '

Belgian Congo and Territeorics of Ruanda Urundil - Letter of
Credentials signed by the Minister of Belgium in Mexico announc-
ing the carly arrival of the Delegation of the Belglan Congo and
onferring temporary proxy on the Delegation of Belgiwunm,

Cuba - Letter of Credentials signed by the Chargé d'uffaires
of Cuba in Mexico,

Denmark - Letter of Credentlals signed on behalf of the Director
General ol Posts and Tclegraph.

Egyont - Letter of Credenticls signed by the Inspector ¢ .4
Director Ceneral of Egyntian State Telegraph and Telephoine.

El Calvador (Republic of) - Letter signed by the Minister of
Fou ign Affairs.

Eci.dor.- Letter cf Credentials signed by the Minister of Forelgn
LCL g Y

United States of imerica - Letter of Credentials signed by the
President in the case of the Chairman of the Delegation and by
tr o Acting Sccretary of State for the Members of the Delegation.

Finland -~ Letter of Credentials signed by the Minister of
Foreign Affairs,

Guotemala ~ Letter of Credentials signed by the Minister of
Ioreign Affairs.

Hungary ~ Letter of Credentials signed by the Mlnlster of
Communications.

Incia - Certified copy of Letters of Credentials signca by the
Governor General of India,
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Indonesia ~ Letter of Credentials signed by the Commissioner for
Indonesian Affairs, for the Minister of the Overseas Parts of the
Kin~dom of the Netherlands.

Italy - Letter of Credentials signed by the Chargé d'affaires of
Italy in Mexico.

Luxcmbourg -~ Letter of Credentials (a) signed by the Head of the
State and President of the Government designating the Minister of
Luxenmbourg in Wash1ngton as represcntative, and (b) letter from
the Minister granting temporary proxy to the Delegation of the
HNetherlands,

Mexico - Letters of Credentials signed by the Minister of Foreign
Affairs.

Monaco - Letter cof Credentials signed by the Sovereign of Monaco.

Nicaragua - Letter of Credentials signed by the Minister of
Foreign Affalrs.

Nor ay - Letter of Crcdentlals signed by the King of Norway.

New Zealand = Letter of Credentials signed by the Minister for
Ext:ornal Affairs.,

Pakistan - Letter of Credentials signed by the Secretary to the
Gov rnment of Pakistan, Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Common-
wealth Relations.

Papoma - Letter of Credentials signed by the Minister of Forelgn
Af LJTS.

Paraguay - Letter of Credentials signed by the Chargé d'affaires
of Paraguay in Mexico,

Netherlands, Curacao & Surinam - Royal Decree signed by the Queen
and 3 Members of the Cabinet,

Poland - Letter of Credentials signed by the Minister of Poland
in Mexico,

Poriugal - Letter of Credentials signed by the President of the
Portuguese Republic and Minister of Forcign Affairs,

People's Federal Popular Republic of Yugoslavia - Letter of
Credentials signed by the President of the Government,

The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic - Letter of Credcontials
signed by the Minister for Foreign Affairs,
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soushorn Rhodesia - Letter signed by the Postmaster General of
So- thern Rhodesia.

Rounania - Letter of Credentinls signed by the Minister of
Foreign aAffairs.,

Uniced Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland ~ Letter of
Credentials signed by the Director of Oversecas Telecommunications,
General Post Office,

Siam - Letter of Credentiale on behalf of the Minister of
Forcign affairs., ’

Swedcn - Royal decree signed by the King of Sweden.

Switzerland (Confederation) -~ Letter of Credentials si aed by the

- Cha..cellor of the Confederation.

Czechoslovakia - Letter of Credentials signed by the Fresident
cf the Council of Ministers and the Minister of Foreign Affairs.

Territories of the United States of America - Letter of Credentials
and letter from the U. S, IEmbassy to the Sccretarint fc. Foreign
Affairs of Mexico,

Tur. ey =~ Letter of Credentials from the Legation of Turkey to the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Mexico. (Delegate of Turkey. has
not yet arrived).

Unica of South Africa and the mandated territory of South-West
Af1 ca = Letter of Credentials signed by the Prime Minister.

Union of Soviet Socialist Republic - Letter of Credentials signed

by *“re Minister of Foreizn Affairs,

Urue :ay (Republic Oriental of) - Letter of Crcdentials -igned by
the Precsident of the Pepublic.

Venczuelia - Letter of Credentials signed by the Ministcr of
Foreign Affairs.

IT. Countries present and Participating in the Conference
with Provisional Credentials

Colcnies, Protectorates and Overseas Territories under Irench
Man . te - Administrative telegran,

Dominican Hepublic - Communication from the Sccretariat for
Foreign Affairs of Mexico stating that Chargé d'affaires ad
interim of the Dominican Republic at Mexico i1s designated as
Delegate to the Conference.
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Fra:ce - Administrative telegram.

Froach Protectorates of Moroceco and Tunisia -~ Administrative
telegram, *

Syiia - Administrative telegram designating Mr. Ibrahim Hafez
Sal<h as representative,

ITI, Countries Participating in the Conference
by Mondates

Iceland ~ Letter from Minister of Communications authorizing
Mr., Frcderik Dreier Heegaard to’represent the Icelandic Government
Telecommunication Administration.

Iran - Telecgram from General Secretariat I.T.U. quotine telegram
fro . Teheran conferring permanent mandate on Delegatic. of
Swiczerlond., (Provisionnl Credentials).

IV. Countries Who have Conferred Tempcrary Proxies

Luxembourg - Letter of Credentials signed by the Head of the
Stat- and President of the Goverament designating the Minister
of Luxembourg in Washington as representative, and (b) s .tter
from the Minister granting tempcorary proxy to the Delegation of
the Netherlands.

Bulfiria - Letter from the accredited representative conferring
tem-orary proxy upon the delegation of Yugoslavia,

El fnlvador -~ Letter from the accredited representative conferring
temporary proxy upon the delegation of Guatemala.

Belgian Congo and Territories of Ruanda Urandi - Letter of
Crefentiale signed by the Minister of Belgium in Mexico announcing
the =arly arrival of the Delegation of the Belgian Congo and confer-
ring temporary proxy on tvhe Delegation of Belgium.

V. Observers Who have been Formally Admitted and
Recognized by the Conference

Israecl -~ Letter of Credesntials signed by the Minister of Transport
and Communications.

Popular Republic of Mongclia - Letter signed by the Minister of
Forcign Affairs.

UNESCO - Copy of letters from the Acting Director General,
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0.,I.Rs = Letter designating Delegate of Belgium as Observer with
speeified functions.

S.C, . P, - Letter of designation signed by the Chief of Staff
of the Supreme Commander for the Allied Powers.

VIi. Special Cases

Eire - (a) Telegram dated July 16 indicating Eire .dministration
undecided as to participation (b) Letter of 22 October siving
nomc of Delegate or Deputy, with indication that he wouid not
participate until a later date, and (c) letter from the Chairman
of -he Canadian Delegation stating thot Canada had beei. chnrged
with the represcntation of the interests of the Goverrment of
Eire without formnl proxy or vote.

Peru - Telegram dated 14 October stating date arrival uncertain,

VII. Participating BExpert

fal

I.F.R.,B., = Letter of Designation signed by the Chairman ¢
I.7.R.B,

VIIT., Countries Indicating Non-participation or not
Replying to Invitation

afghanistan

Saudi Arabia (Kingdom of)
Cozta Riea,

Ethiopia

Greece

Haiti

Honduras {(Republic of)
Iraq

Lebi.non

Liberia

Philippines (Republic of the)

Yemei
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This Document supersedes

Document No. 161-E

FOURTH REPORT

of Working Group 4A of the Technical Principles Committee

 for consideration of Committee Y4

1.~ The ' Irafting Group formed by Working Group 4A consisting
of Mexico, India, Cuba and USSR presents the following re-
port:

2.~ One of the questions to be studied by Working Group 4 is
as follows:

Minimum protection ratio, taking into account:
a) Atmospheric noise.
b) Industrial interference.,

3.~ On November 6 1948 delegates to the Conference were invited
to the studios of Radio Station XEX to listen to recordings,
supplied by the USA Delegation, of speech and music with
various ratiocs of intcrference from atmospheric and indus-
trial noise.

Y.~ A ballot -ras prepared and 36 persons attending the tests re-
corded their opinions. The results of this ballot are shown
in Annex A,

5.- Two recordings of atmospheric noise interference to speech -
and music were demonstrated. The first represented typical
day-time noise due to a local thundcrstorm and the second,
typical night-time noise. It was azreed unanimously that
the night-time noise recordings represented atmospheric
noise conditions usually met in the high frequency range.

6.~ Both atmospheric noise recordings were made using natural
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atmospheric noise and the ratiocs indicated are the

ratios of steady signal carrier voltage to average
atmoshperic noise voltage 1in an effective radio frequency
band width of 4,000 c.p.s. The effect of atmospheric
noise peaks is automatically taken into account in the
listening tests.

7+~ The third recording dcmonstrated the effect on speech
and music of three types of industrial interference,
This recording was made with various ratios of steady
signal carrier to peak noise as measured by an RCA type
312 B R F Noise Meter. The radio frequency band width
of the Noice Meter and the broadcast receiver being the
same, 9,000 c.p.s. at 6 db down.

8.~ After the discussion of the results which are included
in Annex A this working group came to the conclusion
that; by the voting of 7 in favor, 4 against, 2 absent
and 1 abstentlon, the following protcction ratios should
be recommended :

1) With respect to steady signal carrier to average
atmospheric noise in a radio frequency band width
of 4,000 c.p.s., the voltage ratio must be 50 to 1.
(34 db) (without taking fading in*c account).

2) With respect to steady signal carrier to peak
industrial noise in a radio frequency band width
of 9,000 c.p.s., the voltage ratio must be 10 to .
1. (20db) (without taking fading into account).

9.~ The USA Delegation indicated that it was necessary to.
have a further explanation in regard to the form in
which measurcments constituting the numerical data of
the voltage ratios of the rccordings were made, and
thut these explanatory remarks will be presented in a
separate document to the Working Group 4A for its con-
sideration.,

10.~ Regarding technical standards, the Delegation of India
is of the opinion that the signal to noise ratios in
cases of atmospheric and industrial noise, now being
recommended by the mejority of the Working Group 44,
are lower than those indicated by practical experience
and therefore reserves its right to re-open the ques-
tion in a full meeting of Committee 4
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On Novcomber 18 1948 Working Group 4 decided by a
vote of 9 in favour, 3 against, 1 abstention and 1
absent to adopt this report, with such reservations
as delegations might wish to submit. Reservations
were © subsequently submitted by United Kingdom,
Netherlands, United States of America and Pakistan
and are annexed to the present Document.

The Chairman:

W. G. RICHARDSON
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ANNEX B

Statement of the Delegation of the United Kingdom

When the vote refcrred to in paragraph 8 of the pre-
sent Document was taken two alternative sets of figures
were before thce meceting, namely: )

(a) Atmospheric noise Lo ab

Industrial noise 25 db
(b) Atmospheric noise 34 db
Industrial noise 20 db

The Unitcd Kingdom delegation voted in favour of the
higher pair of ratios because there appeared to be a
rational basis for their adoption as minimum stagdards
for satisfactory listening, namely, the results of the
ballot as given in the Annex to the present Document.
The United Kingdom, nevertheless, recognizes that it may
well be necessary, for practical reasons, cventually to
adopt somewhat lower standards, such as thqse favoured
by the majority of the Working Group, but considers that
such a step, if taken, should be reccognized as a compro-
mise and that this should be made clear in any recommenda-
tion on this question from Committee 4 to the other Com-
mittees.,

The Delegation of the Netherlands objects to this Re-
port of Working Group 4A for the same reason already ex-
pressed when it voted against the figures of 34 and 20 db
which are found in the Report. We can approve these figures
only if it is clearly indicated in the Report that the re-
sult, teking into account the "satisfactory or unsatisfac-
tory" criterion, would give the figures of 40 and 28 db.
If it is desired to reduce these figures by practical ar-
guments, using the "tolerable" criterion, the Delegation
of the Netherlands would not object, on the condition that
this consideration be clearly established in the Report.

The Delcgation of the United States does not agree with
the majority view as expressed in the report of Sub-Commit-
tee A, for the following reasons:

1) The ratio of signal to atmospheric noise of 3% db
was satisfactory to only 30% of the Delegates to
this Conference who listened to thes test recordings.
This value of 34 db was satisfactory to only 10% of
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more than 2,000 avcrage radio listeners, tested
in the United States.

2) The ratio of signal to industrial ncise ratio
of 20 db was seclected by the Sub-Committee al-
though a ratio of 22 db was satisfactory to
only 66% of the Delcgates to this Confercnce
who listened to the rccords.

3) The Sub-Committece was inconsistent in that it
selected a ratio of 20 db for industrial noise
and only 16.7 db for atmospheric noise, when
the two are converted to the same standards.

4) It was stated in the Sub-Committee that high ra-
tios would require tremendous powers but no
investigation was made to prove this.

5) The Delegation of the United States believes
that the Delegates to this Conference were
correct when 80% of them selected a ratio of
steady sigral to atmospheric noise in a & ke/s
radio frequency band of 40 db.

The Pakistan Declegetion abstains from voting on the
proposed ratios of signal to noise but reserves the
right to toke up this point in the main Committee 4
~if it deems it necessary.
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ANNEX C

INFOIMATION

for Sub-Committee 4A of the Technical Committee furnisﬁed

by the United States Delegation

In response to rcquests made at Atlantic City and at
Geneva, the United States has underteken to supply technical
information with respect to signal to noise ratiocs.

Atmospheric noise level measurcments have been made for
a period of years in the United States and during the last
few years such information has been colltected from various
parts of the world. To assist in analyzing the data, electrical
integrating circuits, having a time constant of approximately
one minute, were used. The rccorded graphs of integrated at-
mospheric noise were then analyzed to determine the average
noise level. Simultaneous measurements of peak atmospheric
noise have been made.

With a knowledge of the avcerage atmospheric noise level to
be expected, listening tests were conducted to determine the
ratios of 31gna1 to noisc for a certain dcgree of intciligi-
bility. For example, it has becen found that a ratio of 15 db.
will provide 90% intelligibility of a tclephone signal. This
means that 1 out of 10 or 10 ocut of 100 words may be missed
due to atmospheric noise interference. ©Since telephone ser-
vice is a two wey service the receiving end can request to re-
establish 100% intelligibility.

In broadcast service the listener cannot request repeats
if words are missed so rcecords were introduced at this Con~
ference to determine the signal to atmospheric noise ratio
appropriate to a broadcast service. At the time the reccords
were made both peak and average noise level measurements were
taken.

The ratio used in practice in the United States is the
ratlo of 51gn11 carrier to average atmospheric noise in a
4 ke/s noise band betause of the ease of analyzing noise
Oﬁsurements made on this basis. The worldwide measurements
represented in NBS Circular 462 are average noise noise for
the same rcagon. :
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However, the listener is troubled by peak values of
noise as evidcnced by the tcsts made at this Conference and

in the United States.

Although it is not necessary to correct the signal to
noise ratios to peak values 1in order to usc them in our
work, for the information of the Committec, the following

are the corrcected values.

Night time atmospheric noise, both spccch and music.

Number
Number
Number
Mumber
Number
Number

The ratio of peak to average atmospheric noise is
15.5 db and the correction from a 4 ke¢/s to 6 kc/s band-
width ‘is 1.8 db. Total correction 17.3 db.

one
two
thrce
four
five
six

36.7 db
16.p db
28.7 db
10.7 db
22.7 db
4,7 db
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Result of voting. Day-time atmospheric necise recordings
Test number 1 2 3 L 5 6
Voltage ratio 400-1 50-1 200-1 25-1  100~1 ) 12.5-1
SU S U S U SU s°U S U
Music 36 0 10 2% 351 333 2412 0 36

Speech 35 0 15 18 341 0 36 27 /7 ® @436

Result of voting, Night-time atmospheric noise recordings

Test number 1 2 3 1 5 6

Voltage ratio 400=1 _ 50-1  200=1 25-1 100-1 _12,5-1_
: . S U S U S U S U S U S U
Musie : 35 0 10 25 31 5 0 36 19 11 0 36

Speech 341 12 23 350 135 31 3 0 35

Result of voting., Industrial noise recordings

Test number 1 2 3 L 5

Voltage ratio 100~-1 50~-1 25-1 12,5-1 6,25=-1
Electric razor . 360 36 0 33 2 21 13 6 30
Vacuun Cleaner 35 0 35 0 331 19 1% 7 27

Dial Telephone 36 O 36 O 32 2 21 10 13 19
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REPORT OF THE PIAN COMMITTEE

Eighth Meeting
25th November 1948.

1. The eighth meeting of Committee 6 was opened at 15.45
hours by thc Chairman, Mr. Pedcrsen, assisted by the Vice-
Chairman, Mr. Stojanov and Mr. Trimmer.

2. The first item of the procecdings was the approval of the
report of the 6th Meeting (Doc. No. 178).

2.1« The delegate for the Argcecntine then requested that
the text of paragraph 7.2 be dcleted and the follow-
ing text substituted:-

"In view of the fact that most of the discussion
had been based on the Azenda, which had not been
approved, the delegate of Argentine questioné&d the
validity of that Agenda'.

He also requested that the sentence contained in pa-
ragraph 8 reading
"However, thc Choirman stoated that the two pro-
posals approved must stend and that the working
groups should proceced accordingly,"
should be deleted from the report, as he had not heard
this statement during the last meeting.

2.2, The Chairman confirmed the fact that he had spoken
these words, and insisted they be retained in the
report.

243+ This decision was supported by the delegates for
Roumania, Ukraine and Albania.

2.%. The delogate for Indonesia then made the following
statement which he asked to be included in the
minutes of the meeting:-
"I have asked for the floor as Acting Chalrman
of Working Group 6C in the absence of the Chair-
man, who, very unfortunetely is ill, in order that
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Working Group 6C may proceed with its work as soon
as possible."

In reference to the report of the sixth meeting
of the Plan Committee, which I was unable to attend
owing to sickness, I wish' to ask you, Mr. Chairman,
for a clarification of Section 6, point 2 of this
report,

According to this parapraph Committee 6 has de-
cided that the Yorking Groups 6A, 6B and 6C should
immediately give consideration, as far as practicable,
to the plans proposed by the Planning Committee's
Sessions of Geneva and Mexico City.

Now if I may recfer to Doc. No. 70, which has been
approved by this Committee, you may read on page 5 that
Working Group 6C did comment as follows:

"While appreciating the excellent work done by
that Committee, Yorking Group C considers that the plan
produced in the present form is not and could not be,
sufficiently complete to permit a proper analysis in
the light of the information desired by this group."

I respectfully request you, Mr. Chairman, and
gentlemen, as Working Group 6C did not see how it could
analyse, in the light of the information desired by this
Group, the plan contained in the Geneva and Mexico City
Committee reports; in which other way, they have to
perform their task, as outlined in Section 6 point 2 of
Doc. 178. I shall conclude with the remark that our
Viorking Group has fully stated the way it thinks it
should analyse a plan or plans.

The relative items you will find in Doc., 70 and they
cover, to my opinion, the points (b) and (¢) of the In-
dian proposal (Doc. Wo. 195)."

At this point in the meeting the power supply failed,
resulting in a brecakdown of the simultaneous interpre-
tation system. When it became known that the supply
would not be restored for some time, the Chairman ad-
journed the meeting until Fridey afternoon next, 26th .
November. '

Thé Reporters: The Chairmant
ROBERT A. CRAIG GUNNAR PEDERSEN
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AGENDA
10th Meeting of the Plan Committee

50 _be held at 10. AM. 30th November 1948

1. Approval of the reports of the 7th and 8th meetings of
the Committee (Docs. Nos. 207 and 214%),

2. Consideration of Doc. No. 195.

3« Report of the Chairman of Working Group B,

%. Report of the Chairmsn of Working Group C.

5+ Requests from the Delegates of the United Nations and
Vatican City regarding the participation in the work of

Committee 6 (See Appendices A and B).

6. Miscellaneous.

Gunnar PEDERSEN

Chairman of Plan Committee,



Appendix A

Mr. Gunnar Pedersen,
Chairman, 6th Committee

Dear Sir:

In view of the fact that in the near future the
Assignment Plan presented by the Soviet Delegation, as well
as e Plan presented by the Indian Delegation, will be treated
in detail in your Sub-Committess, A, B and C, I draw your
attention to the followings

(1) In the Plan presented by the Indian Delegation
the United Nations'! services are not mentioned. The Chief of
the Indian Delegation declared to me that the reason for the
absence of the United Nations in the 1list presented by the
Indian Delegation was the simple fact that the formula used
could not be applied to the special case of the United Nations.
As a consequence, the requisitions of the United Nations should
be treated in a special way.

(2) In the Plan of the Soviet Delegation the United
Nations' requirements are reduced. However, it is not at-.all
clear which method has been applicd as again, the criteria at
the basis of the Soviet Plan are not applicable to the case
of the United Nations.

Although originally the Unitcd Nations Delegation
had no intention of participating in the discussions of the
Sub-Committees mentioned above, it seems to me that in view of
this special situation 1t will be necessary to participate in
the discussions of the different Plans. I therefore request
you to take the necessary steps to enable the United Nations
Delegation to receive the nccessary information and to enable
the Delegation to express its opinions during the study of the
Plans mentioned. '

Yours truly,
(8igned) G. F. Van Dissel,

Chief of the United Nations Delegation



APPENDIX B

To the Chairman of Committec 6

Mr. Chairman:

I have the honor to rcquest you to be kind enough
to arrange for me to be received and heard by the competent
groups of Committee 6 at the time when they take under consi-
deration the various rough drafts of the plan, and in particular
the basic wordings proposcd for determining the number of
channel-hours to be assigned to each country, because wordings
of this sort cannot be applied in the case of the Vatican without
misconception of its reguircments.

The spirit which underlies such wordings is not, I
think, in itself alicn to the casec of the Vaticanj; but their
concrete application must vary according to cases. For examplec,
there is no point in speaking of the arca and population of the
Vatican City in estimating the r&le of its broadcasting services
and their importance in relation to these of other countrics.

. Many other arguments could be advanced,

If there are any reasons why my request cannot be
granted, I reguest you, Mr. Chairman, kindly to call the attention
of Groups A, B, C of Committee 6 to the fact that the Delegation
of the Vatican finds 1t necessary formally to object to any one
of these¢ wordings being applied in the case of the Vatican., My
Delegation accorcingly rescrves the right to demand a derogation
from the common rule whether in Committee 6 or in the Plenary
Assemblye

I do not however anticipate difficulties in connection
‘with the question which I am raising, inasmuch as more than one
delegation, including those which have proposed basic wordings
for the distribution of channecl-hours, have informed me on their
own initiative that the casc of the Vatican must be considered
a special case.

Thanking you for anything you may be able to do in the
matter, I beg you, Mr. Chairman, to accept the assurances of my
highest esteem,

Filippe Soccorsi,

Delegate of the Vatican City State.
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UNITED KINGDOM

COMMENTS ON DOCUMENT No. 155

While the United Kingdom delegation agrees with the views of the
delegation of the USSR as set out in Document No, 155 that it is neces-
sary to reduce the total channel hour requirements, it wishes to correct
a number of inaccuracies which have appeared in this docvment concern-
ing the Ui.ited Kingdom and the United Kingdom Colonial short-~wave ser-
vices,

2 The difficulty of correctly evaluating the number of channel-~
hours requested in the forms 4 is appreciated, and can be well illus-
trated by referring to the requirements submitted by the USSR, In the
Geneva Report, Appendlx D, the USSR requirements are given as 1079
~channel hours, but it is pOSblble to interpret the original for is 4 as
prlnted in the Supplement No. 3 in many ways. For example, 8 frequen=
cies are shown for the circuit Moscow to the Far East, ranging from 21
Me/s to 6 Me/s, covering a time period of 18 hours., Some of the same
frequencies are again shown at Kaluga with an overlapping time of 11
hours, If approached in four different ways the following different
answers can be obtained:

a) Original form 4 -~ Total channel hours requested excluding
any sharing of frequencies 1664 hours
Less 68 hours known synchronised
working 1596 hours

b) As above (a) but using only two frequencies per
~ circuit 568 hours

c) Forms as recast by Geneva Planning Committee 1331 hours
(Appendix D of Geneva Report shows 1079 hours)

d) If each frequency required on orlglnal form 1s taken
and filled for the raximum time requested, 89
frequencies would be required with a total
time of 1342 hours

It is not apparent from these forms 4 that the Atlantic City
recommendations have been followed,
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e While every endeavour was made to present the United Kingdon
forms 4 in us accurate and as unequivocal a manner as possibl:, they
can be misinterpreted due to the amount of synchronization whi 1 can
be used =~ this may account for the inaccuracies in Document No, 155,
The correct number of channel hours requested for June sunspot nrzdian

is ags follows®

United “ingdom B.B, C, SErviCeS eeeseeeoaoccascoars 506 2/4 channel hours
Singapore, B,B.C, Services ..oosooncecses seessese 126 3/4 L "
Georgetown, British Guiana, B.B. C. Services ..... 88 1/ " .

(projected)
‘United Kindom Colonies, (final total at 5,11.48)... 626 1/4 channel hours
1,388

The total for B. B.C. services existing and projected 13 thrs seen
to be 761 3/4% channel hours, and the total for the United Kingdom and
the United Kingdom Colonies to be 1,388, and 1,807 channel hcirs as
stated in the USSR Document No., 155

b Regarding the B, B.C., transmissions to Spain and Portu;:l referred

t ko in Documncnt No, 155, the United Kingdom delegation belleve, that 1if
the full particulars given in the Form 4, (minimum and maximum di=tanres,
angle subt:nded at the transmitter by the reception area, etc ,, are
taken into kccount, it will be found that the frequency hour . asked for
are not at variance with the Atlantic City stipulations,
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Reguegt for Comments by the Plan Committee

At the 9th Meeting of Committee 6 it was decided to request
the Heads of all Delegations to reply to the two following ques-
tionaires. Heads of Delegations are requested to submit their
replies in two separate letters to the Chairman of Committee 6.

(1) In order to ensure the fullest discussion on the draft plan
for allocation of freguencies, submitted by the Soviet Delega-
tion, Committee 6 has decided to ask for the opinion of all
Delegations attending the Conference as to the extent to- which
the practical results of the draft plan submitted by the Soviet
Delegation for the period of the June sunspot median, satisfy
the different countries in aspect of:

Directional broadcasting, or reception area

Allocated frequencies and time for broadcasting

The total number of channel/hours per band assigned to the
several countries :

Simultaneous frequency sharing.

(
(
(

o oo
~ N NN

(

(2) In order to ensure the fullest discussion on Appendix B Annexe
5 of the Mexico City Planning Committee's Report, Committee 6
decided to ask for the opinions of all the Heads of Delegations
attending the Conference on:-

(a) Bases adopted in Appendix B, Annexe 5.

(b) The total number of channel heurs assigned to each country

(¢) Concrete suggestions for the improvement of Appendix B
Annexe 5.

With regard to 1(d) any delegations requiring assistance on
this pgint should apply to the Chairman of Working Group C (Mr.
Esping). '

The replies and comments to these two proposals should be given,
if possible, not later than Monday, December 6th 1948,

Gunnar Pedersen.
Chairman.,
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Comments on the Report of the Planning Committee of the
International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference,
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Appendix A, Annex 1 of Document PC-Rhf-75-E is nothing more than
a summary of the attitude of the various countries in regard to
Appendix A of the Geneva Report, taking the political, and not the
technical, criterion of the members of Working Group 1, set up by
the Committee in Mexico.

Annex 2 of the same Appendix A 1s a summary of additional
requirements, cn which Sub-Working Group 1-A has not expressed a final
opinion,

Annex 1 of Appendix B is an analysis of the comments requested
at Geneva (See Appendix B of the Report of Geneva Session, page 105).
This would have been of great use, had each country stated its
attitude in a clear and precise manner after due consideration of the
alternatives proposed, Actually it 1s clear that no country pronounced
definitely in favor of any particular one of these alternatives.

Annex 3 of Appendix B is the U,S5.S.R. proposal for the calculation
of the weighting coefficient of the various countries on the basis of
their area, population and number of languages spoken, This proposal
is nothing more than a mockery on the part of one of the largest
countries of the globe, which seeks to take advantage of these facts
to annex the greater part of broadcasting channel-hours, presenting
its report in a scientific-mathematical form,

On the basis of Form I of Annex 3 (page 1) Chile would be
entitled in virtue of her population to about 1% of the channels, in
virtue of her area to about 3%, and in virtue of her languages to 6%.
Even this is thought too muchj; and the U.S.S.R. accordingly proposes
what it calls the "fairer" method of reducing the percentage for
languages spoken, for which Form V (Page 3 of Annex 3) is to apply.
This is unheard of, undemocratic and indicative only of the absorbing
greed of the U.S.S.R.



-2 -
(Doc. 218-E)

The factors which Russia wishes to be taken into consideration
are those which most favor herself. The following list shows the
twelve countries whose superficial area is 1 000 000 square miles
or more, with their density of population:

Country Superficial area Density of
in square miles Population,

Number of
inhabitants

per sq., mile,

Argentine 1 079 000 13
Australia 2 974 000 2.36
Brazil 3'275 OOC 1k
Canada 3 462 000 3,32

Chiﬁa (including

Manchuria) 3 381 000 135
French Colonies 3 500 000 ‘ 14,7
India 1 181 000 220 -
Mongolia 1 865 000 ‘ 0,45
Saudi Arabia 1 000 000 10
U.5,.8.R, 8 L00 000 17
Colonies of U.K, 2 750 000 23,2

3 673 000 , 36

U.S.A,

~

0f the foregoing countries only China and India have a density
of population exceeding that of Chile, which has 19, 6 inhabitants
per square mile,

Why not then take into account the den51ty of -population instead
of area and populat10n9

On the other hand, those countries represent only 14% of the
total of countries and territories concerned.
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As rsgards population, only the five following countries have
more than 100 O0CO 000 inhabitants:

China 457 000 000 inhabitants
India 260 000 000 "
Pakistan 130 000 000 "

. U.5.5.R. 140 CoO 000 "
U.S.A. 132 000 000 "

and they represent only 6,1% of the total of countries,

If we now proceed to z2nalyze the number of languages spoken,
the outlook is even less alluring. The countries where three or more
languages are spoken are the following:

Afghanistan . 3
China 3
Ecuador 3 (what are they?).
India 16
Pakistan 4
U.5.5.R. 16
Switzerland 3

" Colonies of
United Kingdom L

The foregoing represent ,7,3% of the total of countries., It is a
curious feature of these analysis that invariably three countries
appear 1in eachs China, India and the U.5.S5.R.

If the Conference accepts a system based on area, population and
number of languages spoken, a2 main factors, high values but not the
highest of all should be taken into account.

The proposal of India, Annex 5, has the same defects in so far
as 1t is based on the same factors, It i1s even worse in that it
takes into consideration the number of nationals living abroad and
proposes to inelude transmissions which are addvessed to them in the
international tranesmissions, which is abeuvd.
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India further takes into consideration a factor which is even
more absurd namely, imports and exports expressed in millions of
dollars., It is only too well known that, with the exception of the
U.S.A,, which has all the dollars, all other countries are greatly
limited in theilr ftrade by 2 lack of this particular currency and not
by any lack of openings. L3 regards Chile, her imports and exports
are limited by the lack of foreign currencys; but the rate at which
her production is increasing is calculated to alleviate this situation,

P

and imports will be doubled or trebled.

‘In other words, a country's import and export trade does not
(under present circumstances)represent the true wealth of a country,
and cannot therefore be considered as an index for its high frequency
broadcasting requirements.

At the present time Chile is going through a period when its
economy 1is expanding$ and this expansion is reflected in an
extraordinary increase in all forms of communication.

The other factor

introduced by India is the number of frequencies
recorded, Recorded wher ‘

e? At Geneva perhaps?

It is impossible toc take this factor into consideration, Many
countries have recorded many more frequencies than those which they
require: many (15) have none. But does that mean that they have no
need of high frequencies?

The theories of the U.S5.5.R. and India favor these two countries.,
They also favor China.

In this connection it is interesting to mention the following
particulars which appear in the October 1948 number of the "Importers
Guide of American Industries" :

The U.S5.A. has a receiver for every 2.5 inhabitants,

Brazil meon " i vy 0
The U.K. non " 1 "no5.5 .
Belgium noon " " noo,5 oo
Chile noon n n 10 1"

(This last figure does not appear in the table)

China on the other hand has a receiver for every 800 inhabitants,
Under these circumstances how can China's use of high frequencies
Justify the theories of the U.S.S.R. and India?
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11th Meeting

.(Afternoon Session)

1. The Chairman said that the agenda for the present meeting
was contained in Doc. 165.

2. The minutes of the 8th Meeting (Doc. 119-E) were apvroved
after the following amendments and tvpographical correc-
tions had been agreed.

A) Paragraph 12 should read "The delegate of USSR
said he was in generalagreecment with.the views
expressed by the delegate of Roumania but con-
sidered a frequency tolerance of 0.003% was more
desirable".

B) Paragraph 8 should read "Dr. Metzler, Chairman of
Working Group B, said .that the report of his Work-
ing Group was given in Doc. 66 and he drew the at-
tention of the Committee to the following amend-
ments: _

(I) In section (a) paragraph 2 the words "in
- future’should be replaced by "after 1lst
January 1953",
(II) Section (b) paragraph 2 should read "Unwant-
ed radiations must be kept at the lowest va-
lue which the state of technique permits'"j

continuing, Dr. Metzler said he would be pleased to
answer any gqueries arising out of the report.”

C) Insert "8th Meeting'" in heading of English Document.
D) In paragraph 20, amend Minclusive" to read "exclusive.

3. The Chairman asked Dr., Metzler for a report on the work of
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Working Group B.

Dr. Metzler said that Working Group B had met once since
the last committee meeting and they had agreed on the
final draft of their reports on:

(I) Receiver characteristics

(II) Possibility of reducing channel séparation to less
than 10 kc¢/s

These reports had been submitted to the Secretariat and it
was hoped to have the reports circulated during this week.

The Chairman asked Mr. Mercier for a report on the work of
Working Group C.

Mr. Mercier saild that there had been no new meetings of
Working Group C, but he informed its members that there
would be a meeting in Room 5 at 11 a.m. on the 23rd Novem~
ber.

The Chairman then re-introduced the discussion on Annex A
¢f Doc. 102 and stated that he had been handed the follow-
ing text by the Soviet delegation:

"The following is a compromise proposal of the USA and
USSR delegations on the question of the number of fre-
quencies to be allocated to a single programme:

(I) 1In accordance with the decision of the Atlan-
tic City Conference, normally only one frequen-
cy to be used for the trangmission of one pro-
gramme.,

(II) Departures from the general rule may be admit-
ted only in the case of the following excep~
tionally difficult circuits:

a) Circuits longer than 4,000 kms directed
approximately from West to East (or from
East to West) when merning twilight is
present, are entitled to two frequencies.
(one in each of two different bands) for
the same programme if the overlap does
not exceed one hour.

Observation. For circuits indicated in
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(i1)(a) and which arc longer than 6 000
kms the usc of two frequenciecs (one in
each of two different hands) may be
allowed for the period between the Autumn
and Spring Equinoxes provided the overlap
does not exceed three hours.

b) Circuits exccoding 4 000 kms when ionosphe-
ric, conditions change rapidly and the O.W.F.
chariges within one hour by morce than the
interval between two adjacent exclusive high
frequency broadcasting bands may have two
frequencies (one in each of two different
bands) for a single programme provided the
overlap does not exceed one hour.

The delegate of the USSR recalled the peints of view of the
USA and USSR delegations and proceeded to show how the pro-
posal, just read by the chairman, combined the previous pro-
posals of the Chairman and the dclegations of the USA and
USSR

Mr. Veatch said he agreed to the ccorpromise propcsal although.
the USA delegation would submit additional information to
Working Group #C to show that an overlap of more than one
hour is unnecessary. He thought that the proposal would

also make the work of Committee 5 more difficult.

The delegate of South Africa said he thought the inclusion
of the East-West (or West-East) in paragraph 2 (a) was not
justified and suggested that the only qualification should
be that the circuit crosses the day-night boundary.

The delegate of U.K.said that he had listened with interest
at the last mecting to the arguments given by the USSR de-
legate regarding particularly difficult East-West circuits,
through morning twilight conditions. In thc view, however,
of the U.K. delegation paragraph 2(a) of thc proposition

“seemed somewhat unnecessary. Leoking at the proposition,

paragraph 2(a) with its observation was a special case,
while paragraph 2(b) was a general statement and he, there-
fore, proposcd thc adoption cf paragraph 2(b) alone. He
thought that this might be acceptable to the delegate of
South Africa.

The delegate of USSR answiring the delegate of the U.K. said
he thought that paragraph 2(a) was necessary because:

(I) On some East-West (or West-East) eircuits the change
of the 0.W.F. might not be great at morning twilight
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but since the one centrol point might be in dark-
ness and the other control point might be in day-
light then the absorption on the path might be
considerable at the low frequency necessitated by
the control point situated in darkness.

(II) There wes insufficient data available to Committee
5 for that Committee to determine the rate of change
of the 0.W.F. curve for all circuits. This data was
not necessary if a difficult circuit was to be de-
cided by West-East (or Bast-West) circuits on which
morning twilight conditions existed.

Continuing, the declegate of the USSR in answer to the de-
legate of South Africa said he thcught that the South African
case was covered by the use of the word "Approximately'" in pa-
ragraph 2(a) and also by the gcneral rule of 2(b).

The delegate of Portugal said thet he supported the statement
made by the delegate of South Africa.

The dclegate of Mexico said he supported the U.K. delegate
and rcecalled the fact that at the last meeting he had given
examples of difficult circuits among them being one from
Mexico to Argentine which was not East-West or approximately
Bast-West. He thought that the words "difficult circuit"
were all that was required. » -

The Chairman suggested to the delegate of Mexico, Portugal,
South Africa and U.K. that paragraph 2(a) be made an excep=
tion teo the general rule of pragraph 2(b).

The dclegate of U.K.agreed that the suggestion of the Chair-
man corrcctly intcrpreted his suggestion, but he thought that
the three hours overlap included in the obscrvation attached
to paragraph 2(a) was a luxury and could not be justified

by the USSR argument rogarding thce high absorption on an
Fast-West circuit. He would, therefore, like to see the
obscrvation deleted. Lastly, Mr. Fryer said he would be
willing to retain paragraph 2(a2) without the observation
provided it was modified in the mannen suggested by the de-
legate of South Africa.

The Chairman said he would like to make an observation with
respect to the 3 hours overlap., In the case of a very diffi-
cult circuit, while it might not be possible to give a satis-
factory service by using the same two frequencies throughout
the 3 hours it might be possible to give a satisfactory scr-
vice by a suitable combination of any two frequencies (selected
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from the exclusive broadcasting bands) throughout the
3 hours.

The delegate of the U.K.thanked the chairman for his ob-
servation but said that it was still not clear to him how the
use of a second frequency was going to help overcome the
absorption problem, and he would still like to see the
observation in paragraph 2(a) deleted.

The delegate of the U.S.3.R. said that the Chairman had
given a very good answer to those delegates who wanted
to delete the three hours overlap but if the majority of
the delegates wished to have the three hours overlap de-
leted he was quite willing to agree.

The delegate of S. Africa said that the USA - USSR proposal

had put the general case second and the particular case first.
He suggested that paragraphs 2(a)and 2(b) could be replaced

by a paragraph which simply stated that departure from the
general rule may be allowed while there is a day/night boundary
on the transmission path, when two frequencies may. be used.

This proposal eliminated any question of path length,
time differencesor orientation of circuit. The suggestion
of limiting the simultanecus use of two frequencies to one
hour would be satisfactory in most cases but there were tinesewrn
when the path was in complete darkness, when two frequencies
were necessary in order to overcome se lective fading.

Mr. Veatch said he hoped it was understood by all dele-
gates thet when a difficult cilrcuit persisted from hour to
hour then the use of two frcquencies would be allowed until
the variation did not exceed one band per hour.

The delegate of the USSR said that the explanation given
by Mr. Veatch contradicted previous ildeas expressed by Mr.
Veatch on this point. Continuing, the delegate of the USSR
said that his delegation was perfectly willing to agree to
the interchange of naragraphs 2(a) and 2(b). They could
not, howecver, entertein the idea suggested by the delegate
of South Africa, that the distance of 4000 kms should be
deleted because the USA and USSR were of the opinion that
a one hop path should present no difficulities.

The delegate of the Vatican said that he was a 1little worried
over certain points prcbably because he had not followed all
the statements made on the subject. He would like to ask
the Chairman to clarify the following points:

a) Weas this Committee being influenced by the economy of
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frequencies rather than the quality of service
when deciding the question of allocating two
frequencies to a difficult circuit?

b) How will the process of assigning frequencies take
care of the daily and seasonal variations of the
MUF? ’ '

The Chairman stated that this Committee wes trying to
solve point (a) purely on technical grounds. Working
Group 4C was dealing with economy of frequencies and

at a later date it might be necessary to modify the
committee's sugrestion in the light of the findings

of this Working Group. With regard to point (b) it

was nhoped to preduce a plan to cover the variations
suggested. The dolegation of the USA have produced

some very useful information on the effect of both short
and long term variations of the MUF and on the percentage
time of satisfactory cperation of a circult.

The delcgate of brgentine said he thought that the most
important aspect was the economy of frequencies. He
understood that Werking Group 4C would be suggesting

as a means of cconomy of frequencies that transmission
should not take place on circuits at the time when ra-
pidly changing ionospheric conditions were present. If
this was the case, and he would like Mr. Mercier to con-
firm this, he thought that Committces Y4 and 5 might De
going over certain work twice.

Secondly, the use of the word "approximately" in para-
graph 2(a) was vague while in his opinion paragraph
2(a) appeared te be covered by paragraph 2(b).

The Cheirman propcsed that "approximately East - West"
might be taken to mean IL459 on either side of the East -
West lins.

The delezate of the U.8.3.R.said he ¢id not object to
this preposal and suggested alternatively that "appro-
ximatcly East - West! might be defined by specifying
the minimum time difference betwecn tronsmitter and re-
ceiver 6bf - & hours.

The delegate of the U.K. suggested that the best way to
overcome the use of "approximately East - West" was to
say:- "One contrel point in daylight and onc control
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point in darkness'". If we were going to define it
by & time difference then this time difference should
be two hours.

29. Mr. Mercier replying to the delegate of Argentine
said that Working Group 4C had discussed the ques-
tion of whether it was rcasonable to cut out the use
of a circult during the time it was difficult but
since at the last meeting of this Committee 4 it had
becn decided to define a difficult circuit purely on
technical groundsyhe was quite happy to ledve the question
of economy of fredquencies until later. He was in favour of
replacing "Approximately EasteWest" by "Z 450 on either
side of the East-West line",

30. The delegzate of Mcexico said he supported the U.K.
suggestion of replacing "Approximately East ~ West!" by
a reference to the position of the control points.

31. The meeting decided by a vote nct to interprct "Appro-
ximately East - West" by "+ 450 on e¢ither side of the
East - West 1line" or by "3 hours time difference between
transnitting and recciving points".

32. The delegate of the U.S.S.R.then put forward the follow-
ing proposition:- (i) in accordance with Atlantic City
Conference normally for the transmission of cne programme
only one frequency shall be used.

(ii) Departure from the general rule may be admitted

only in the case of the following exceptionally difficult

circuits:- '

(a) The use of two frequencies in two different

bands may be nermitted for pericds of not more
than 1 hour for circuits longer than 4000 kms
when there are rapidly changing ionospheric
conditions and the O0.W.F. changes within 1 hour
by morc than the interval between two exclusive
high frequency broadcasting bands.

(b) In circuits longer than 4000 kms directed appro-
ximately East - West (or West - Bast) with time
difference between transmitting and recelving
points of not less than 4% hours and when there
is morning twilight on the circuit, the use of
two frequencies for onc programme per reception
area may be used if the overlap does not exceed
1 hour.

32, This proposition was defeated by 16 votes to k.
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«

The delcgate of the U.S.S5.R.said that he considered
it necessary to note in the minutes that it was not
clear to him the fact that the USA delegate had voted
against the Joint proposal of the USSR and USA.

The delcgete of the U.t.,A.said the had voted against
the proposal bocause the text that he originally
agrced to wos subsequently amended and he could

not agree to this amended text.

. The dclegate of the U.K. reminded the Cheoirman that

he had earlier proposced the adoption of paragraph 2
{(b) of the original U.S.A. - U.S.S.R. text and asked
the chairman to take a vote on this proposal.

It was decided that the U.K. delegate should arrange
for the distribution of this proposal in the various
languages so that it could be discussed at the next
meetirg.,

The Reporter: The Chairman:

P. M. PARKER M. L. SASTRY
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No. 151-200
Ne, of No, of
Document Committee TITLE

151 United Kingdom U.ﬁi Some Numerical Calculations of Direc-
tional Properties of Certain Horizontal
Rhombic Aerials.

152 - -Participation in Committees., Addendum to
Document No. 15 F.

153 Italy ~-Italy. Procedure for Assignment of High
Frequencies.

154 1 -Com. 1 Working Group. Planning of Future
jork of Conference, (Preliminary Draft)
(Supersedes by document No., 179-E)

155 USSR ~USSR Statement with reference to the re-
quests submitted by various countries of
the world and proposals concerning the
Plan for the work of Committee 5.

156 1 -Agenda for the Meeting of the Coordinating
Committee, 19 November 1948,

157 France ~France. Elaboration of Principles to be
adopted for the purpose of regulating the
use of High Frequency Broadcasting.

158 L -Report of the Technical Committee. 9th

Meeting., 15 ®ovember 1948,
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-Minutes of thec Plenary Assembly. 8th
Session. 8 November 1948. (Afternoon).

~First Report of the Working Group 5B.
3, 4%, 5, 1o, 11, 12, 15, 16 November
1948.

-4th Report of Working Group Y4A of the
Technical Principles Committee for con-
sideration of Committee k4,

(This Document supcersedes Document No,
123-E).

-Schedule of Meetings. 22-24 November

1948, .

~-Report of the General Principles Committee.
9th Meeting. 15 November 1948,

-Report of the General Prihciples Committee
10th Meeting. 16 November 1948.

-Agenda. 1lth Meeting of the Technicai
Principles Committee, 22 November, 1948,

-Participation in Committees. Addendum
to Document No. 15 F,

-Notice: Stenographic Service.

-Participation in Committees of Delegate
of Paraguay.

-Report of the Credentials Committee., 7th
Meeting., 19 November 1948,

-Agenda, 7th Meeting of the Plan Committec
to be held at 3:30 p.m. 23 November 1948.

-Report of Working Group A of the General
Principles Committee. 29 November 1948,

-Mexico, Proposesd Additions to the Internal
Rogulations of the CINAF,

~-Second Report of Working Group 4B to the
Technical Principles Committee.
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174 L © =Third Report of Working Group 4B to the
Technical Principles Committee,

175 1 ~Planning of Future Work of Conference,
(This Document supersedes Document No,
154-E)

176 1 ~Coordinating Committee. Recommendation

to the Plenary Assembly.
(This Document supersedes Document No.
150-E)

177 - -Agenda for the Plenary Assembly. 24
November 1948, 10 a.m,

178 6 -Report of the Plan Committee. 6 Meeting.
18 November 1948,

179 - -Minutes of the Plenary Assembly., 9th
Session., 9 November 1948, (Morning).

180 S -Participation in Committees, Addendum
to Document No, 15F.

181 - -Supplement No., 1 to Doc. 143-E, Further
' Replies received from various ccountries to
the Planning Committee telegram concerning
Radlo Recelvers,

182 - -Supplement No. 1. to Doc. No. 144-E,
Further replies received from various
countries to the Planning Committee telegim
concerning Imports and Exports.

183 - ~-Suppkment No. 1 to Doc. No. 145-E, Turther
Replies received from various countries to
the Planning Committee telegram on
illiteracy, etc.

184 6 -Report No., 4 of the Working Group A of the
Planning Committee.

185 2 -Report of the Credentials Committee., 6th
Meeting., 4 November 1948,
186 USSR -Proposal Submitted by the Delegation of

the USSR concerning the procedure to be
adecpted for the consideration of the draft
plan proposed by the Delegation c¢f tThe
USSR,
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~Agenda, Implementation Committee, 7th
Meeting., 26 November 1948,

-United Kingdom. Transactional Text on the
uestion cof the simultaneous use of
Frequencies for consider~tion by Committee L.

-Brasil. Points of view on Plan of Distribu-
tion of Frequcncies,

~Corrigendum to Document No. 128-E, (Report
of Implementation Committee., 5th Meeting.
12 Nov. 1948,

-Schedule of Meetings. 25-26 November 1948,

-Report of the Technical Principles Committee.
10th Meeting. 18 November 1948 (Afternoon).

~Agonda.  12th Meeting, Technical Principles
Committece. 25 November 1948,

~Report of the Reguirements Committee,
4th Meeting., 16/17 November 1948,

-India. Proposal regarding the action to
be taken by Committec 6.

-Report of the General Principles Committee,
11th Meeting. 17 November 1948,

~Report of the General Principles Committee,
12th Meeting. 19 November 1948, :

~General Principles Committee., Text of
Questions I, II, III, and IV,

~List of Documents published by the CIRAF,
Doc, 101-150,

~Participation in Committees., Addendum to
ocument No, 15F,
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REPORT OF WORKING CGRQUP "BY OF COI'MITTEL 3

The Working Group was formed in accordance with a decision
taken by Committee 2 at the 15th Plenary Session, held on
November 25, with the following directives:

"To classify and, if necessary, to combine and re-write
the additional cquestions proposed by the delegations,

so to submit to the full Committee those which it should
add to its questionnaire",

. The Committee decided that the Group should be composed of
the following countriess

Argentina, Canada, France Overseas, Indla, Roumania,
Switzerland and Mexico, thc Mexican Delegate acting as Chairman,

The Working Group assembled on November 27, 29, 30 and
December 1.

The Working Group organized its work by sub-dividing itself
inte two Sub-Working Groups, compcsed of the delcgates speaking
English and French, respectively., To each one of these Sub=
Groups a speeilfic part of the task was assigned, after a general
discussion at a meeting of the full Working Group.

The countries submitted 60 additional questions to be
considered by the Group. These questions appear in their
original form in Annex "A" of this Report.

The first stage of the work consisted in separating those
questions which, in the opinion of the Working Group, did not
come within the scope of work of Committee 3, It thercefore
recommends that the Committee refer them to the appropriate
Committeces, as specified subscquently,

The second stage of the work consisted ine
a) Combining those guestions which were markedly alike.
b) Grouping questions standing by themselves and bearing no

direct relation either to the 5 guestions already approved
or to any of the additional questions submitted.
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¢) Grouping questions which the Working Group considered ought
to be referred to other cowmittecs.

d) Grouping questions which, in the opinion of the Working
Group, are not concerncd with the general principles which
Committee 3 1s to cstablish.

e) Grouping questions which, in thc opinion of the Working .
Group, modify and/or amend gqucstions already approved by
the Committee,
An examination of Annex "B" will show that the Working Group
has presented the results of its work according to the above method
of work.
The members of the Committee may be intercsted in some statistics.
60 additional qucstions were submitted to the Working Group.

31 of these questions were combined by the Group into 8 composite
questions,

11 were considered to contain new ideas relating to general
principles.

The balance of the questions, in the vicw of the Group, fell into
Groups c¢), d) and e) above and their disposition is rccommended in
accordance with the description of these¢ Groups.

It should be noted that all the questions were considered on an

equal footing, and they were cxamined in alphabetical order as they
appeared in French, :

El Presidente

L. BARAJAS
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ANNEX A

INDEX OF COUNTRIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
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SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTIONS TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE (Decument No, 49)
' PROPOSED BY VARIOUS DELEGATIONS

e omt e on oo

1. ALBANTIA

1., What factors should the International High Frequency
Broadcasting Conference consider as principal factors in order
to arrive at a just and equitable assignment of high frequencies
and thus draft a satisfactory plan which will come within the pos-
sibilities of the available freguency spectrum,

2. Should the area, the orographical nature of the country,
the number of inhabitants and the number of official languages be
considered as principal factors in the assignment of frequencies
among the different countries?

2. ARGENTINA

I -1, Should it be admitted that, in organizing its international
high frequency broadcasting service, a country may absolute-
ly dispense with the consent of the country or countries to

"which it intends to direct its transmissions?

2, If it is admitted that the consent of the country to which
a broadcast 1s directed is indispensable, should this
principle serve as a basis for an equivalant or proportion-
ate number of channel-hours which both countries may devote
to reciprocal high frequency broadcasting?

IT - 1., Would it be advisable to authorize a country, having a
frequency which 1s not shared with another high frequency
broadcasting service, to change to any considerable extent
the original direction of the transmission, in order to
carry ‘out a special broadcast in another direction, if, in
doing so, it does not cause any harmful interference?

2, If so, to what extent can frequencies be saved by this
means, since the assignment of a special frequency for a
service which is effected only under unusual clrcumstances
would then be unnecessary.

I1T - In preparing the plan for the assignment of frequencies,
would it be possible and advisable to take into account
the probable future development of new countries, in so
far as the increase of their high frequency broaécasting
requirements is proportional to such development?
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3. BRAZIL

1, Taking into consideration the rights common to all
countries, nnd considering the total number of channel-hours to
be distributecd, would it be advisable to establish maxirum and
minimum limits for assignment of these channel-hours in order to
aveoid great inesquality vetween the contemplated limits?

: 2. What requircments should be taken into account, in the
first place, in the future plan for the assignment of frequencies -
national or intern-~tional?®?

3. After establishment of the criteria of priorities in the
general plan fer the assignment of frequencies, should or should
not the plans, which do not conform to these criteria, be taken
into consideration?

L4, Once the various categeries of priorities are adopted,
would it be advisable to divide up the total available channel-
hours between these categories and then distribute them among the
countries,

the duration of programme

5., Would it be advisable to set a limit to / for the use or
each frequency assigned to a specified cecuntry in order to
satisfy a greater number of requirements than might otherwise be
possible? '

L, CANADA

Would it be desirable, in the assignment of high frquencies
for broadcasting, to take into account evidence existing at present
of the interest of listeners in programmes which are now belng
transmitted? ‘

5. CHILE

In order to determine the importance of broadcasting in a
.country, would it be useful to consider the following:

a) The number of receivers,
b) The consumption of electrical energy.

If so, in what form and to what extent?
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6., VATICAN CITY

* N

Would it be advisable to reserve a series of frequencies
(at least one in each of tho following bands: 9, 11, 15, 17, 21
Me/s) for international use to ensure the transmission o extra=-
ordinary events which would not come within the time schedules
provided, especially if they are events of internationals interest, o
when transmission or retransmission is requested by several countries?

If so, what procedure could be provided for the rescrvation
and use of such frequencies?

7. COLOMBIA

Would it be useful tec take into account the right of cvery
country to receive or refuse any broadcast transmission, as may
suit its own interests?

8., HUNGARY

Would it be nccessary and desirable to establish the follow-
ing permanent factors, viz., number of inhabitants, area of
territory and number of official languages, when drafting the high
frequency asslgnment plan?

9. INDIA

(1) a. Would it be advisable to determine the respective shares
of various countries 1in the available high frequency
spectrum space on the basis of an equitable and uniformly
applicable method?

£
be If so, should factors be established that could indicate
the share of spectrum space that any country would be
entitled to for broadcasting?

In that case, what are the factors to be considered?

¢c. What should bé the relative weightages that should be
given to the various factors?
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10, MEXICO

Should the Plan for the assignment of high frequencizs for
broadcnsting be drawn up on the basis  the rights of any and
every country, independently of the immediate use of such assignments?

Would it be advisable and practicable to reduce the excess of
requirements by the application of sultable percentages to the
number of channcls and/or hours of tramsmission requesta’?

visable
If so, would it be ad-/ to apply suitable percentages

for each band? )

1) To what degree and according to what criterion would it
be advisable to take into account the lossces suffered
by countries which took part in the last war on the side
of the United Nations in the allccation of channzl-hours?

2) Wwhat gerieral bases and priorities should be adopted for
the assignment of frequencies among the different countries?

3) ©Should consideration be given to certain countries' nceds
for supplementary channel-hours to be used in special
transmissions to be used in the search for families
dispersed throughout fthe world as a result of the lasz
war? .

The Polish Delegation considers that this questicn shouid be
seriously considered independently of the activities of the
International Red Cross and other International Organizations which
take care of displaced persons,

. 12. PCRTUGAL

1. ©Should the factorse= population, area of a country and
number of languages be ccnsidered as basic factors, i.e. as
priorities, for the assignment of frequencies,

(a) Are there any other factors which should be consi ered?

(b) 1If so, what should be their relative importance?

2. Would it be desirable to recormend tc Committee 6 to
elaborate its draft plan, basing it solely on the technical

principles which have already been approved by the Conference in
order to see which general principles may intervene?
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3. Can a country be refused the assignment of the
frequencies necessary to enable it to exercise the right of
reciprocity in relation to the transm1551ong which are directed
to 1t by other countrle :

4, Is it possible for a country to dispense with reception
of a transmission to it from another. (foreign) country? :

5. Is it desirable, by means of multllateral or bilateral
%reeménts of the type of the ailr agreements of the 1.C,A.O.
(*nternational Civil Aviation Orgaﬁlaatlon), to establish a
system under which transmissions of an international character
would be the subject of recipxoc1ty agreements between the
countries concerned, or would be replaced by relays or changes
of recorded programs for transmission by the internal networks
of the countries concernad?

6. What steps should be taken to prevent levelling or
reduction of the rcqulremonts of all countries in the sams
proportion, while there exists a possibility that some countries
have submitted requirements which are not always in conformity
with the principle of economy of frequencies?

7. 1t is desirable to formulate a recommendation of a
maximum power 1limit to prevent rivalries in the competition fer
powers?

8, Should the requirements already submitted be analysed
in connection with the services actually existinz?

9. Should a time-limit (1950‘> 19512) be fixed for tae
coming into force of new stations?

10, In the case of news service in interrnational broadcasting
it appears to us that substantial reductions might be mads, and -
at the same time greater efficiency be attained in the free circula-
tion of news, if it were possible for the stations of the United
Nations Organization to undertake a world news gerv1ce. Is it
desirable to adopt such a criteria?
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13, YUGOSLAVIA

1) Would it be advisable to establish permanent. and
definite factors l.e., objectives which serve as the basis far
the equitable assignment of high frequencies?

If so,

2) Can the area of the country, the number of inhabitants
and the number of nations speaking the various languages be
considered as the factors which fairly reflect the high frojuency
rerquirements of each country? , : '

If so,
3) What are the incidental and temporary factors to be
taken into account when preparing a high frequency assignment

plan (war devastation, number of emigrants, the possession of
colonies, etec.)? :

1%, UNITED KINGDOM

Questions, which were originally circulated in Document No, 875
in the questionnaire to be submitted to the Committee:

1. "In the allocation of high frequencies for broadcasting,
should first considercation be given to those services which cannot,
for technical or cconomic reasons, be transmitted by any other .
means? an amplification of this.question is given in document 88,
paragraph 5, The question was proposed by the United Kingdom
Delegation as an alternative to Question 3 in Document No, 49, but
was withdrawn cn the understanding that it would be considered
inmediately after the last question in that Document, as has
already been indicated in Document 87 and in the course of the
discussions of the Committee the United Kingdom Delegation considers
that this question should be placed first on the final list of
questions. A -
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2, "How can the differing relative importance attached by

different countries to the various categories of broadcasting
services be reconciled?

3. "Taking into account the principles arrived at after
consideration of the various questions committed to the Committee,
how can such principlesbe apprlied in the ultimate allocation of
channel-~hours ?"

The United Kingdom Delegation suggests that this question

should be placed at the end of the list of questions submitted
to the Commilttee,

15. SWITZERLAND

1l, Do you think the sovercignty of peoples should be wholly
respected with reference to the organization of their telecom-
munications by high frequency radiobroadecasting?

If not:

Do you believe 1t possibie and desirable to impose on them a
Plan to which they have not freely consented and, if so, how?

2, Which onc of the following methods seems most suitable
in order to arrive at a voluntary reduction of requirements:

a) Revision of 'the requirements by each country itself in
the light of the general principles established by
Committee 3, while agreeing to the sacrifices made
necessary for every one,

b) Classification of requirements by each country itself
according to the list established by Committee 3,
while indicating which of the programs proposed in
each category should be considered as being of first,
second or third importance. In this way there would
be created for each country and in each category , in
addition to the first category (considered as indis-
rensable) the rights of the second, third, etc.
category, which would only be taken into account in
proportion to the channel-hours available,

¢) Establishment by Committee 5, in the light of the
general and technical principles approved by Committee
3 and %, of a list of reduced requirements, This
list tc be discussed confidentially with each country,
with the object of obtaining its voluntary consent,
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d) Settlement by arbitration of the remaining differences
by a ccommittee especially established for this purpose
from members of the Conference.

Would it be desirable to apply these four procedures
successively?

3. Is there any "abuse of right",

a) When requirements exceed the technical or Iinancial
possibilitics of a country?

b) When frequencies are designated for purposes which
could be as well, if not better, met by otngr means
of telecommunication?

How can such abuses of right be avoided?

4, 1In order to arrive at a more just estimate for cach
country of the relative importance of 1its own requirements, would
it not be better to put at thc head of the questionnaire the follow-
ing alternotive question:

"Is the most outstanding feature of high fregquency broad-
casting that of covering unlimited space, or is it on the
contrary that of crossing political frontiers, and so
facilitating good will and collaboration among peoples?"

5. 1t is fair for a country to demand freguencies in several
categories of transmissions as defined by the Committee on General
Principles? If so, would 1t not be desirable that each aountry
should concentrate its reguirements in the cwtdvory which for it
is the most important, while nwreejng to a minimum in the other

categeries?

6., Does it seem to you well-advised, in view of the limited
number of channel-hours, that high frequencies assigned by the
Planning Committee should be blocked by countries which cannot
use them?

If not, what time-limit wculd seem to you fair, after which
such frequencies should become wvallaole for more advantageous
assignment?

What should be the authority for redistribution of these
channel-hours, and according to what principles should the
redistribution take place?

If the country, which was the original user of the frequency,

later on has the desire and- the means to use a frequency 1ost

in this way, should this frequency by returned to it automatical~,
ly or should it have to awalt the next conference for the purpose?
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16, SYRIA
Would it be admissible to allocate frequencies for Interna-
tional Broadcasting to Colonies, overseas territories and

dependencles 1f same is covered by broadcasts from their respective
nother ccuntries?

17. CZECHOSLOVAKIA

1. Weculd it be advisable to define, for establishing the
bases of 2 channel-hour assignment plan, the criteria determined
by the charzcteristics peculiar to a country and to its population?
2, If so, should the following be considered as criteria:
a) Number of inhabitants,

b) Number of official languages,

¢) Area of the country?

18, USSR, UKRAINE SSR, BIELORUSSIA SSR

1. Which basic and permanent factors should be set out as
fundamental for the calculation of channel-hours in preparing a
plan fcr the assignment of high frequencies for broadcasting.

2. Should it bc considered that the most objective and per-
manent factors for determining the weightages of a given ccuatry
amongst othor countries are the fcllowing:

a) Area of country
b) Number of inhabitants

¢) Number of official state languages

19. URCUGUAY

1. should the necds of countries which have not submitted their
requirements be taken into consideration? T

2. What methods should be used or what measures should be
taken to determine the broadcasting situationfor the purposes of
sub-paras. a), b), and c¢) of the first question of the questionnaire?
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3¢ Should the damages mentioned in paragraph c¢) of the
first question be considered without any distinction whatscever
or should only the damage caused directly to broadcasting of the
country under consideration he taken into account?

4, In drafting the Frequency Assignment Plan, would it be
possible and advisable to refrain from the establishment of
priorities and proceed to allocate frequencies according to the
order of importance which each country gives to its needs, as
deduced from the requirements presented?

5. To what extent should consideration be given to the
situation of countries which have spontaneously reduced their
Atlantic City requirements before presenting them to the Mexico
Conlerence?

20. SCAP

I. If the answer to Question I c¢) Document 198 is in the
affirmative,

a) Would it be advisable to specify the total number of
channel hours tTo be set aslde for exclusive assignment
to "certain countries which suffered damage during the
lst war"?

b) If the‘answer to Question a) above is in the affirmative:

1) Would it be advisable to specify the countries which
are to be included as "certain countries which suf-
fercd damage during the last war"?

2) Would it be advisable to have the countries thus
designated allocate among themselves the channel-
hours gspecified for this purpose?

3) Would it be advisable to sct a time limit for the
use of such channel-hours in the manner and for the
purpose specified in the final assignment plan?

IT, Would it be advisable to consider the number of transmitters
in operation and the volume of broadcasting being carried out at
an agreed past date, in the case of all countries?

ITI., If it is decided that population, area and number of of-
ficial languages are to be among the factors to be employed in
making the final assignments would it be advisable toc:
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a) Consider only those portions of the area of a country
where the vopulation density exceeds a certain
percentage of the average propulation density of the
respective country? .

b) Considcr only official languages of which the number
of inharitants of a country who speak that language
only is equal to or greater than a certain percentage
of the total number of inhabitants per language of
the respective country?

IV, In establishing tho final assignment plan should the
following factors, among others, be taken into account:

a) The number of ships and boats registered by the
various countrics. '

.b) The Jdegrec of difficulty of obtaining adequeate
nedium frequency coverage due to featurcs of
terrain.

¢) The degreec of difficulty of installing and maintaining
relay facilities due to features of terrain, separation
of main arcas of thc country by hbodies of water, and
the frequericy and extent of damage to relay facilitics
by natural disasters such as earthquakés, typhoons
and floods,

21, UNITED NATIONS

1. Would it be advisable to study the possibility of dividing
up the countries of the world into Zones or groups in order to
distribute among thesc zones or groups., blocks or bands of
frequencies in all the high frequency broadcasting bands with the
purpose of leaving to the zones or groups the task of sub-dividing-
these blocks or bands between the countries contained in the zones
or grougs.

. 2., Vould it be advisable, in order *tc get a clear picture of
the situation and to be able to examine and judge the presented
requirements, to cstablish graphs or statisties in which are

indicated: :
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a) the situation at the time of the outbreak of World
War II
b) the actual situation

¢) the requirements as presented by the countries in
Form 4

d) the figures of assigned channel-hours resulting from
the diffecrent plans or formulae

Would it be advisable to make a list of the different
criteria already used in the plan of the USSR, the
formula of India and other formulae, and of those
criteria which are rcecommended to take into account
additionally, Criteria already used:

area, population, import, export, status quo
Criteria to be recommended, such as:

density of population, level of culture, economic
situation, etc,
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ANNEX

ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS

and

NOTES AND REMARKS REGARDING SAME

Group a)

A

QUESTIONS WHICH ARE MARKWDLY ALIKE

- The Group found that the
Albania
India

Poland

K

ugoslavia

were for zll practical nurposes

Question No,

following questions submitted by:

No.
No.
No.
No.

Ko,

1
1 (a) (b)
2
1
1

similar. The Group therefore
recommends the following text which in its view contains all
the points made by the above group of gquestions;

a) Would it be advisable to determine the assignments
or shares of frequencies of variocus countries in
the available frequency spectrum space on the basis
of an equitable and uniformly apvlicable method?

b) If so, what principle factors should be established
a baslis for the calculation of
frequency hours in formulating a plan for the dis-
tribution of high frequencies for broadcasting.

which could cerve asg

The Group found that the followlng guestions submitted by:

Albania
Czechoslovakis
Hungary

India

Portugal
U.S5.5.R,

No. 2

Nos. 1 and 2
No, 1

No. 1 (c)
No., 1

No, 2
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Yugoélavia No. 2
United Nations No. 3
S.C.A.P, No, III (a) (b)
No. IV (a) (b) (c)

were for all practical purposes similar either in the whole or
in part. The Group, after examining all the texts submitted,
found that the Portuguese text seemed best to include all poilnts
made in the other questions on the above list. The Group there-
fore suggests the following text as a composite question which
is the Portuguese text with three drafting changes:

Question No.

a) Should the factors, population, area and number of
languages be the basic factors for frequency
assignments?

b) Are there other factors which should be considered?

¢) If the answer is in -the affirmative to either (a)
or (b) or both, what relative weightages should be
given to these factors?

The Group found that the following questions submitted by:

Portugal Question 10
Vatican City Question 1
Poland Question 3

were for all practical purposes similar. The Group thercfore
recommends the following text which in its view contalins all the
points made by the above group of questionss

Question No.
Would it be advisablc and/or precticable to reserve
frequency hours for any, or all, of the following
special international transmissionss:
(1) Events of special world importance or interest.

(2) United Netions! world news services,

(3) For the purposc of locating displaccd persons,
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The Group found that the following qguecstions submitted by:

Argentina fuestion I (1) (2)
Colombia Qucstion 1
Portugal Question 3, Y4 and 5

(first part)

were for all practical purposcs similar. The Group thereforc
recommends the following text which in its view contains all
the points made by the above group of questions:

Question No,

(a) Should it be recognized that any country has the
right to rcfuse broalcasts directed to it by another
country and/or

(b) Should it be recognized that any country may
exercise the right of reciprocity with another
country with regard to any broadcasts directed
towards it by that country?

(¢) If the answer to (b) is in the affirmative should
the practical means for assuring this right be the

Eal

assignment of frequencies for this purpose?
The Group found that the following questions submitted by:
Switzerland Question W

Brazil Question 2
were for all practical purposes similar. The Group therefore
recommends the following text which, in its view, contains all
the points made by the above group of questionss

Question No,

Is 1% the principal function of high freguency broad-
casting to serve national requirements covering large areas
within national borders, or to cross political frontiers to
develop a spirit of good understanding and cooperation among
peoples?
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The Group found that the following questions submitted by:
Portugal Question 6
Uruguay Question 5
were for all practical purposes similar. The Group therefore
recommends the following text which, in its view, contains-all
the points made by the above group of questions: :

Question No,

When reducing requirements would it be advisable to
take into account the fact that some countries

(a) reduced their requirements before they were
submitteds;

(b) submitted requirements without taking into
consideration the principle of economy of
frequencies, )

The Group found that the following questions submitted by:
Portugai Question 2
Brazil Question 3
were for all practical purposes similar, The Group therefore
recommends the following text which, in its vicw, contains all

the points made by the above group of questions:

Question No,.

(a) Should the Assignment Plan for High Frequencies be
based only on already established criteria?

(b) Would it be advisable to try to draft a preliminary
plan based solely on technical principles?

The Group found that the following questions submitted by:
Mexico Question 1
Switzerland Question 3 (a)
were for all practical purposes similar. The Group therefore

recommends the following text which, in its view, contains all
the points made by the above group of questiongs
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Question No.

(a) Should assignments be madc to all countries
irrespective of their ability to use them
immediately on account of the non-availability
of equipment, lack of other resourccs or for any
other special reason?

(b) If the answer to (&) is in the affirmative, should
the non-usable assignments be transferred for the
time being to other countrics by means of bilateral
agreements incorporated in the Plan itself?

Comments on Portugal OQuestion No, 5

The first part of this questicon has becn combined with
Argentine Question No, I, Colombia Question No, 1, and Portugal
Questions Nos, 3 and 4 '

The last two and a half linzs of Portugal Question No., 5
beginning "Or should be replaced" seem to the Working Group to be
contained in approved Question Wo. III and could therefore be
deleted.
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Group b) A -
QUESTIONS STANDING BY THEMSELVES

AND BEARING NO DIRZCT RELATION EITHER TO THE 5 QUESTIONS
APPROVED OR TO ANY OF THE ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS SUBMITTED.

S5.C.A.P. Question No., 1 a),b) 1)=2)
Brazil Questions Nos. 1, 4 and 5
Canada _ Question No. 1

Chile Questions No. 1 (a) (b)
Portugal Question No, 7 |
Switzerland Question No., 1

Syria : Question No, 1

U. N. ~ Question No, 1

Mexico ’ Question No. 2

Uruguay Question No. 1

The Group considered that all of the above questions stand by
themselves without any direct relationship either with the questions
already approved or with the additional questions under consideration.
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Group c) ' S

QUESTIONS WHICH QUGHT TQ BE REFERRED TO OTHER COMMITTEES

Comments on Argentine Question No IT

In the view of the Group this question involves technical
considerations and should be referred to Committee L4,

Comments on Swiss Question No 6

In the view of the Group this gquestion concerns the
implementation of the plan and should be referred to Committee 7,

Comments on Portugal Question No, 9

In view of the Group this qupsflon concerns the implementation
of the plan and should be referred to Committee s

Comments on S.C.A,P, Quegtion No., I (b) (3)

In the view of the Group this question concerns the
implementation of the plan and should be referred to Committee 7,

Comments on United Nation'!s OQuestion No, 2

It seems to the Working Group that this question is one of
procedure which might be referred to Committee 5, rather than one
of general principles.
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Group 4d)
QUESTIONS WHICH ARE NOT CONCIRNED WITH THE GENERAL PAINCIPLES
WH CH COMMITTEE 3 IS TO mSTABLISH

Comments on Swiss OQuestion I

In the view of the Group, this gquestion does not concern the
general principles which Committee 3 is asked to consider, It raises
points which either concern procedure, or concern other Committees,
or concern the Conference as a whole after Committee 3 has submitted
its report.

Comments on Swiss Question No. 5

In the view of the Group this question does not concern the
general principles which Committee 3 i3 asked to consider,

Comments on United Kingdom's Question No. 3

As far as this question is concerned, the Working Group
believes that it also concerns the Conference as a whole after
Committee 3 has submitted its report, '

Comments on Uruvuguay Question No, 2

In the view of the Working Group this question 1s a matter of
procedure and does not concern Committee 3,
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Group e)

QUESTIONS WHICH MODIFY AND/OR AMNAD QUESTIONS ALREADY APPROVED

BY THE COMMITTER

Argentine Question No, IIT

It seemed to the Group that the purport of the above questions
is to modify and/or amend approved question No. 1 (d). The Group
considers that a decision on such a matter rests with the Plenary
Committee,

Poland Question No, 1
Uruguay Question No. 3
S.C.A.P, Question No., II

It seemed to this Group that the purport of the above listed
questions 1s to modify and/or amend approved question No., I (c).
The Group considers that a decision on such a matter rests with the
Plenary Committee.

Portugal No., 8

It seemed to this Group that the purport of the above question
is to modify and/or amend approved question No., I (a)., The Sroup
considers that a decision on such a matter rests with the Plenary
Committee, ‘

United Kingdom Question No. 1

It seemed to the Group that the purport of the above question
is to modify and/or amend approved guestion No. V (2), The Group
considers that a decision on such a matter rests with the Plenary
Committee, :

F

United Kingdom Question No., 2

It seemed to the Group that the purport of the above gquestion
is to modify and/or amend approved question No. V (%), The Group
considers that a decision on such a matter rests with the Plenary
Committee,
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Uruguay Qucstion No. 4

It scemed to the Group that the purport of the above question
is to modify and/or amend approved question No. IV. The Group
considers that a doc131on on such a matter rests with the Plenary
Committee,

-Yugoslavia Question No., 3

It secemed to the Group that the purport of the above gquestion
is to modify and/or amend approved qucstion No. I. (6), The Group
considers that a decision on such a matter rests with the Plenary
Committec.
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HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING Document No.222-E
“CONFERENCE

30 November 1948
Mexico City, 1948

CHANGES IN TIME-TABLE

The meeting of Committee 1, which was announced for

Wednesday December 1, is postposed to Thursday December 2,

Committee 4, which was to meet on Thursday December 2,
will meet instead on Wednssday Dscember 1 at 10 a.m. in the

Plenary Assembly Hall,



INTERNATIONAL Document No, 223~E
HIGH PREQUENCY BROADCASTING
CONFERENCE 30 November 1948

loxico City, 1948

Corrections

to Documecnts Nos, 151-FE and 207-E

-

(These corrections concern only the French text).


































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































