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VENEZUELA (United States of)
REPLIES TO DOCUMENT NO. 26*5-E

Question 1

a) Yes, in a general way.
b) Yes, but of an exceptional nature.
o) Yes, in reference to proven material damages.
d) Yes, categorically,

Question 2

a) Yes.
b) The extent will be determined logically in the light 

of the data which the competent technical committees 
furnish in the future.

c) The number of channel^-hours or percentage which is 
to be put aside for this purpose shall, in any case, 
be the technically justifiable requirements of each 
country within the usable band.

Question 3
Yes, categorically.

Question k

a) Yes •

b) No, The Requirements which have errors must in any 
case be corrected, by no means eliminated.

Question 5 /
In order to answer the different points contained in 
this question, it is necessary to wait for the con-* 
elusions of Working Group JA.
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Question 6

a) Yes, categorically.
b) There are an infinite number of factors which can be 

adduced to serve as a basis for the calculation of 
channel-hours at the time of formulating a plan for 
the distribution of high frequencies for broadcasting? 
but they are all of a general character and when applied 
to one country in particular may imply a positive or 
negative value.

Question 7

a) No, categorically.
b) Same as 6-b.
c) No.

Question g
a) No, categorically. There is absolutely no need for reserving 

channel-hours because, if it is a question of events of 
special importance or of world Interest, they can be 
transmitted by means of frequencies assigned to the countries 
Interested in them.

b) Yes.
c) No, categorically.

Question 9
a) Yes, categorically. It is a question of national sovereignty.
b) Yes, categorically.
c) Yes.

Question 16

a) Both; but both admit of definite preference for national needs
Question 11

a) No, categorically. - • -

b) Yes; in any case the 
technical standards

requirements should be subject to 
or procedures.



Question 12

a) Yes, provided this Conference succeeds in establishing such 
principles or criteria,

b) No, categorically; the general principles are necessary.
Question 15

a) Yes, absolutely.
b) It is a matter of the sovereignty of the countries, x̂ hich will 

be able to judge as to th& advisability of making such bilateral 
agreements.
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Question lU-
a) No, categorically.

Question
Yes.

Question 16

Yes.
Question .ii

Yes.
Question 16

i;o.
Question 22.

(l) a) Not exactly the number of receivers; but the relation or 
percentage of the countryTs population to the number of 
receivers in use should be considered,
b) Not necessarily the isolated consumption in itself; but 
certainly the relation or percentage of the country*s popula­
tion to the volume of electrical energy consumption should be 
considered,

(ii) The form and extent are implicit in the welghtage indicated in 
i-a and i~b.



Question 2C 
No.

Question 21

a) Wholly respected, a.s established in the Preamble of the 
Atlantic City Convention, 19^7•

b) No.
Question 22

No, roundly.
Question 23

Yes, provided this Conference arrives at a genern.1 agreement. 
Question 2U-

a) Yes, provided that this Conference does not succeed in 
establishing general principles.

b) Yes,
Question 25

Yes, categorically. It is a question which clearly suggests the 
intent of establishing a general Plan.

Question 26.
Yes.

Question 27
No,

Question 28 
No.

(Doc. No, 5C3-E)
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GENERAL PRINCIPLES COMMITTEE 
Request For Corrections To Document No. M+7

Working Group C of Committee 3 has decided to issue the 
following notices

Those Delegations who have not yet forwarded any 
written request for corrections to be made in 
Document No, A  7 are now requested to do so by

otherwisethe Working Group will assume that such 
Delegations accept the classification of their 
replies as contained in Document No. A-7* viz., . 
"affirmative", "negative",’ "others” or "abstentions”, 
as the case may be and, moreover, that such 
Delegations do not wish their affirmative and 
negative replies to be changed from categorical 
to conditional.

Corrections should be placed in Box No. 9 8.

19 January, 3 p.m.
at the latests

AHMED BO.KHARI,
Chairman Working Group C of 

Committee 3
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ANNOUNCEMENT

A combined meeting of Committees 5 and 6 will be held on
\

Thursday afternoon, 3^30, in the Plenary to consider the future 
work of Committee 5 in relation to the work of Committee 6 .

The meeting of Committee 3 will be held in room 1 on the 
same afternoon.
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Resolution proposed by Committee 5 for 
.joint consideration by Committees 3 and 6

Committee 5 is of the opinion that the proposal formulated by 
the Chairman not to continue the work of Committee 5 in its present 
form but to wait until sufficient formulation of the plan for the 
June median season has been established to enable further useful 
work to be done by Working Group 5B should be accepted. This Working
Group, working in close collaboration with Committee 6 , will calculate
frequencies for the other periods on the basis of the frequencies 
which will figure in the said plan, so saving two-thirds of the calcul 
aticns and allowing of the disposal of manpower to collaborate with 
the Plan Committee. Tnis proposal Is subject to future discussion 
with Committee 6 at a joint meeting.
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REPORT OF THE TECHNICAL COMMITTEE 
33rd Meeting 

10th January 19^9

1. The Chairman briefly summarised the position reached at the last 
meeting in regard to the maximum value of power to be recommended.
2. The delegate of Mexico said that the delegations of the Latin 
American countries, taking into account the amount of time that had 
been taken up in discussing -this question, would like to suggest a 
compromise proposal which combined the original U.S.S.R.y Netherlands 
and the Mexican proposals. Mr. Buchanan said 'that the joint U eS„S.R0- 
Latin American proposal would then read as followss-

"The maximum power for transmissions for long and short distance 
circuits shall be limited by the power necessary to establish a 
median field intensity value in a reception area which should 
not be more than 6 db higher than the minimum field intensity 
value which is to be protected.
To establish a limit of maximum power of transmission on the 
carrier frequency which should be 120 kW; however in exceptional 
cases of especially difficult circuits a deviation of this value 
shall be permitted which shall not exceed 2^0 kW"
The Latin American countries had suggested this compromise 

proposal because they felt that there were sufficient reasons for 
accepting both the original U.S.S.R.-Netherlands and the Mexican 
proposals.
3. The Chairman asked the delegate of Mexico whether in cases of 
high industrial interference a higher tolerance than 6 db would be 
allowed- or in such cases the 120 and 2b0 kW rule would apply.
A  The delegate of Mexico said this point was not connected with the
Latin American proposal. The minimum median field was that which 
would bo above the atmospheric noise and would give sufficient pro­
tection, in the majority of cases, against industrial noise.
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5 . The delegate of the U.S.A. said that the combined proposal would 
probably -work very well for circuits on which a power of loss than 
120 kW was required but for circuits requiring more than 120 kW the 
tolerance of 3 db on pox'/or would be even more unacceptable than the
6 db tolerance given in the first part of the new proposal.
6. The delegates of the U.S.S.R. and the Netherlands accepted the 
joint proposal. • '
7. The delegate of the U.K. said he still felt compelled, for the 
reasons stated at the last meeting, to oppose the Latin. American part 
of the now proposal. If the U.S.S.R. part of the proposuiwcre put to 
tho vote separately ho would not now object to it.
8. The delegate of Pakistan said ho proposed that the two parts of 
tho new proposal should bo put to vote separately,
9. Tho delegates of Mexico and the U.S.S.R. made it clear that they 
coult not accept any Reparation of tho joint'proposal.
10. It was decided by 2k votes for, to 17 votes against, with no 
abstentions to accept the joint U.S.S.R.-Latin American proposal.
11. The Chairman said that part B of Document No, 336 was now open 
for discussion.
12. The delegate of the U.S.S.R, said he considered that the figures 
given in paragraphs k and £ e.nd Annex A of Document No. 300 were 
closely linked with part B of Document No. 338. Since there had been 
considerable controversy over Annex A, which had resulted in its 
return to Working Group kA for redrafting, he thought that before 
part B of Document 338 -was discussed the final text of Annex A should 
be discussed and now decisions, if necessary, be taken 011 paragraphs 
k and 5 of Document No. 300.
13. The delegate of Ronmania supported the point of view expressed 
by the delegate of tho’U.S.S.R.
Ik. The delegate of the U.S.A. said that while his delegation had 
no objection to the final figure of kO db and 3k db recommended in 
Document 300 they would submit a reservation in regard to the manner 
in which the individual protection ratio figure had been derived.
15. The Chairman said that unless they knew the report of Working 
Group kA on this question they could hardly decide whether the pro­
posal of the U.S.S.R. could bo accepted.
18. Mr. Richardson said that Working Group kA had, as directed, 
produced a*now draft for Annex A, using the curves produced by the 
delegate of the U.S.A., as a basis for the text. The translation of 
this text into the Russian and Spanish languages had been approved 
and the translation into the French language was being approved.
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Several delegates had expressed the opinion, in Working Group kA, 
that they were not satisfied with the explanation of the graph and 
the figures given on tho graph.

^The second directive given to Working Group kA had been to 
consider how the 8 and 9 db, given respectively in paragraphs 2 (b) 
and 2 (c) of Document 335? could bo co-ordinated to give an overall 
correction factor of 12 db. On this question it had been decided 
that it was not possible to evolve a mathematical formula for the 
combination of these two figures (8 and 9) since time did not permit.
Work on this subject was being carried out by the CRPL and it was 
thought that tho results of the CRPL investigations should bo awaited.

In conclusion, Mr. Richardson said that the Working Group had 
confirmed the figure of kO db.
17. Tho delegate of the U.S.S.R. renewed his argument that since it had 
been necessary to get Annex A of Document 300 redrafted, and since, in tho opinion of tho U.S.S.R. delegation, a decision had Been taken, using this document as a basis, then part B of Doc. 336 should not be discussed until the redrafted text of Annex A had been discussed.
18. The delegate of the Ukrainian SSR and Roumania spoke in favour 
of the U.S.S.R. proposal.
19. The delegates of tho U.K., Egypt. U.S.A. and Mexico all spoko in 
favour of discussing part B of Document 336 at once because, in their 
opinion, Annex A had only been sent to the Working Group for a change 
in draft and not in substance.
20. The delegates of tho U.S.S.R.. Ukrainian SSR. Roumania. Bielorussian 
SSR, Bulgaria and Albania requested a secret vote.
21. Tho Chairman then read out tho U.S.S.R. proposal as follows:-

"Before continuing with tho discussion of Document 336 this 
assembly decides to study Annex A of Document 300".

22. By lk votes for to 27 votes against with 1 abstention the U.S.S.R. 
proposal was rejected.
23. Tho delegate of the U.S.S.R. said his delegation did not agree
with the decision just taken and would submit its views in writing.
2k. The Vice Chairman, Professor Siforov, said that tho history of 
Annex A, Document 300, was one of tho dark spots in the work of Com­
mittee k. Annex A of Document 300 contained the views only of the 
U.S.A. delegation and by accepting Annex A Committee k had, in effect, 
agreed that k6 s 56.
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The U.S.S.R. had ultimately been proved correct when Committee 
k had, by a majority vote, decided that Annex A should be sent to 
the Working Group for redrafting. In the Working Group he had been 
denied the right to discuss tho substance of this Annex and so he 
reserved the right to raise this question again, both in the drafting 
group and in the Plenary Assembly.
25. The Chairman pointed out to Professor Siforov that Annex A had 
only been returned to the Working Group in order to get the text 
redrafted.
26, The delegate of the U.S.A pointed out that Annex A had been 
prepared at the request of the Geneva Planning Committee and had been 
checked by Dr. Van der Pol.
27. The delegate of the U.S.S.R. said there had been several texts 
for Annex A and he wondered which text had been approved by
Dr. Van der Pol.
28, Discussion then started on part B of Document No. 336.
29* The delegate of Egypt said that the value of 500 jaV/m was too 
high. Quoting from tables and charts given in NBS Circular k62 of 
the CRPL,the delegate of Egypt pointed out that a value of 80 juV/m 
was considered necessary for noise grade areas 2 and 3* In the 
Geneva Planning Committee report tables were given to show that the 
highest value of tho minimum field to be protected was considered 
to be 100 yiV/rn.

Since the maximum sharing was going to be planned for the 6 and 
7 Mc/s band he proposed that the figure of 500 jaV/m should be 
amended to 100 pXf/yn.*

30. The delegate of Mexico pointed out that the figure of 100 jaV/m 
meant that for 90% of the hours and <)0% of tho days the field would 
be lk db below this figure.
31. The delegate of the U.S.A said that in planning and in actual 
operation nobody would consider a figure lower than 500 jiV/m, For 
vortical incidence broadcasting a field Intensity of 500 ju.V/m could 
be set up by using a transmitter of 1 kW while for 100 juV/m only 
about 250 watts would be required. Even with the 6 db tolerance only 
1 kW would be required in the latter case.

The . delegate^of..Jndia who had had plenty of experience on 
vertical incidence broadcasting in high noise areas considered that 
a power of 20 kW was necessary for vortical incidence broadcasting.
32. The Chairman pointed out that since the delegate of the U.S.A. 
had made a reference to India he would like to point out that the
Indi an delegation had not supported the 6 db tolerance between minimum 
and maximum field intensity. Mr. Sastry confirmed the figure of 20 kW.
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33. The delegate of Egypt said that he considered it necessary to 
protect only the"field intensity on which it was necessary to work 
and since there was no industrial noise in Egypt it was necessary 
to protect a field intensity of only 100 piV/m.
3^. The delegate of tho UeS0S,R. said that tho figure of 80 juV/m 
quoted by the delegate of Egypt, from figures and curves given in 
NBS Circular k62 of tho CRPL, was correct but he had neglected certain 
factors.

Further reference to the NBS Circular *+62, and using the decision 
of Committee namely L:-6 db protection ratio with respect to 
atmospheric noise, showed that tho minimum field to bo protected was 
in fact 200 piV/m.

If the figure of 26 db, as quoted in NBS Circular k62 were adopted, 
then a figure of 200 pM/m was again obtained for noise areas 2 and 3.

As, in the opinion of the u.S.ScR. delegation, the industrial 
noise should be suppressed to a sufficiently low value then the 
value of 200 jiV/m seemed perfectly satisfactory from all points of 
view.
35. The Chairman said he would like to make' a few comments to 
clarify the discussion. There were two separate points to be 
considered s-

(1) The maximum field intensity to be created in order to give 
an adequate protection against industrial and atmospheric 
interference. This maximum field intensity determined 
the maximum power.

(2) The minimum field intensity to be protected which in some 
cases x̂ ould be limited not by industrial and atmospheric 
interference but by co-channel interference.

36. The delegate of Pakistan said that tho figure of 500 jiF/m was 
too high and was unrealistic for tho following reasons:

(1) Tho figure Committee b had to approve was for the minimum 
signal and not for the average signal to be protected,

(2) The minimum signal to bo protected should be based on factors 
which limited satisfactory reception, as for example the 
minimum atmospheric noise, the minimum industrial noise
and the inherent receiver set noise. It was on such factors 
that the P„F,B0' had adopted a figure of 15 piV/m as the 
minimum signal to be protected.

(3) In the country and rural districts of Pakistan industrial 
noise was very low and a fairly good service could be given 
to such areas by a signal much lower than 500 pS f/m.



~ 6 «
(Doc. No. 507-E)

The atmospheric noise in Pakistan varied between noise 
grades 2 1/2 and *+ 1/2. If the noise curves given in NBS 
Circular *+62 were used in conjunction with the. *+6, db 
protection against atmospheric noise, a satisfactory signal 
on 6 Mc/s at 8 o'clock in the morning could be given by a 
field of 35 to 350 jaV/m, in the presence of low industrial 
noise•

(b )  The honourable delegate of Egypt had referred to the report 
of the Geneva Planning Committee and the delegation of 
Pakistan would like to draw the Technical Committee's 
attention to PC-Rhf Document No. 56 of the Geneva Session 
of the Planning Committee, which was compiled by Dr, Van der 
Pol, PC-Rhf Document No. 56 showed yearly average values 
of fields required for satisfactory service for H.F, broad­
casting. From the tables given in this document it would 
appear that 500 piV/m was necessary in very few cases.

(5) The delegation of Pakistan supported the figure of 100 
pAf/m as proposed by the delegation of Egypt, as being a 
reasonable minimum median field to be protected,

37. The delegate of the U.K. said that although he had been- a member 
of Working Group bA the precise significance of the term, "minimum 
signal to be protected", was not clear to him.

The report suggested that the value of the minimum field to be 
protected should bo 500 jiV/m. If the transmitter set up a field of 
only 250 uV/rn did the term "minimum signal to be protected" mean 
.that this field of 250 pM/m would get no protection or did the term 
mean that protection would be given to a field 6 db less than the 
figure recommended.

From the work of Working Group b A ho*- felt that the second 
interpretation was being adopted.

If the first interpretation were adopted he would be inclined 
to agree that the value of 500 jdV/m was too high,
38. The delegate of the Ukrainian SSR said he supported the arguments 
and proposal submitted by the delegate of the U.S.S.R.

The Ukrainian delegation felt that the minimum field to be 
protected could not be based on unsuppressed industrial noise figures 
because it was possible to .suppress this industrial noise to a low 
value.
39. The delegate'of India said he supported the proposal of the 
delegates of Egypt and Pakistan because, in the opinion of his dele­
gation, it was necessary to consider tho field to bo. protected in 
the urban and rural districts of a reception area.
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9-0, The delegate of Mexico said that mention had been made of a 
protection ratio against atmospheric noise of 9-6 db. If the 
intensity of the atmospheric noise In the various noise zones was 
studied it would be found that a field of 500 juv/m was justified for
noise Zone 2. Thus a field of 500 jiv/m would ensure protection
against atmospheric noise in noise zone 2 and, with the additional 
6 db, protection was given against atmospheric noise in zone 3*
Sine# noise zones 9- and 5 covered relatively small portions of the
world it meant that a 500 pv/m minimum signal to be protected was
practically satisfactory for the whole of the world.

Since India was at times, in noise grades 3 and 3 1/2, the 
Mexican delegation was rather surprised at the statement made by the 
delegate of India.

From the U.S.A. and Mexican documents distributed in Working 
Group *+A it was quite clear that an industrial noise level of 20 db 
above 1 pv/m would generally bo found only in towns of population 
less than 10,000. This meant that the majority of the towns and cities 
would not receive if the figure of 20 db were adopted for protection 
against industrial noise, satisfactory protection against industrial 
noise.

For this reason the delegation of Mexico supported the figure of
500 pv/m as the minimum field to be protected.
9-1. The de leg a to of the U.S.A. said, that various correction factors 
could bo allowed for hour to hour, day to day and year to year 
variation but this would make tho question very complex. For this 
reason (reference NBS Circular 9-62 paragraph 7.7) a figure of 8.2 db 
had been recommended for hour'to hour variation and a figure of 6 db
for day to day variation, giving a total of 19-.2 db as the correction
to be applied to determine the value of tho field for 90/ of the hour 
and 90/ of tho day.

A field intensity of 100 pv/m meant that tho broadcast service 
would bo unsatisfactory 10 days out of a 100 and in tho view of the 
U.S.A. delegation this was not tolerable.

Also if it were agreed to adopt a value of 100 pv/m then sharing 
would become very difficult, and difficulty would also bo experienced 
from adjacent channel interference. Mr. Voatch gave examples to 
substantiate his statement.

In conclusion Mr. Yeatch said that he felt that a higher figure 
of 1 mv/rn would eventually be adopted.
9-2. The delegate of Franco referred to Dr. Van der Pol's report to 
the Genova Planning Committee and said that, speaking from memory, he 
recalled that Dr. Van dor Pol had suggested a figure of approximately 
100-150 pv/m for frequencies above 11 Mc/s and a figure of about 
250 pv/m for frequencies loss than tho 11 Mc/s.



*+3. When askod by tho Chairman if ho world like to mare a concroto 
proposal the delegate of Franco quoted a figure of 250 juv/m for 
frequencies below 10 Mc/s and a figure of 150 ;uv/m for frequencies 
above 10 Mc/s.
*+*+. The delegate of Indonesia supported the French proposal.
b-5. The delegate of the U.SoSoR, said that his delegation was
willing to adopt tho French proposal in order to reach unanimity.
*+6. Tho delegate of Mexico askod the delegate of Franco what figure 
his delegation has assumed for the constant value of industrial 
interference. It had been agreed that, for steady conditions, a 
ratio of 31!- db for protection of median carrier/industrial noise 
interference should bo adopted which, when added to the 20 db re­
lative to 1 jav/m for industrial interference, gave a figure of 
5*+ db relative to 1 piv/m (or 500 y x v M ) as tho minimum median 
field to bo protected. A field of 150 jxv /m  or 250 uv/m with an 
industrial interference of 20 db did not give 3*+ db protection ratio.
On tho other hand a field of 150 juv/m or 250 jp.v/m meant that with a 
protection ratio of 3]+ db the industrial noise field was considered 
to be less than *20 db relative to 1 piv/m. It has already been 
made quite clear that, with reference to the U.S.A. and Mexican 
charts, a level of .*20 db relative to 1 p.v/m for industrial noise 
was only found in towns of less than 10,000 population and in rural 
areas. Lastly, industrial noise was practically constant at all 
frequencies.
*+7. The delegate of Ukraine in S0S.RC supported the French proposal.
*+8. The delegate of tho U.S.SeR. supported tho French proposal and
gave examples, with reference to atmospheric noise figures given in 
NBS Circular *+62, to support the figure of 150 jav/m and 250 jiv/m 
proposed for frequencies of greater and loss than 10 Mc/s respectively.

With reference to industrial noise the delegate of the U.S.S.R. 
said that his delegation considered that unless reasonable suppression 
of industrial noise was assumed than no reasonable standard of 
minimum field to be protected would bo obtained,
*+9. The delegate of Franco said that his figures wore based upon 
protection against atmospheric noiso. In the opinion of his delega­
tion the Mexican and U.S.A. documents on industrial noise were 
limited in character and use. In any case his delegation considered 
that industrial noise should be suppressed to a reasonable value.
In theory it was possible to assume values for industrial interfernce 
but In practice these figures did not work out.
50, The delegates of Bulgaria and Hungary supported the Fr 
proposal.



51. Tho delegate of Mexico said that the delegate of France had 
partly answered, his question but he would like to point out that 
oven in countries like Canada, where legislation existed for the sup­
pression of industrial interference, the level of industrial inter­
ference was greater than f20 db relative to 1 jiv/m*

In the opinion of the delegate of Mexico, if figures of 150 and 
250 piv/rn were accepted, it meant that the work of the last two months 
would have been wasted,
52, By *+ votes for to -23 votes against with 1*+ abstentions the 
Egyptian proposal was rejected. By 32 votes for to 11 votes against 
with nil abstentions the French-U.S.S.R. proposal was adopted.
53* Document 336 with tho approved amendments was adopted.
5*+. The delegate of Mexico said ho proposed that the 5th report of 
Working Group V a should be rejected because the decision just taken 
was in contradiction to the decisions taken in report No. 5.
55. The Chairman pointed out that tho figure just adopted was the 
minimum field to be protected and a country could croato a higher 
field if they desired.
56. The delegate of Mexico said ho failed to appreciate how report 
No, 5 could be congruent with the decision just taken.

- 9 -(Doc. No. 507-D)

The Reporter's 
P.N. Parker

The Chairman; 
MoL. Sastry
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1. Tho Chairman said that the 8th report of Working Group *fA was open 
for discussion.
2. Paragraph 1 was approved.
3. The delegate for Mexico pointed out the following typographical 
errors in tho Spanish text of paragraph 2(c):

(i) Amend M5300 cps” to road 115000 cps”.
(ii) Amend "low-pass filter” to read "low band pass filter”.

(iii) Amend ”60,000 cps” to road ”6,000 cps”.
*+. At 
amend in 
band width”.

the suggestion of the delegate for Pakistan it was agreed to 
in paragraph 2(a)9 "modulated band width” to road "audio frequency

5. Paragraph 2(a) was approved.
6. Paragraph 2(b) was approved.
7. Referring to paragraph 2(c), tho rlolorato for tho his 
delegation could not agreo to tho correction of lb db b-cau^c the 
figure \j-an apparently based on a vague document ..no n
In order to bo consistent and not have two figures for the same 
correction factor, it was necessary to adopt a figure 
taking into account fading on adjacent channels.

For this reason, the U.S.S.R. delegate proposed that the 18 db 
should bo doletod and replaced by 12 db.
8. The Chairman said he felt that all delegates
the total correction for short and long term fading had prcviou y
been agreed at 12 db.
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9f Mr. Voatch said ho would liko to point out that whether a figure 
of 12 db o r T 5  db was adopted, the procedure could not be considered 
consistent because this committee had. by its earlier decisions, added 
one set of correction factors arithmetically and another set.of 
correction factors by a method yot to be determined,
10. The Chairman asked Mr. Richardson if Working Group *+A had been 
able to clarify how tho 12 db could bo mathematically deduced from 
the individual correction factors of 9 and 8 db for short and long 
term fading since a decision on this point would assist in the present 
discussion.
11e Mr. Richardson said that it had not been possible to reach a 
conclusion in Working Group *+A on this subject because it had been 
decided that there was insufficient time to deduce a mathematical 
formula•
12, Tho dolegate for the U.S.A. said ho was sure that a number of 
delegates~in Committoe V  and the majority of the members of Working 
Group kA understood tho explanation and reasons, given by himself,
for adding tho correction factor arithmetically, The U,S,A,delegation 
would be pleased to prepare a paper to show that these figures have to 
be added arithmetically.

If Committee *+ .adopted a figure of 12 db in this paragraph, then , 
the U.S.A. delegate would put in a reservation on the subject,
13, The delegates for Egypt and Mexico both agreed that the figures 
for short and long term fading should bo added arithmetically,
1*+. Tho delegate for the U.S.S.R, said that a few days ago Mr, Buchan? 
had shoxm him curves which quite clearly indicated that in certain 
cases it was necessary to add the figures while in other cases it was 
not necessary. He would like to ask Mr. Buchanan if these curves did 
not confirm the fact that it was not possible to get a general rule 
for all cases* .
l5r The delegate for Mdxico agreed that in the case of two adjacent 
stations operating on adjacent frequencies, to the same reception 
point, then in such a case the day to day variation would be the same 
and so there would be no need to take the separate variations into 
account. For signals, on adjacent frequencies, which had travelled to 
the same reception point over different paths then the day to day 
variations would not be the same and the variations would have to be 
added.
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16♦ Tho delegate of tho U.S.A. said that the U.S.S.R, delegates had 
several times questioned the figures for day to day variations. While 
in Washington recently, he had been able to study this question thorough!! 
and ho had come to the conclusion, from an analysis of data and statistic* 
collected over a number of years, that tho field intensity varied due 
to several factors and that variation in absorption only accounted for 
a small percentage of the variation in the field intensity. There was 
also not perfect co-relation of figures collected on signals received 
over tho same paths.
17. The delegate for tho U.S.S.R. said that he agreed that absorption 
was not the only reason for long term fading but* ho felt that absorp­
tion was the basic condition for causing-long term fading and it af­
fected both tho wanted .and unwanted signal.

In Working Group *+A tho.U.S.S.R. delegation had made it quite 
clear that they considered that tho figures for tho desired and un­
do sired signal could not be added arithmetically and also that the 
absorption affected the desired and undosired signal in approximately 
the same- manner. Since, therefore, it was most probable that the two 
signals would bo out of phase, tho figure of 8 db quoted by tho U.S.A. 
delegation was too high. Tho figure of 9 db was also too high while 
tho reasons, given by the delegate for the U.S.A., for adding tho 
figures arithmetically wero quito unfounded.

Tho delegate for the U.S.S.R. therefore proposed that in order 
to be consistent on the ono hahd and the fact that 12 db was moro 
realistic than 18 db, it was necessary to accept the samo figure as 
adopted previously, namely 12 db.
18. Professor Siforov said that Committee *+ had decided that the 
general correction for fading should be 12 db. Despite this decision
a lengthy discussion was again taking placo on this question. If every 
oarlior decision was to bo rodiscusscd in this manner, then this 
Committoo would never terminate its work.

Prof, Siforov pointed out that he had had the honour of speaking 
before Committee *+ and also Working Group *+A, on tho subject under 
discussion, and he had told both of these assemblies that from a 
theoretical consideration and on a practical basis, an overall figure, 
of 10 db was satisfactory. As a compromise a figure of 12 db had boon 
adopted by this committoo as the overall correction factor for short 
and long torm fading.

Continuing Prof. Siforov gavo an explanation to clarify tho reasons 
why a correction factor of 9 db for short torm fading was too high.
Speaking on the long and short term fading correction figures, Prof. 
Siforov made it clear that the figures wore not constant and since it 
was not nooecsary, in all cases, to take both-corredtions intb'account, 
then it was hot the correct procedure to add them arithmetically as had been suggested,
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In Working Group *+A when the question of adding tho correction 
factors had boon discussed, he had got tho impression, that in general, 
it was considered wrong to add the figures arithmetically and also the 
opinion had boon expressed that there seemed, no mathematical justifi­
cation for adding them geometrically.

As Committoo *+ had already decided to accept an overall figure 
of 12 db then, to expedite the work of the committee, further discus­
sion on this subject should stop and tho 12 db should bo adopted for 
paragraph 2 (c) of tho report.
19* The Chairman suggested as a compromise that the figure of 18 db 
bo amended to road 12 db with tho following additional paragraph in 
2 (c):

"The figure of 12 db above has boon assumed with a view to being 
consistent with a similar allowance for the short and long term 
fading that was agreed to by this committee in the case of 
co-channel protection ratio. Further, it is tho understanding 
of this committoo that the above figure'shall bo revised in 
accordance with subsequent studies that will be made by this 
committee or any decision that will be taken by this committee 
to obtain the total allowance needed from tho individual 
allowances for short torm and long torm fading factors”.

20. After further discussion on this point, tho compromise proposal 
was accepted unanimously.
21. The delegate of the U.K. pointed out that sinco tho 18 db was 
being amended to 12 db, then the 3 db should now become 9 db.
22. Tho delegate for tho U.S.A. said ho would be very happy to give 
a lecture on his reasons for assuming that tho separate ■ correction 
factors should bo added arithmetically.
23» Referring to paragraph 2 (d)(i) the delegate for tho U.S.S.R. 
drew the attention of the Committee to the reservation of the delegates 
of tho U.S.S.R., Ukrainian SSR, and Biolorussiaa SSR as given in Annex D 
of document 378. Continuing, tho delegates for_'the. U. S.S.R. again 
protested against tho procedure adopted in compiling this report, and, 
as explained in Annex D, pointed out the manner in which paragraph 
2 (d)(i) had finally boon incorporated in the final report.

Summing up, tho delegate for the U.S.S.R. said that his delegations 
would like to'protest at the procedure of incorporating into reports, 
paragraphs and statements which had not boon discussed or approved 
during the general discussion of a Working Group. For this reason the 
delegate of tho U.S.S.R. proposed the deletion of paragraph 2(d)(i).
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2*+. ^Thc Chairman askod tho Chairman of Working Group *+A if ho could 
clarify tho position.
25. Mr. Richardson said that Report No, 8 had boon prepared in draft 
form so that any corrections, deletions and additions could be made 
by the Working Group. When the draft report had boon prepared,
paragraph (c)(i) had boon included in order to sum up recommendations
given in paragraph (a) and also to lead up to the recommendations given 
in paragraph (d)(ii). For these reasons it was felt that tho inclusion
of paragraph (d)(i) was justified,

Tho Working Group had by 7 votos to *+ approved paragraph (d)(i).
26. Tho delegate for tho U.S.A. said ho had prepared the draft of the 
8th report-"of Working Group *+A but ho would havo been quite happy to 
havo given the task to somebody olso.

Working Group *+A folt that they might have overstepped their 
terras of reference whon they had included a reference to filters and 
for that reason they had thought it .necessary to insert paragraph (d)(i)„
27. The delegate for tho U.S.S.R. said that ho' noted with interest
that Mr, Vcatch and not Mr. Richardson, had prepared tho 8th draft
report of Working Group *+A.

Tho U.S.S.R.' objection was basod upon the procedure by which 
paragraph (d)(i) had been included in the report. Paragraph'(d)(i) 
had not been discussed before it was included in the draft report and 
this procedure w a s  basically wrong because it inferred that discussion 
had taken place in the Working Group on a certain subject, whereas no 
such discussion had takon place.

The U.S.S.R. delegation, in order not to delay tho work of
Committee h. would not insist on tho deletion of paragraph (d)(i) but
askod that the figure of *+ bo amended to 2 and requested the following
reservation to bo included in the minutes:

"Reservation of the Delegations of tho U.S.S.R., Ukrainian S.S.R
and Biclorussian S.S.R. concerning tho 8th Report of Group *+A.

"The above mentioned delegations feel compelled to protest 
categorically against the method of compiling reports which has 
been used many times in Group *+A and which consists in including 
into tho text of tho report, paragraphs not yet adopted in the 
meetings of tho Group,

"Such an inadmissible occurence was pointed out in tho reserva­
tion made by our delegations concerning tho 5th report of Group *+A. 
However, despite tho protest of our delegations against such an 
unconstitutional method which violates the rules of procedure, 
tho same gross violation of procedure recurred in tho compilation
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of tho report of Group *+A, whon paragraph (b) and sub-paragraph
(1) of paragraph (o) wore included into the text of paragraph 2-A 
(Tho paragraphs aro given according to tho original numbering).

"Tho above mentioned paragraphs represent the views expressed 
by the U.S.A. Delegation only. They were nevor put to a vote and 
consequently never adopted.

"Although point (b) was deleted as a result of tho vote, 
paragraph (i) of (c), later on amended to read (i) of (d), is 
only a repetition of tho second part of point (b) which was 
deleted in accordance with a majority decision.

"Our delegations again categorically'state that reports of 
Group *+A, just as those of any other group, must reflect the true 
course of tho discussions and tho decisions made, and that they 
are not statements of tho view of one delegation only.

"Our delegations also express thc-ir categorical protest against 
tho voting procedure applied by the Chairman of Group *+A in regard 
to tho points illegally included into the toxt of the 8th report, 
as the Chairman, if ho were to act objectively, should himself 
havo excluded tho points which did not correspond to the decisions 
taken by tho Group,

(signed) Prof. Siforov, 
for the Delegation of the U.S.S.R.

(signed) G. Uspenski,
Plead of tho Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR.

(signed) G. Egorov,
Hoad of the Delegation of the Biel^ussian SSR

28. At the proposal of the delegate for South Africa supported by
the delegate for tho U.S.S.R. it was decided to give both the arithmetic 
and logarithmic ratios in paragraph 2 (d)(i) and 2 (d)(ii).
29. Paragraph (d) was adopted on tho understanding that the question 
of tho audio frequency modulating bandwidth of 6*+00 c/s should be 
discussed after document 378 had been approved.
30. Paragraph 3 was adopted.
31* It was decided to delete paragraph *+,
32. It was decided, following a proposal of the U.S.S.R.. to amend 
paragraph 5(a) to road as follows:
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(a) Definition. A simultaneously shared channel is a channel 
used simultaneously by two or more transmitting stations 
on condition that the protection ratio of *+0 db between 
the median value of desired and undesirod signal is 
maintained.

33* The Chairman agreed with tho delegate for Egypt that this paragraph 
was adopted with the understanding that the reservation made earlier, 
with regard to paragraph 2 (c), applied.
34-, Paragraph 5(b) was adopted after it had been agreed to amend the 
word "requirements” to road "necessity” in the title of this paragraph.
3?. After a brief discussion, a proposal of the delegate for the U.S.A. 
supported by the delegate for South Africa, to dolcto paragraph 5C(i), 
C(ii) and C(iii) was adopted by 25 votes for to 9 votes against with 
4- abstentions.
3 6. Paragraph 5C(iv) was adopted.
37. Referring to paragraph 5(d), the delegate for the U.S.S.R. said 
that Working Group 4-A had in this paragraph, adopted a rather strange 
decision. Paragraph 5(d) meant that Working Group 4-A had adopted^ in 
advance, graphs that had still to be worked out by U.S.A. and Mexican 
engineers. In the views of the delegate for tho U.S.S.R. it was wrong 
to take discussions on documents which had not been discussed or ever 
seen.
3 8. The Chairman suggested this question should be loft in abeyance 
so that a decision could bo taken on the subject when the information 
was available.
39. The delegate for tho U.S.A. said he had no strong objection to 
the procedure suggested by the Chairman. Mr. Veatch said he would 
like to point out that since over 14-00 curves wore being prepared, it 
would bo a very tedious and long job to check all of them.
4-0. After further discussion it was decided that a decision on this 
question should be deferred until delegates, had had an opportunity of 
studying tho necessary documents and deciding whether these documents 
could be adopted for the solution of problems on simultaneous channel 
sharing.
4-1. Document 378 was approved with the amendments and reservations 
adopted.
4-2. The Chairman said that this committee must now decide whether the 
adopted recommendation of Working Group 4-B, that the audio frequency 
modulating bandwidth should be 64-00 c/s, should be rediscus sod.
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.4-3. The delegate for Egypt referred to the recommendation of the 
Stockholm meeting of the C.C.I.R.
44. The dolcg a to f or t ho U.S.A. said that the C.C.I.R. recommendation 
to adopt a bandwidth of 6400 cps was based on a ratio of undosired to 
desired signal of 1 to 6, Since this committee had decided to adopt'a 
ratio of 1 to 2, then tho C.C.I.R, recommendation did not hold in the 
latter case.

If an audio bandwidth of 6400 cps were adopted, it meant that in 
order to prepare a satisfactory plan then either a ratio bettor than 1 
to 1 would have to be maintained or else a channel separation greater 
than 10 kc/s would have to bo adopted.
45* Tho delegate for the U.K. said ho would like to propose that • 
Committeo~4~ should not at the present time make any definite decision 
on this subject, Tho information given in document 378 should be put 
before tho Planning Committee and any decision, to reduce tho audio 
frequency bandwidth to 5000 cps, should bo left until definite informa­
tion was made available by Committee 6. If Committee 6- found difficult"/ 
in meeting the various protection ratios, in order to accommodate the 
various countries’ requirements into an assignment plan, then Committee 4 
could reopen discussion on tho question.
46. The dolegate for South Africa spoke in favour of reducing tho audio 
frequency bandwidth to 5000 cps, pointing out that the reduction in the 
audio frequency bandwidth from 6400 cps to 5000 cps would not seriously 
affect the quality of reproduction but it would greatly assist in the 
preparation of the frequency assignment plan. Mr. Patrich pointed out 
that relatively few receivers were capable of availing themselves of 
the extra bandwidth between 5000 and 6400 cps.
470 The delegate for India supported the U.K. proposal.
48, Tho delegate for Belgium said that there wore two aspects to this
question:

(1) The effect on the quality of reception.
(2) The effect on tho frequency assignment plan.

In tho Belgian Congo, since it was only practicable to broadcast on 
short waves, then it was indispensable to have available a bandwidth 
of 6400 cps. Continuing, Mr, Hondrickx pointed out that very high 
quality receivers, and not average receivers, were generally used for 
reception in the Belgian Congo,

On tho other hand, it was not possible to have this extra band­
width without its consequent effect on the production of a frequency
assignment plan. For this reason he supported the proposal of the 
delegate for the U.K.
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4-9. The delegate for Mexico said that if a bandwidth of 64-00 cps were 
retained it meant that it would be impossible to have transmitters, 
working on adjacent channel frequencies, serving the same area. The 
Mexican delegation had carried out tests for Working Group 4-A as out­
lined in document 378, and on the results of these tests the recom­
mendation given in paragraph 2(d)(i) and 2(d)(ii) had been based.

Since it was not a practical proposition to increase the 
channel separation then the delegate for Mexico proposed that the 
audio frequency bandwidth should be reduced to 5000 cps.
50. The delegate for the U.S.S.R. said that the question had two 
aspects. On the one hand a reduction in tho audio frequency bandwidth 
made sharing easier, but there was really no need to broadcast on 
adjacent channels to tho same area. On the other hand, a reduction
in the bandwidth decreased the quality of reception.

Working Group 4-B and the C.C.I.R. had recommended tho figure 
of 64-00 cps and the U.S.S.R. delegation considered that this figure 
should not be amended.

Reference had been made to Committee 6. On this point his 
delegation felt that this question could bo left until the necessity 
arose.
51. The Chairman said that there were-three proposals on this subject 
but first it should be decided whether the recommendation of Working 
Group 4-b should be reopened for discussion.
52. By 27 votes to 12 with 2 abstentions, it was decided not to reopen 
discussion of the question.
53. The Chairman said that discussion was now open on the 9th Report 
of Working Group "4-A, as given in document 379.
54-. Referring to paragraph A. the delegate for the U.S.S.R. said that 
his delegation and tho delegations for the Ukrainian-GSRf^flie Bielorussian. 
SSR and the Roumanian Popular Republic had submitted a reservation which 
was given in Annex B of the report.

Tho proposal of the U.S.A. that the NBS Circular No. 4-62 
should servo as a guide for the work of this Conference was unfounded.
Other technical documents could, and had been used, but they had not
been mentioned in this report.

Taking the formal aspect, Circular 4-62 had not been discussed 
in Committee 4- or Working Group 4-A. So, how could it be recommended
as a guide either in whole or part?



- 10 -
(Doc... No. 508-E)

In the course of discussion on certain subjects, such as protection 
ratio for atmospheric noise, the U.S.A. delegate had submitted entirely 
different figures from those given in Circular 462. The delegate for 
the U.S.A. had, by supporting the figures he had quoted, implied that 
the U.S.A. delegation considered that some sections of Circular 462 
were obsolete.

The proposal given in paragraph A was one of a series of proposals
which had been included in the reports of 4a without being discussed
or approved.

The delegate for the IT.S.S.R. therefore proposed tho deletion of 
paragraph Al.
55. The delegate for Egypt said that Circular 462 was a very good 
document but he felt it was* unsafe to adopt tho document as a whole 
because there were a great number of chapters and sections in the
book whilch had not been investigated or confirmed.
56. Tho following compromise proposal from the Chairman was adopted 
unanimously foi paragraph Al.

Recommendation regarding the use by this Conference of Technical 
Documents.
This Committee decides that the following documents may be used 
for use in solving questions of high frequency propagation, 
atmospheric noiso levels and other allied problems.
(i) Atlantic City High Frequency B/C Conference Report
(ii) P.F.B. documents
(iii) Planning Committee Documents of tho Geneva and Mexico City

Sessions
(iv) U.S.A. Bureau of Standards Circular 462
(v) C.C.I.R. Report, 5th Meeting, Stockholm 1948,

The above recommendation is subject to modification, in whole or in 
part in the light of further information, study or experience.
57. Document 379 was approved.
58. The Chairman,said that this completed the reports of Working Group 4 
and he would like*'to thank Mr. Richardson and the members of Working 
Group 4A for the excellent work that had been carried out.

An ovation was given to Mr. Richardson by the Committee.
59* Mr. Richardson thanked tho members of the Committee for their
expression of appreciation. Continuing, Mr. Richardson said he would 
like to express special thanks to the Mexican delegation for the tests et



- 11 -
(Doc. No. 508-E)

that they had carried out and he would also like to than the delegate 
of the U.S.S.R. and the U.S.A. for their constructive criticisms and 
comments on the various subjects discussed by his Working Group.
60. During further discussion it was decided:

(i) Working Group 4C should meet at 10 a.m. on Wednesday,
January 12th.

(ii) Committee 4, during the afternoon session on Wednesday, 
January 12th, should discuss document 317. On completion 
of this discussion the drafting group composed of the 
Chairman and Vice-Chairman of Committee 4, Chairman of 
Working Groups, Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Parker, should meet
to start the preparation of the final report of Committoo 4.

(iii) On Thursday, January 13th, Mr. Voatch should give a lecture 
on tho question of adding correction factors for short and 
long term fading.

The Reporter The Chairman

P. N, Parker M. L. Sastry
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Power of Proxy

I have the honor of stating that, being obliged to 
return to Guatemala on official business, I hereby bestow 
power of proxy on the Head of the Delegation of CUBA, who 
shall exercise my vote in all matters pertaining to this 
Conference.

20 January 194-9 
Committee 2

(signed) Felix P. Monteagudo,
Head of the Delegation of Guatemala
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JOINT MEETING OF CCMMITTEES 5 AND 6 
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Motion from Committee 5 for joint consideration by 
Committees 5 and 6 (Document n° 506).
Item 1, 3b, 7b of Document n° 496.
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Item 4a, 4b, 5a, 5b, and 5c, of Document n° 496©
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REVISED CLASSIFICATION OF REPLIES 
TO THE QUESTIONS CONTAINED III DOCUMENT NO. 265

This Document replaces Document No.'4-4-7 9 as it is the
revised version of Document No. 4-47 and is the result of the revision 
carried out by Working Group C of Committee 3. The names of those . 
delegations whose affirmative/negative replies are not categorical, 
but conditional, have been underlined.

Would it be advisable to take any of the following into
consideration and, if so, to what extent?
(a) The number of transmitters in operation and the volume 

of broadcasting being carried out at the present time.
(b) Extraordinary circumstances, if any, which have had 

a significant bearing on the position of H.F.B. in 
a country.

(c) The number of transmitters in operation and the 
volume of broadcasting being carried out at an agreed 
past date, in the case of certain countries which 
suffered damage during the last war.

AHMED BOKHARI,
Chairman of Working Group G 

of Committee 3.

Question 1.
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(d) The number of transmitters to be operated and the
volume of broadcasting that is expected to be carried 
out at a future date to be agreed by the Conference, 
taking into account the fact that certain countries 
have not been able to erect new,- or extend existing 
installations at the same pace as 'other countries.

Replies
1 (a)

Total number of answers: 50
No answers: 2
Yes: 37,
(Conditional: 12), viz: Indonesia, S.C.A.P., Italy, Canada,

Netherlands, Belgium, Belgian Congo, 
Australia, Switzerland, Vatican City, 
U.N.O., Monaco, South African Union,
New Zealand, Mexico, China, United King­
dom, Iceland, Cuba, Sweden, Norway,
Brazil, Colombia, Argentine, Pakistan, 
Nicaragua, Denmark, Uruguay, France,
Chile, Finland, French Oversea Terri­
tories, United States, Morocco and 
Tunisia, Portugal, U.K. Territories, 
Southern Rhodesia.

No: 13, viz: Egypt, Syria, India, Czechoslovakia,
Roumania P.R., Austria, Albania, Poland, 
U.S.S.R., Mongolia, Ukraine S.S.R,,
Bolivia, Biclorussia S.S.R.

. 1— LW .

Total number of answers: 48
No answers: 4
Yes: 38,
(Conditional: 13)? viz: S .C .A .P., Iceland, Sweden, Norway,

Pakistan, Denmark, Austria, Belgium, 
Belgian Congo, France, Finland, Vatican 
City, South African Union, Bolivia,
Mexico, United Kingdom, Cuba, Brazil,
New Zealand, Syria, Indonesia, Colombia, 
Argentine, Italy, Canada, Nicaragua, 
Netherlands, Uruguay, Switzerland, Chile, 
U.N.O., Monaco, French Territories, U.S.A., 
Morocco and Tunisia, Portugal, U.K. 
Territories, Southern Rhodesia.

Question 1.^
(cont1d.)
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Question 1.
(cont*d.)

No: 10, viz

Total number 
No answers:

India, Czechoslovakia, Roumania P.R., 
Australia, Albania, Poland, U.S.S.R., 
Mongolia,
S.S.R.
1 (O

Ukraine S.S.R., Bielorussia

of answers:

Yes: 39?
(Conditional: 15), viz

No.: 7, viz

S oC .A .P., Iceland, Sweden, Norway, 
Italy, Netherlands, Belgium, Belgian 
Congo, Australia, Switzerland, France, 
Vatican City, U.N.O., Monaco, U.S.A., 
Mongolia, South,African Union, New 
Zealand, Indonesia, Mexico, U.K., Cuba, 
Brazil, Colombia, Argentine, Pakistan, 
Canada, Nicaragua, Denmark, Uruguay, 
Austria, Chile, Finland, Poland, French 
Territories, Morocco, Portugal, U.K. 
Territories, Southern Rhodesia.
Egypt, Syria, India, Czechoslovakia, 
U.S.S.R., Ukraine S.S.R., Bielorussia
S.S.R.

Others: 2, viz

Total number of answers: 
No answers:
Yes: 35,
(Conditionals 7), viz: %

Roumania, Albania.

i (a)
k6 
6

Egypt, New Zealand, Syria, Indonesia,
S ,C .A .P., Iceland, Sweden, Norway, 
Brazil, Colombia, Argentine, Italy, 
Pakistan, Nicaragua, Denmark, Uruguay, 
Belgium, Belgian Congo, Australia, 
Chile, Vatican City, U.N.O., U.S..a., 
South African Union, Bolivia, Portugal
Mexico, Cut)a ? Canada, 
land, France, Monaco, 
Morocco and Tunisia.

Austria, Switzer- 
French Territorie
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Question 1.
(cont'd.)

Nos 11, viz: India, U.K., Czechoslovakia, Roumania 
P.R., Albania P.R., U.S.S.R., Mongolia. 
Ukraine S.S.R., Bielorussia S.S.R., 
U.K. Territories, Southern Rhodesia.

Question 2.
(a) Mould it be advisable and practicable to make a first 

assignment of a minimum and equal number of channel- 
hour s to each country requesting the same?

(b) If so, to what extent?
(The Chairman of the Committee to refer this question 
to the appropriate technical committee (s) for 
technical data).

(c) What should be the number of channel-hours or the 
percentage of the total channel-hours put aside for 
this purpose?

Replies

Total number 
No answers:
Yes: 2k, 
(Conditional:

of answers:

3), viz:

2__(a).

kk
8

Syria,
Brazil

Mexico, S.C.A.P

No: 19? viz:

China, Cuba,
, Colombia, Argentine, Italy, 

Nicaragua, Uruguay, Austria, Switzer- 
land, Chile, Vatican City, Monaco, 
Morocco and Tunisia, Bolivia, Egypt, 
France, U.N.O., French Overseas Terri­
tories, Portugal, Netherlands.
New Zealand, Indonesia, U.K., Norway, 
Czechoslovakia, Pakistan, Canada, 
Roumania P.R., Australia, Albania,
Poland, U.S.S.R., U.S.A., Ukraine S.S.R., 
Mongolia, South African Union, Bielo­
russia S.S.R., U.K. ..Territories,
Southern Rhodesia.

Abstentions: 1, viz: India,
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Total number of answers: 32
No answers: 20
Yes: 22,
(Conditional: 5)? viz: Chile, Egypt, Syria, China, India. Cuba,

Brazil, Colombia, Argentine, Italy, 
Nicaragua, Netherlands. Uruguay, Austria, 
Switzerland. France, Vatican City,
Monaco, French Overseas Territories, 
Morocco and Tunisia, Boliviaq Portugal.

No: 10, viz: Czechoslovakia, Canada, Roumania P.R„,
Australia, Poland, U.S.S.R., U.S'.A., 
Mongolia, Ukraine S.3.R., Bielorussia
5.5.R.
2 (c)

Total number of answers: 3^
No answers: 18
Yes: 20,
(Conditional: 2),- viz: Egypt, Syria, Mexico, China, India.

Cuba, Brasil, Colombia, Argentine, 
Nicaragua, Netherlands, Uruguay, Austria, 
Switzerland, France, Albania, Monaco, 
French Overseas Territories, Morocco 
and Tunisia, Bolivia.

No; 15-, viz: U.K., Czechoslovakia, Canada, Roumania
P.R., Australia, Albania, Poland, 
U.S.S.R., U.S.A., Mongolia, Ukraine
5.5.R., Bielorussia S.S.R., U.K. 
Territories, Southern Rhodesia.

Question 3.
Would it be advisable to take into account and/or to 
recommend taking measures for economizing in the use of 
high frequencies, such as: bilateral exchange of pro­
grams, relays, recordings, point-to-point services, im­
provement of national coverage by other means, etc.,' etc.?

Question 2.
(contla.)
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Replies
Total number of answers: 52
No answers: 0
Yes: 50,
(Conditional: 2), viz: Egypt, New Zealand, Syria, Indonesia,

S oC.A,P., China, U.K., Iceland, Cuba, 
Sweden, Norway, Brazil, Yugoslavia F.P.R., 
Colombia, Argentine, Italy, Pakistan, 
Canada, Roumania P.R., Nicaragua, Denmark, 
Netherlands, Uruguay, Austria, Belgium, 
Belgian Congo, Hungary, Switzerland,
France, Chile, Finland, Albania, Vatican 
City, Poland, U.S.S.R,, U.N.O., French 
Overseas Territories, U.S.A., Mongolia, 
Morocco and Tunisia, Ukraine S.S.R., 
Portugal, U.K. Territories, Southern 
Rhodesia, Mexico, Czechoslovakia, Monaco, 
Bolivia, So. African Union, Bielorussia S.S.R

No: 2, viz: India, Australia,
Question b .

In establishing the final assignment plan, among other 
factors, should either of the following be taken into 
account?
(a) The requirements as presented, or
(b) only the technically justified requirements for the 

duration of the operation of the said plan.
Replies

ii__
* Total number of answers: *+9

No answers: 3
Yes: 9, viz: Brazil, Colombia, Argentine, Nicaragua,

Uruguay, Australia, Bolivia, Cuba,
Chile.

Question ,1.
(cont'd.;
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Question 
(cent’ d.)

No2 395 viz2 New Zealand, Syria, Indonesia, Mexico,
S.C.A.P., China, India, U.K., Iceland, 
Sweden, Norway, Czechoslovakia, Italy, 
Pakistan,'Canada, Roumania P.R., Denmark,. 
Netherlands, Austria, Belgium, Belgian 
Congo, Hungary, Switzerland, Finland, 
Albania P.R., Poland, U.S.S.R., U.N.O., 
French Overseas Territories, U.S.A., 
Mongolia, Morocco and Tunisia, Ukraine
S.S.R., South African Union, Bielorussia 
S.S;R., Portugal, U.K. Territories, 
Southern Rhodesia, France.

Other Replies: 1, viz2 Monaco.

** (b)

Total number of answers: 52
No answers: 0
Yes: bl,
(Conditional: 1), viz

No: 9? viz:

Egypt, New Zealand, Syria, Indonesia, 
S.C.A.P., China, U.K., Iceland, Sweden, 
Norway, Yugoslavia.^ .P .R ., Czecho­
slovakia, Italy, Pakistan, Canada, 
Roumania P.R., Denmark, Netherlands, 
Austria, Belgium, Belgian Congo, 
Australia, Hungary, Finland, Albania, 
Vatican City, Poland, U.S.S.R., U.N.O., 
French Overseas Territories, U.S.A., 
Mongolia, Morocco and Tunisia, Ukraine
5.5.R., South African Union, Bielorussia
5.5.R., U.K. Territories, Southern 
Rhodesia, Switzerland, France, Chile.
Mexico, India, Cuba, Brazil, Nicaragua, 
Bolivia, Portugal, Argentine, Colombia.

Other Replies: 1, viz: Monaco.
Abstentions: 1, viz: Uruguay,
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Question 6.
(a) Would it be advisable to determine the assignments 

or shares of frequencies of various countries in the 
available frequency spectrum space on the basis of 
an equitable and uniformly applicable methccd?

(b) If so, what principal factors should be established 
which could serve as a basis for the calculation of 
frequency hours in formulating a plan for the dis­
tribution of high frequencies for broadcasting?

Replies
6 (a)

Total number of answers? 5l
Wo answers; 1
Yes; 29,
(Conditional; 9), viz; Egypt, Syria, Indonesia, S .C .A ,P.. Cuba,

Brazil, Yugoslavia, Austria, Australia, 
Hungary, Albania, Poland, U.S.S.R., 
Mongolia, Ukraine^ S «S .R., Bolivia, 
Bielorussia S.S.R1., Mexico. * China.
India. Nicaragua. Vatican City. Morocco 
and Tunisia, Portugal. Roumania P.R., 
Argentine. Colombia. Pakistan. Czecho­
slovakia,

No; 12,
(Conditional; 2), viz;

Others; 10, viz:

_L L, c;_LciiiU . j wj vv c m  j  J -o c tJ_ ty j  u  tJ i iu id i .  JA.  ̂ jlm c? u i ic ;

lands. Belgium, Belgian C0ngo, Switzer 
land, Chile, Finland, Monaco, New Zeal
U.K., Canada, Uruguay, France, U.N.O., 
French Overseas Territories, U.S.A., 
South African Union, U.K. Territories, 
Southern Rhodesia,

6 (b)
Total number of answers: 35
No answers: 17
Yes: 27,
(Conditional; *+), viz: Egypt, Syria, Indonesia, Mexico, China,

India, Cuba, Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, 
Colombia, Argentine, Pakistan, Roumania, 
Nicaragua. Netherlands, Australia,
Hungary, Switzerland, Chile, Albania, 
Vatican City, Poland, U.S.S.R., Mongolia 
Ukraine S.S.R.sBiolorussia S.S.R,, Portugal
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Nos 6, vizs Italy, Canada, Uruguay, Austria, Monaco,
Morocco and Tunisia,

Otherss 2, viz? Brazil, S.C.A.P.,
Question 7«

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

(b) Are there other factors which should be considered?
(c) If the answer is in the affirmative to either (a) or

(b),or both, what relative weightages should be given 
to these factors?

7__(a)

Question 6.
(cont’ d .)

Replies.
Total number of answerss 52
No answers; 0
Yes: 13,
(Conditionals 3) viz; Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, Roumania, 

Hungary, Albania, Poland, U„SoSoR.,^ 
Mongolia, Ukraine S.S.R,, Bielorussia
S.S.R., Indonesia, Pakistan, India*

Nos 39)
(Conditionals 2), vizs Egypt, New Zealand, S ,C .A .P ., Iceland,

Cuba, Sweden, Norway, Brazil, Colombia, 
Argentine, Italy, Canada, Nicaragua, 
Denmark, Netherlands, Uruguay, Austria, 
Belgium, Belgian Congo, Australia, 
Switzerland, Chile, Finland, Vatican 
City, U.N.O., Monaco, French Territories, 
U.S.A., Morocco and Tunisia, South 
African Union, Bolivia, Portugal, Syria, 
Mexico, China, U.K., France, U.K. Terri­
tories, Southern Rhodesia.
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Question 7,
"(cont'd.) .

Total number 
No answers?
Yes: M+, 
(Conditional:

No? b , viz?

Abstentions ?

Total number 
No answers?
Yes? 17, 
(Conditional?

No? 1*+, 
(Conditional?

Abstentions ?

of answers?

5), viz?

1, viz?

of answers?

3)? viz?

2), viz?

8, viz?

7 (b)

1+9
3

New Zealand, S.C.A.P., Iceland, Sweden, 
Norway, Yugoslavia, Argentine, Canada, 
Denmark, Austria, Belgium, Belgian 
Congo, Australia, Finland, U.N.O.,
Monaco, U.S.A., Mongolia, Portugal,
Egypt, Syria, Mexico, China, India, U.K., 
Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Colombia, Italy, 
Pakistan, Roumania, Netherlands,
Hungary, Switzerland, Chile, Albania, 
Vatican City, Poland, Morocco and 
Tunisia, Bielorussia S.S.R,, U.K. 
Territories, Southern Rhodesia, Brazil, 
France.
Indonesia, Uruguay, U.S.S.R., Ukraine
S.S.R.
Bolivia.
7  (c)

h i
11

Egypt, Yugoslavia, Indonesia, Mexico, 
China, India, Czechoslovakia, Roumania, 
Austria, Hungary, Albania, Poland, 
U.S.S.R., Mongolia, Ukraine S.S.R., 
Bielorussia S.S.R., Portugal.

New Zealand, Argentine, Italy, Uruguay, 
Australia, Chile, Monaco, U.S.A.,
South African Union, Southern Rhodesia, 
U.K., U.K. Territories, Morocco and 
Tunisia, Switzerland.
Norway, Colombia, S.C.A.P., Cuba, 
Bolivia, Vatican City, France, French 
Territories.

Others: 2,.. viz? . Syria, Brazil.
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Question 8.
Would it be advisable and/or practicable to reserve 
frequency hours for any, or ail, 01 the following special 

' international transmissions?
(a) Events of special world importance or interest.
(b) United Nations’ world news services.
(c) For the purpose of locating displaced persons.

Replies
8 (a)

Total number of answers? 1+6
No answers? 6
Yes? %
(Conditional? 1), viz?

No? 28, viz?

Abstentions? 2, viz? 
Other Replies? 7> viz?

Total number of ansers? 
No ansers:
Yes: 2*+,
(Conditional? 2), viz:

S.C.A.P., China, 
and Tunisia, Syria, 
City, Portugal.

JL 0 d_L V ̂
Mexico, Vatican

Mongolia,
Union, Denmark,
Finland, Czechoslovakia,  ----
Bielorussia S.S.R., U.S.S.R,, Netherlands R 
mania, Indonesia, India, Albania, Sweden 
Uruguay, Canada, Iceland, Poland, U.S.A. 
New Zealand, Colombia, Argentine, Brazil

Pakistan, Cuba, South African 
v Australia, Nicaragua,

Ukraine S‘."S.Rf, 
S.R., Netherlands

Uruguay,
New Zealand, Colombia, 
Chile,
Yugoslavia, Hungary.
France, Monaco, Belgium, Belgian Congo, 
Switzerland, Norway,-Austria.

lb)
*+8

b

S.C.A.P., Cuba, China, South African 
Union, Australia, New Zealand, France, 
Netherlands, Italy, Indonesia, Austria, 
Vatican City, Denmark, Finland, Sweden, 
Iceland, Norway, Nicaragua, Czecho­
slovakia, Morocco and Tunisia, Monaco, 
Mexico, Bolivia, Portugal.
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No: 21

Question 8.
(contrd.)

(Conditionals 1), viz

Abstentionss 2, viz
Other Replies: 1, viz

Total number of answers 
No answers:
Yes: lV, 
(Conditional ), viz:

Nos 27, viz:

Abstentions: 2, viz: 
Other Replies: 2, viz: 

Question 9.

Mongolia, Canada, Pakistan, Belgium, 
Belgian Congo, Uruguay, U.S.A., Colombia, 
Roumania, Poland, India, Argentine,
U.K., U.K. Territories,
Rhodesia
Albania, U.S.S.R.

Southern 
, Brazil, Chile, Ukraine S.S.R., 

, Bielroussia S.S.R.
Yugoslavia, Hungary. 
Switzerland.
8 Ic)

7 •

Vatican City, Bolivia. 
Belgian Congo, Sweden, France, 
Monaco, Netherlands, S.C.A.P.,

China, Italy,
Belgium,
Austria,
Morocco and Tunisia, Mexico,
Mongolia, U 

.Sb
Bielorussia,S ,R.,

>, Pakistan, Cuba, 
Australia, Nicaragua

S.S.R.,
SouthUkraine

African Union, «.ucoj.axxlu^aiagua, 
Czechoslovakia, Roumania, Indonesia, 
India, Albania, Uruguay, Canada, U.S.A. 
Portugal, Colombia, New Zealand, Argen­
tine, U.K., U.K. Territories, Southern 
Rhodesia, Poland, Brazil, Chile.
Hungary, Yugoslavia.
Switzerland, Norway,

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

(do) 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?



- 13 -
(Doc. 511-E)

QQuestion 7.
(cont' d.)

(c) If the answer to '(b) is in the affirmative 
practical means for assuring this right be 
ment of frequencies for this purpose?

should the 
the assign-

Replies

Total number of answers: 
No answers:
Yes: 8, viz:

No: 9, viz:

Abstentions: 7? viz

Other Replies: 20, viz

8
Cuba, Colombia, South African Union, 
Indonesia, Argentine, Bolivia, Mexico, 
Austria.
S.C.A.P., Australia, Bielorussia S.S.R., 
U.S.S.R., Ukraine S.S.R., New Zealand, 
Italy, Switzerland, Albania,
Yugoslavia, Hungary, Norway, Belgium, 
Belgian Congo, Brazil, India.
Pakistan, Nicaragua, U.K., Southern 
Rhodesia, U.K. Territories, Monaco, 
Uruguay, Canada, Mongolia, Poland, 
Roumania, Vatican City, France, Morocco 
and Tunisia, Netherlands, Chile, U.S.A., 
Czechoslovakia, Portugal, U.N.O.
9 (b)

Total number of answers: +̂3
No answers: 9
Yes: 13, 
(Conditional b), viz: Cuba, Colombia, Indonesia, Mexico,

Argentine, Portugal, France. Morocco 
nd Tunisia, Canada, Portugal Col., South

African Union, Netherlands, Austria.
No: 11,
(Conditional: 1), viz: S.C.A.P., Mongolia, Australia, Bielo­

russia S.S.R., Italy, Czechoslovakia,
New Zealand, Switzerland, Ukraine B.S.R., 
U.S.S.R., Albania,

Abstentions: 7? viz: Yugoslavia, Hungary, Norway, Belgium, 
Belgian uongo, India, Brazil.
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Question 9.
(c ont'd.)

Other Replies; 12, viz Roumania, Vatican City,Chile, U.S.,;
Pakistan, Nicaragua, U.K., Southern 
Rhodesia, U.K. Territories, Monaco, 
Uruguay, Poland.
Q

Total number of answers; 
No answers;

l £ l

3*+18
Yes; 10,
(Conditional; 3)? viz; Cuba, Colombia, Indonesia, Mexico,

Argentine, Portugal, France. Morocco 
and Tunisia, Austria, Bolivia.

No; 10, viz; Mongolia, Switzerland, Bielorussia
S.S.R., Ukraine S.S.R., U.S.S.R.,
Italy, Netherlands, New Zealand, Canada, 
Albania.

Abstentions; 5? viz; Yugoslavia, Hungary, Norway, Brazil,
India.

/
Other Replies; 9? viz; Pakistan, U.K., Southern Rhodesia,

U.K. Territories, Monaco, Poland, 
Roumania, Vatican City, South African 
Union.

Question 10.
Is it the principal function of high frequency 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?

Replies
Total number of answers; 5l
No answers; 1
International Preferences; 9 (Conditional; 2)

Austria, Monaco, Italy, Switzerland, Syria, Uruguay, 
China, U.S .A .. U.N.O.
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National Preferences; 16 (Conditionals 1), viz:
Mongolia, Cuba, Brazil, Nicaragua, Czechoslovakia, French 
Overseas Territories, Roumania, Albania, Mexico, Poland, 
Bielorussia S.S.R., Portugal, Ukraine S.S.R., U.S.S.R,, 
India, Indonesia.

2 Alternatives on equal basis: 13, viz:
Colombia, Australia, U.K., Southern Rhodesia, y. •
Territories, Morocco and Tunisia, Chile, Argentine,' 
Bolivia, Netherlands, Belgium, Belgian Congo, Vatican 
City.

Abstentionss 3, viz:
Yugoslavia, Hungary, Norway.

Other Replies: 10, viz:
South African Union, New Zealand, France, Pakistan, Den­
mark, Sweden, Iceland, Finland, Canada, S.C.A.P.

Question II.
When reducing requirements would it be advisable to take 
into account the fact that some countries
(a) reduced their requirements before they were submitted\

(b) submitted requirements without taking into considera­
tion the principle of economy of frequencies?

Replies
11 (a)

Total number of answers: *+7
No answers: 5
Yes: 17,
(Conditional: 2), viz: S .C .A,P., Cuba, China, Australia, Indo­

nesia, Uruguay, Portugal, New Zealand, 
U.K., Southern Rhodesia, U.K. Terri­
tories, France, Morocco and Tunisia, 
Switzerland, Vatican City, Austria, 
U.N.O.

Question 10.
(cont'd.)
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Question 11.
(cont’d.)

No; 15, viz:

Abstentions: 5, viz:

Other replies: 10,viz:

U.S.S.R., Ukraine S.S.R., Bielorussia 
S.S.R., Colombia, South African Union, 
Nicaragua, Italy, India, Argentine, 
Roumania, Albania, Czechoslovakia, 
Poland, Mongolia, Mexico,
Yugoslavia F..P.R., Hungary, Norway, 
Belgium, Belgian Congo.
Denmark, Finland, Sweden, Iceland, 
Brazil, Chile, Monaco, Syria, U.S.A., 
Bolivia,,

Total number of answers: 
No answers:
Yes: 2 b ,
(Conditional: 2),' viz:

Nos 7? viz:

Abstentions: 3? viz: 
Other replies: 9? vi:

Question 12

^3
9

S .C .A .P .. Cuba, China, Australia, 
Nicaragua, Italy, Switzerland. Indonesia, 
Belgium, Belgian Congo, Uruguay,
Portugal, U.K., Southern Rhodesia,
British Territories, New Zealand, 
Argentine, Colombia, Albania, Vatican, 
France, Austria, U.N., Bolivia.
India, Mongolia, South African Union, 
Ukraine S.S.R., Bielorussia S.S.R., 
U.S.S.R., Roumania.
Yugoslavia F.P.R., Hungary, Norway.
Denmark, Sweden, Iceland, Finland,
Chile, U.S.A., Syria, Brazil, Monaco.

(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?

Replies JLLial
Total number of answers 
No answers: U5

7
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Yes: 11, 
(Conditional:

Question 12.
( c on tf cfTT

No: 16, 
(Conditional:

Abstentions: 5

Other replies:

Total number 
No answers:
Yes: 8, viz: 
(Conditional:

No: 28, viz:

Abstentions: A

Mongolia, U.S.S.R., Bielorussia S.S.R.,,
5)9 viz: Ukraine S.S.R., Colombia. Brazil.

Indonesia. Uruguay, Mexico. Argentine. 
Syria.

L) viz: S.C.A.P., Cuba, Nicaragua, France,
Monaco, Italy, Switzerland, Austria, 
Chile, India. Morocco and Tunisia,
New Zealand, Pakistan, Portugal,
Egypt, French Oversea Territories.

, viz: Yugoslavia, F.P.R., Norway, Belgium,
Belgian Congo, Bolivia,

13, viz: Albania P. R., South African Union,
Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary,
U.S.A., Vatican City, Ro'umania P.R., 
Australia, U.K., Southern Rhodesia,
U.K. territories, U.N.O.

lg J M
answers AA

3), viz S,C .A .P.. Nicaragua, Austria, Chile, 
South African Union, French Oversea 
territories, Portugal. Switzerland.
Pakistan, Cuba, Brazil, Hungary,
Colombia, Czechoslovakia, France, Monaco, 
Italy, Indonesia, Syria, India,
Albania P.R., Uruguay, Mexico,
Ukraine S.S.R., Mongolia, Poland, 
Argentine, U.S.A., U.S.S.R., Bielorussia 
S.S.R., Australia, Morocco and Tunisia, 
Roumania P.R.,
New Zealand.

Bolivia, Egypt,

viz: Yugoslavia F.P.R,* 
Belgian Congo. ■

Norway, Belgium,

Other replies: A, viz: Vatican City, U.K., Southern Rhodesia, 
U.K. territories.



Question 13:
(a) Should assignments be made to all countries,.irres­

pective of their ability to use them immediately on 
account of the non-availability of equipment, lack 
of other resources or for any other special reasons?

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

Replies; 11 (a)
Total number' of answers 
No answers;
Yes; 33;. ;
(Conditional; 8), viz;

N o; lb-,
(Conditional; 1), viz;

Abstentions: 2, viz: 
Other replies: 2, viz

51
1

Yugoslavia F.P.R., Hungary, Colombia, 
Egypt, Czechoslovakia, Roumania P.R., 
Indonesia, Syria, Albania P.R., Uruguay, 
Mexico, Ukraine S.S.R,, Mongolia,
Austria, Poland, Argentine, U,S 
U.S.S.R., Bolivia, Bielorussia S,S,R .,
Cuba, Brazil,
Portugal, Chile, Italy,

Netherlands, Canada
Iceland, Denmark, 
Pakistan,

  Switzerland,
Sweden, Finland,

Australia, U.K., Southern Rhodesia, 
U.K. territories, S.C.A.P., Belgium, 
Belgian Congo, India, Monaco, South . 
African Union, France, French Oversea 
territories, U.N., New Zealand
Norway, Morocco and Tunisia
China, Vatican City.

H _ l k 2
Total number of answers: 35
No answers: 17
Yes: lb-,
(Conditional: 8), viz: Brazil, Colombia, Italy, Indonesia,

Bolivia, Cuba, Chile, Egypt, Syria, 
U.S.;,., Switzerland, Uruguay, Mexico, 
Argentine.
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' Question 13.

(cont ’ d.).
Nos 16? viz:

Abstentionss 3> viz:

Other replies: 2, viz:
Question 14- .

If the answer to question 1(c) Document No. 193 is in
the affirmative,
(a) Would it be advisable to specify the total number

of channel-hours to be set aside for exclusive 
assignment to ’'certain countries which suffered
damage during the last war"?

(b) If the answer to question (a) above is in the
af f irmativeq
i. Would it be advisable to specify the countries

which are to be included as ’’certain countries
which suffered damage during the last war”?

ii. Would it be advisable to havo the countries
thus designated allocate among themselves the 
channel-hours specified for this purpose?

U.S.S.R.’, Mongolia, China, Hungary,
New Zealand, Czechoslovakia, French 
Oversea territories, Roumania P.R., 
Albania P.R., Ukraine S.S.R,, Austria, 
Poland, Bielorussia S.S.R., Pakistan, 
Canada, Finland#
Yugoslavia F.P.R., Norway, Morocco and 
Tunisia.
Portugal, Vatican City.

Replies:
l b  (a)

Total number of answers: +̂7
No answers: 5
Yes: 9,
(Conditional: 3), viz: S.C.A.P., Australia, Albania P.R.?

Bielorussia S.S.R.. U.S„S.R., Ukraine
S.S.R., Mongolia, South African Union, 
Uni t ed Nati on s.
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Question iV.
(cont1d.)

Nos 30, viz:

Abstentionss 3, vizs

Pakistan, Cuba, Brazil, Colombia,
Egypt, Denmark, Nicaragua, Finland,
Monaco, Sweden, Norway, Syria, India, 
Switzerland, Uruguay, Mexico, Canada, 
Argentine, U.S.A., Bolivia, Iceland,Austria 
New Zealand, U.K., Southern Rhodesia,
British
Belgian Congo,

'erritories, Indonesia, Belgium
France

Yugoslavia,,F .P ,R., Hungary, 
Czechoslovakia*

Other replies: 5? viz: Netherlands, Chile, Poland, Morocco
and Tunisia, Roumania.

I1 (b 1)
Total number of answers: 
No answers:

23
29

Yes: 8,
(Conditional: 3)? viz:

No: 8, Viz

S.C.A.P., South African Union, Australia, 
Albania.P.R., U.K., U .S .S.R.,
Bielorussia S.S.R., Ukraine S.S.R.
Uruguay, Argentine, U.S.A., New 
Zealand, Nicaragua, Brazil, Colombia, 
Egypt.

/.Abstentions: 3? viz Yugoslavia F.P.R., Hungary, 
Czechoslovakia.

Other replies: b, viz: Switzerland, Roumania P.R., Poland, 
Chile.

(b 2)
Total number of 
No answers:

Lnswer, 22
30

Yes: 0
No: 15? vM Brazil, Colombia, 

Union, Austra"
Egypt, South African 
New Zealand, Nicaragua, 

S 0C .A .P ., Uruguay, Argentine,
Bielorussia S.S.R., Switzerland, Chile, 

Ukraine S.S.R.U.S ,S „R
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Question lA.
(cont* d.)

Abstentions; 3* viz

Other replies; 5-, viz;

Yugoslavia F.P.R,, Hungary, 
Czechoslovakia.
Poland, Albania P.R., Roumania P.R., 
U.N.

Question 15.
Taking into consideration the rights common to all 
countries, and considering the total number of channel- 
hours to be distributed, would it be advisable to, 
establish maximum and minimum limits for assignment of 
these channel-hours in order to avoid great inequality 
between the contemplated limits?

Total number of answers! 
No. answers!
Yess 19,
(Conditionals b), viz

No; 23, viz

Argentine, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, 
Colombia, Cuba, Egypt, France, Indonesia, 
Mexico, Nicaragua, Morocco and Tunisia, 
Syria, Uruguay, S.C.A.P., Austria, 
Vatican City, Portugal, U.N.O.
Albania, Australia, Bielorussia S.S.R., 
U.K. territories, Denmark, U.S.A., 
Finland, Iceland, Italy, Monaco, Norway,
New Z ealana, Poland, Ukrainian &.S ,R., 
Southern Rhodesia, Roumania P.R., 
Switzerland, Czechoslovakia, South 
African Union, U.S.S.R., Mongolia, 
Netherlands.

Abstentions! 3? viz; Belgium Belgian Congo, India

Question 16.
Once the various categories of priorities are adopted, 
would it be advisable to divide up the total available 
channel-hours between these categories and then distri­
bute them among the countries?

Replies.
Total number of answers; 
No answers;

1+7
5



Yess 8,
(conditionals 1), viz: Argentine, Brazil, Colombia, Mexico,

Nicaragua, Indonesia, Cube., Netherlands
Nos 3b-,
(Conditionals 2), vizs Albania, Australia, Austria, Belgium,

Bielorussia S.S.R., Canada, Vatican 
City, U.K. territories, Belgian Congo, 
Denmark, U.S.A., Finland, Iceland, ✓ 
Norway, New Zealand, Pakistan, Poland, 
Portugal, Ukraine S.S.R., Southern 
Rhodesia, Roumania P.R., UAK., Sweden, 
Czechoslovakia, South African Union, 
U.S.S.R., Uruguay, Mongolia, 
Switzerland, France. India. Italy, 
Monaco, Syria.

Abstentionss 5, viz: Bolivia, Chile, Morocco and Tunisia,
U.N.O., S.C.A.P.,

Question 17
Would It bo advisable to set a limit to the duration of 
programmes for the use of each frequency assigned to a 
specified country in order to satisfy a greater number 
of requirements than might otherwise be possible?

Replies
Total number of answers: 
No answers:
Yes:. 1
(Conditional: 3), viz

l+9
3

argentine, ______ 7 ______ 7   ... -
Monaco, Portugal, S.C.A.P., Austria, 
Brazil, Vatican City, France. Mexico 
Morocco and Tunisia. Switzerland, 
U.N.O.

Bolivia, Colombia, Indones 
S.C.A.P.. Austria,

No: 3b-, .
(Conditionals 1), viz: Albania, Australia, Bielorussia S.S.R.,

Canada, Chile, U.K. Territories, Cuba, 
Denmark, Egypt, U.S.A., Finland, India, 
Iceland, Italy, Nicaragua, Norway,
New Zealand, Pakistan, Poland, Ukraine
S.S.R., Belgium, Belgian Congo,. French  ̂
Territories. Southern Rhodesia, Roumania 
P,R., U.K., Sweden, Syria, Czechoslovak! 
South African Union, U.SJ3.R., Uruguay, 
Mongolia, Netherlands.
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Question 18
Would it be desirable, in the assignment of high frequencies 
for broadcasting, to take into account evidence existing 
at present of the interest of listeners in programmes 
which are now being transmitteed?

Replies
Total number of answers: 
No answers:
-L C O • J, ( ,
(Conditionals 1), vizs Belgium, Canada, Belgian Congo, Italy,

New Zealand, South African Union, U.N.O. 
Bolivia, Chile, Vatican City, U.K..Terri 
tories, Indonesia, Portugal, Southern 
Rhodesia, U.K., Switzerland, French 
Territories.,

Austria, U.S.S.R., Brazil, Colombia, 
Egypt, U.S.A., India, Mexico, Monaco, 
Nicaragua, Norway, Poland, Morocco and 
Tunisia, Ukraine S.S.R., Roumania P.R., 
Syria, Czechoslovakia, Uruguay, Mongolia, 
S .C .A.P., Cuba, France, Netherlands, 
Bielorussia S.S.R.

Cuba, Denmark, Finland, France. Iceland, 
Nicaragua, Sweden, U.N.0., S.C.A .P .,
U.K. Territories, Italy, Mexico, Norway, 
Morocco and Tunisia', ""Southern Rhodesia. 
U.K., South African Union, Netherlands

No: 2.7,
(Conditional: l,)vizs • Albania P.R., Argentine, Australia,

Question 19
(i) 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.

(ii) If so in what form and to what extent?
Replies 19 ( la)

Total number of answers: 
No answers:

*+7
5

Yes: 22
(Conditional: 7)? viz: Argentine, Australia, Chile, Colombia
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•?
No: 25,

• (Conditional: 1), viz: Albania, Austria, Belgium, Brazil,
Canada, Belgian Congo, Egypt, India, 
Indonesia, Monaco, New Zealand, Pakistan, 
Poland, Ukraine S.S.R., Roumania P.R., 
Syria, Czechoslovakia, French Territories, 
U.S ,S .R .,Mongolia, Bielorussia S.S.R,, 
U.S.A., Portugal, Uruguay, Switzerland ...

uestion 19
con't1 d.)

19 (I b)
Total number of answers: 
No.answers:
Yes: 10,
(Conditionals V), viz

No: 37? ' 
(Conditional: 1), viz:

*+7
5

Arg entinc, Chil 
Nicaragua, S.C.A'.P., 
Morocco
- - -  CJ------------------- 7
Nicaragua, w . ̂  •,  x xcxx.y,

and Tunisia, Netherlands
Colombia, 

Italy,
France,
Mexico,

Question 20
Is it desirable to formulate a recommendation of a 
maximum power limit to 'prevent rivalries in the competition 
for power?

Replies
Total number of answers: 50
No answers: 2
Yes: h i ,
(Conditionals 3), vi*: Albania P.R., Australia, Austria,

Belgium, Bielorussia S.S.R., Bolivia, 
Vatican City, U.K. territories, Belgian 
Congo, Danmark, Finland, France,
Hungary, Iceland, Italy, Monaco, Norway,
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Question 20.
(cont1d.)

Y e s:(c ontinu ed)

No: 8, viz:

Abstentions: 1, viz:

Indonesia, Poland, Morocco and Tunisia, 
Yugoslavia F.P'.R., Ukraine S.S.R.,
Southern Rhodesia, Roumania P.R,,
U.K., Sweden, Switzerland, Czechoslovakia, 
French Territories, U.S.S.R,, Mongolia,
U .N . 0 ., S ,C .A .P ,, Brazil, Cuba, Egypt, 
India, Portugal, Syria, South African 
Union, Netherlands.
Argentine, Chile, Colombia, Nicaragua, 
Uruguay, U.S.A., New Zealand, Mexico
Cano, da

Question 21

(b)

Do you think the sovereignty of peoples should be wholly 
respected with reference to the organization of their 
telecommunications by high frequency radio-broadcasting?
If not, do you believe it possible and desirable to impose 
on them a Plan to which they have not freely consented and, 
if so how?

Replies
21 (a)

Total number 
No answers:

of answers U9

Yes: 27,
(Conditional: 1), viz: Albania■P.R,, Argentine, Austria,

Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia,
Cuba, Egypt, U.S.A., France, Hungary, 
Indonesia, Italy, Mexico, Nicaragua, 
Poland, Portugal, Morocco and Tunisia, 
Yugoslavia F.P.R., Roumania,P.R.,
Syria, Czechoslovakia, U.N.O., Uruguay, 
Switzerland.

No: 8,
(Conditional:1), viz: Australia, Denmark, Finland, India, 

I c el and, S'wed en, S „C .A .P .,
New Zealand.

Abstentions: lb, viz Bielorussia, S.S.R., Vatican
J.K., Belgian Congo, Monaco, 
rn'-airie S .S ,R., Southern

Belgium 
City,
Norway, uki 
Rhodesia, U.K.'Territories, South' 
African Union, U.S.S.R., Mongolia 
Netherlands.
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Question 21
(contrd.)

Total number 
No answers?

of answers
21 (b)

i}.l+
8

Yes? 0 
No? 3*+? viz

Abstentions? 10, viz

Albania P.R., Argentine, Austria, 
Australia, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada,
Chile, Colombia, U.K. territories,
Cuba, Egypt, U.S.A., France, Hungary, 
Indonesia, Italy, Mexico, Nicaragua,
New Zealand, Netherlands, Poland, 
Portugal, Yugoslavia F.P.R., Southern 
Rhodesia, Roumania P.R., U.K., Syria,
C z echo Slovakia, Uruguay, U,N.0.,
S .C .A .P.,Morocco and Tunisia, Switzerland
Belgium, Bielorussia S.S.R,, Vatican 
City, Belgian Congo, Monaco, Norway, 
Ukraine S.S,r >? South African Union, 
U.S.S.R., Mongolia,

Question 22
Would it be admissible to 
International Broadcastin

H (iDncnrl.o'fini c-.a -i f* th e

allocate frequencies for 
& to Colonies, oversea territories 

ana dependencies if the same are covered by broadcasts 
from their respective mother countries?

Replies
Total number of answers? 
No answers?
Yes? l*f?
(Conditional? 1), viz

9

Saves'
V ,
GE^i

Canada, U.K., U.K. Territories, Southern 
Rhodesia, Morocco and Tunisia, Australia, 
Norway, Indonesia, Netherlands, French 
Territories, Belgium, Belgian Congo, 
Portugal, France.

No: 23,
(Conditional: 1), viz Brazil, Colombia, Egypt, Mexico, 

Czechoslovakia, Cuba, U.N.O., Austria, 
Roumania P.R., Nicaragua, BielorussiaQ P o ,ri Uruguay, U.S.S.R., India, Syria,
Mongolia, Ukraine S.S.R., Poland 
Argentine, Albania P.R., Bolivia, 
Switzerland, South African Union.
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Question 22
(cont1d.)

Abstentions; 1, vis; 
Other replies; 59 viz

Vugoslavia F.P.R.
U 0S. A. 9 S.C.A.P., Monaco, New Zealand, 
Chile,

Question 27
Would it he advisable to study the possibility of 
dividing up the countries of the world into Zones or 
Groups-in order to distribute among these 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 Groups?.

Replies
Total number 
No answers;

oi answers

Yes; 11,
(Conditionals 9)9 viz;

No; 36, vi:

Question 2.k 

(a)

(b)

*+7
5

Brazil. Colombia. Chile, Mexico.
Bolivia, U.N.O., S .C J i .P.. Nicaragua, 
Uruguay, Cuba, Argentine.
Czechoslovakia, U.S.A., Albania P.R., 
Portugal, Belgium, Belgian Congo, 
Switzerland, France, South African 
Union, Austria, Canada, Roumania P.R., 
Iceland, Sweden, Monaco, U.K., 
Bielorussia'S.S.R., Morocco and Tunisia, 
Denmark, Australia, Norway, Pakistan, 
Indonesia, U.S.S.R., India, Syria, 
Netherlands, Finland, Mongolia, Ukraine
S.S.R., Poland, French Territories, 
Vatican City, New Zealand, Southern 
Rhodesia, U.K. Territories.

Would it be advisable and practicable to reduce the 
excess of requirements by the application of suitable 
percentages to the number of channels and/or hours of 
transmission requested?
If so, would it be advisable to apply suitable percentages 
for each band?
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Replies 2b (a)
Total number of answers: +̂8
No answers: Y
Yess 8,
(conditional: 6), viz; Colombia. Cuba. Nicaragua, Uruguay.

Argentine, Bolivia, Switzerland,
Mexico.

No: *+0, viz:* U.N.O., South African Union, Albania
P.R., Belgium, Belgian Congo, France, 
Southern Rhodesia, U.K. territories, 
Brazil, Egypt, Italy, Czechoslovakia, 
U.S.A., New Zealand, Iceland, Monaco, 
Sweden, U.K., Syria, Chile, Netherlands, 
Austria, Canada, S.C.A.P., Roumania 
P.R., Bielorussia S.S.R., Morocco and 
Tunisia, Denmark, Australia, Norway, 
Pakistan, Indonesia, U.S.S.R,, India', 
Finland, Mongolia, Ukraine S.S,r . ? 
Poland, French Territories, Vatican 
City.

Question 2b
(cont'd.)

2b (b)
Total number of answers: 32
No answers: 20
Yes: 7j
(Conditional: b ), viz: Argentine, Switzerland, Nicaragua,

Uruguay, Mexico, Colombia, Cuba.
No; 25> viz: Mongolia, Ukraine S.S.R., French

Territories, Vatican City, Austria, 
Canada, Roumania P.R., Albania P.R,, 
Bielorussia S.S.R., Morocco and Tunisia, 
U.S.S.R., India, New Zealand, Monaco,
CzechoSlovakia, Egypt, U.S. A., U.K. 
territories, U.K., Southern Rhodesia, 
Brazil, Chile, Syria, Netherlands, 
Italy.

Question 25
Should the needs of countries which have not submitted their
requirements be taken into consideration?
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Replies

Question 2'
(cont’d.)

Total number of answers: 
No answers:
Yes: 28,
(Conditional: 3), viz:

No: 6,
(Conditional: 1), viz

A., Austria, Canad 
Switzerland, Braz:'

Australia, South African Union, India, 
U.S.S.R., Bielorussia S.S.R., Ukraine 
S.S.R.

Abstentions: 1, viz:
Other replies: 12, viz

Question 26

Norway.
French Territories, Morocco and Tunisia, 
New Zealand, Monaco, U.K., U.K. terri­
tories, Southern Rhodesia, Roumania 
P^R., Albania P.R., Belgium, Belgian 
Congo, France,

In the allocation of H.F. channel-hours for national and 
‘’primary11 coverage should any preference be given for services 
which cannot technically (as distinct from economically) be 
provided in any other way?

Replies
Total number of answer; 
No answers:
Yes: 1*+, 
(Conditional:

No: 7> viz:

37
15

3), viz: Netherlands, Mexico, U.S.A., New Zealand,
U.N.O., South African Union, Belgium, 
Belgian Congo, Bolivia, Australia, 
Indonesia, India., Canada, Roumania P.R.
Czechoslovakia, Mongolia, Poland,
Albania P.R., Bielorussia S.S.R., 
U.S.S.R,, Ukraine S.S.R.
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Abstentions: 1̂ +, viz? France, Morocco and Tunisia, Monaco,
U.K., Norway, Pakistan, Colombia,
French Territories, Argentine, Vatican 
City, U.K. territories, Southern 
Rhodesia, Uruguay, S.C.A.P,

Other replies 2, viz: Switzerland, Brazil.
Question 27

'Where H.F. channel-hours are allotted to a nation. fork” primary”
coverage as the most economic means (but not the ultimate high 
quality'means) of providing service, should any allocation 
made for the purpose in bands applicable to international and 
intercommonwealth "auxiliary”, broadcasting be taken into account 
when allotting the same nation frequency hours to fulfil its 
international or intercommonwealth aspirations? -

Replies
Total number of answers? 21
No answers:
Yes: 3? viz:
No; 13? viz:

Question 26
( contf d,)

. Abstentions: 17, viz: French Territories, Argentine, Vatican
City, Brazil, Colombia,. U.N.O., South 
African Union, Norway, Belgian Congo, 
Belgium, Roumania P .R., S ,C .A .P .,
Uruguay, Indonesia, Morocco and Tunisia , 
Monaco, France.

Question 28
In arriving at a basis for the distribution of such H.F, broad­
casting frequency hours as may be made available for "auxiliary” 
international and intercommonwealth services, should any loading, 
or preference be allowed to nations broadcasting from world 
centers which to groups of nations are natural foci or world 
news culture and are recognized as being peculiarly equipped 
to meet the needs and desires of large blocks of the world’s 
listeners?

19
U.S.A., New Zealand, Australia.
Mongolia, Ukraine S.S.R., Poland,
Mexico, Czechoslovakia, Canada,. U.K. U.K. 
Territories, Southern Rhodesia,
Bielorussia S.S.R., Pakistan, U ,S ,S ,R,, 
Albania P.R.
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Question 28
Replie;

Total number of answers! 
No answers!
Yes! 8

36
16

(Conditional! 1), viz; Netherlands. Australia, U.K., Indonesia,

Noi 13, viz

Abstentions! 15, viz:

South African Union, New Zealand, U.K. 
territories, Southern Rhodesia.
Mongolia, Ukraine S.S.R,, Poland, 
Bielorussia S.S.R,, Pakistan, U.S.S.R. 
Mexico, Czechoslovakia, U.S.A.,
Albania P.R., Bolivia, India, Canada.
French Territories, Argentine, Vatican 
City, Morocco and Tunisia, Monaco, 
Norway, Roumania P.R., U.N.O.*, Brazil, 
Colombia, Belgium,.Belgian Congo,
Franc e, S ,C .A . P., Uruguay.



INTERNATIONAL 
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING 

CONFERENCE

Mexico City, 19k8/k9

SECOND REPORT
of Working Group C 

of General Principles Committee

1. Working Group C of Committee 3, as enlarged by the
addition of the following members !

India, Roumania, Switzerland, Brazil
'met on 18th and 19th January 19k9 to work in accordance with 
the following terms of reference t

i) To complete Document kk7?
ii) To formulate conclusions based on Documents 375>

38k and kk7?
iii) To establish a draft recommendation for the 

Plenary Assembly.
Prof. Ahmed S. Bokhari (Pakistan) was in the chair.

2, Correction of Document kk7« Written requests for 
corrections to be made in Document kk7 had been received up 
to the morning of 18th January 19k9 from some delegations.
The Working Group decided to invite the remaining 
delegations also to send in their remarks, if they cared to
do so, and issued a notice for that purpose (Document JOk).
Comments from a few more delegations were received in response 
to this notice. ■ These, as well as the aments received 
previously were all duly considered, first by the Sub-groups 
and then by the entire Working Group, and Document kk7 was 
modified accordingly. This document, after corrections, now 
appears as Document 511•

3 * Conclusions and Recommendation. On these two points the
Working Group adopted, by 11 votes to 5 (one member of the 
Working Group being absent) the following resolution proposed 
by the Delegate of Roumania s
" (a) In analysing the replies of countries (Documents 375? 

38k and 511) to the Questionnaire in Document 265? 
Working Group C of Committee 3 recognizes that it is 
impossible to establish, at the present time, general 
principles acceptable to the great majority of 
countries and applicable in a uniform manner to all

Document No. 512-E 
20 January 19k9 
Committee 3



" (b)

" '(c)

countries, principles which could serve as a basis 
for the elaboration of a High Frequency Broadcasting 
Plan. At the same time, the Working Group notes that 
the .majority of countries consider that the 
elaboration of a Plan on the basis of technical 
principles alone is unacceptable.
In view of the above-mentioned circumstances and
taking into account the desire of the members of the
Working Group to submit, as promptly as possible, to 
the Plenary of the Conference and to Committee 6 , 
any necessary information concerning the fulfilment 
of the terms of reference of Committee 3> the Working 
Group recommends that the report to the Plenary 
Assembly prepared by Committee 3 regarding the ful­
filment of its terms of reference be composed of the
items given in (c) below,-
i) The text of paragraph (a) of the present 

resolution;
.ii) Document 1̂1 which contains a statistical

summary of the replies to the Questionnaire in 
Document 265;

iii) Document 38A, containing the full text of the 
replj.es of the countries to the Questionnaire 
in Document 265;

iv) A recommendation 'to the Plenary Assembly of the 
Conference to submit Documents 511? 375 (as 
corrected) and 385 to Committee 6 for purposes 
of information.11

— 2 ~*
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Ahmed Bokhari
Chairman, Working

of
Committee 3



INTERNATIONAL Document No, 513-E
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING

CONFERENCE 20 January 1959
Original: FRENCH

Mexico City, 1958/1959

Committed 3

REPORT.ON THE WORK OF THE GENERAL PRINCIPLES COMMITTEE "

CONSTITUTION, COMPOSITION AND TERMS OF REFERENCE.
Committee 3 was set up by the Plenary Assembly on October 

26th, 1958, Initially, the following countries stated that they 
wished to take part in its works

Albania, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bielorussian S.S.R., 
Brazil, Canada, Chile, China, Overseas Territories of the French 
Republic, United Kingdom Colonies and Protectorates, Cuba, Denmark, 
Dominican Republic, U.S.A., Finland, France, Guatemala, India, 
Indonesia, Ireland, Iceland, Italy, Luxembourg, Mexico, Monaco,
New Zealand, Pakistan, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Morocco and 
Tunisia, Yugoslavia, Ukrainian S.S.R., So. Rhodesia, Roumania P.P.R., 
United Kingdom, Switzerland, U.S.S.R., Uruguay, Venezuela, and the 
Observer of the United Nations.

Later, the following were added to this lists
Argentine, Belgian Congo, Bolivia, Bulgaria P.R., Colombia 

Czechoslovakia, Egypt, El Salvador, Hungary, Nicaragua, Norway, 
Panama, Portuguese Colonies, South Africa, Sweden, Turkey, Vatican 
City; in addition, the following Observers;

Popular Republic of Mongolia, S.C.A.P., U.N.E.S,C.0., as 
well as the expert of the I.F.R.B.

Mr. H. J. Van den Broek (Netherlands) was Chairman, Mr. 
Jacques Meyer (France), First Vice-Chairman; Professor Viljo Viktor 
Yloestalo (Finland), Second Vice-Chairman; Mr. J. M. Leproux (France), 
Rapporteur.
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Owing to his commitments in other Committees, the Second
Vice-Chairman has only been able to attend a limited number of meet­
ings of Committee 3.

The Plenary Assembly gave the following terms of reference 
to Committee 3“

"To examine and recommend the types of priorities and the 
general principles which may-serve as a basis for the final draft of 
the High Frequency Broadcasting Assignment Plan or Plans, for which 
purpose the following should particularly be taken into accounts

a) The reports and documents of the Planning Committee 
(Geneva and Mexico Sessions). •

b) . The comments sent by the different countries and the
documents of this Conference which contain points of 
view or information on the subject."

II. MEETINGS AND WORKING GROUPS.

The Committee held 5l plenary meetings after its opening 
meeting on October 2'7th and up to the date of the examination of this 
Report, (the figures in brackets give the Document numbers of the 
reports of. the meetings concerned)? October 28th (27), October 29th 
(50), November 3rd (77)? November 5th (85), November 10th (116), 
November :11th (130), November 12th (131)? November 15th (163), No­
vember l6th (165), November 17th (196), November 19th (197)? November 
22nd (202), November 23rd (232), November 25th (233), November 26th 
(235), November 29th (250), December 1st (288),; December 2nd (292), 
December 3rd (303)? December 8th (325), December 9th (333)? December 
10th (327)5 December 22nd. morning ( 5lo), December 22nd,. afternoon 
(519)? December 23rd (520;? January 3rd, morning (521), January 3rd, 
afternoon, (522-), January 5th, morning (523 ), January 5th, afternoon, 
(525), January 7th, morning (589), January ?th, afternoon (525)? 
January 8th (526), January 10th, morning (527 )? January 11th, morning 
(528), January 13th, morning (529), January 13th? afternoon (530), 
January l5th,morning (531), January 17th, morning (532), January 17th, 
afternoon (533)? January 19th, evening (53*0? January 20th, morning
(535).
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Plenary meetings of the Committee were held on almost all 
working days (apart from Saturdays), except when this was prevented 
either by Plenary Sessions of the Conference or by meetings of Work­
ing Groups of the Committee.

• •
Thre© Working Groups were successively set ups
Group A . whose task was to classify and define the various 

types of broadcasting. It was composed of representatives of;
Vatican City, Brazil, U.S.A., India, Morocco and Tunisia, 

Mexico, Portugal, United Kingdom, U.S.S.R.5 and later, Cuba and Italy.
Chairman: Father Soccorsi (Vatican City).
Reports: Documents 171 and 290.
Group B . whose task was to classify and, if necessary, to 

combine and re-write the additional questions proposed by the dele­
gations, so to submit to the full Committee those which it should a~dd 
to its questionnaire. The Group was composed of :r©presentatlvo-ŝ ofts:

Argentine, Canada, Overseas Territories of the French Repub­
lic, India, Roumania, Switzerland.

Chairman: Mr. Barajas (Mexico).
Reports: Document 221.

Group C. .entrusted with examining, classifying and inter­
preting the replies to the questionnaire. It was formed from 
representatives of:

Argentine, Colombia, U.S.A., France, Indonesia, Italy, New- 
Zealand, Pakistan, Portugal, United Kingdom, Czechoslovakia, Ukrainian
S.S.R., U.S.S.R., Uruguay..

Chairman: Professor A. S. Bokhari (Pakistan).
Reports: Documents. 375 and 513* The replies in full .are

contained in Document 3$+ (2 volumes).
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HI. THE APPROACH TO THE PROBLEM
^The terms of reference* which the Plenary Assembly had given 

to Committee 3 on October 26th did necessarily bear relation to points 
2 and 3 of the Agenda established for,, this Conference by the Atlantic 
City High Frequency Broadcasting Conference (19^7). These points were 
as follows:

2. Consideration of the question of priorities in. order to 
.take into account any needs for adjustment Wi ich. have

■ been brought- to light by the work of the Planning .Com-' mittee. . . -
3. Re-examination of general and technical principles and 

data in the light of any- new material which has become 
available since the Atlantic City Conference* with a 
view to establishing the basis of a final frequency 
assignment plan, ■

• With reference to the question of priorities.* iti.should be
noted -that the following conclusion was.reached by the Committee which 
was asked to examine this problem* amongst others, at the Atlantic 
City RHF Conference:: ir...* it is not possible now to draw up a table
of ' priorities,n . (See Rhf. Documents 128* 137 and l5+7).

It can be understood., therefore^ that Committee 3 of the 
Mexico City Conference began its work with some circumspection* but 
this fact did not exclude either good,humour or the desire to succeed,

o
.0 , .0

Theoretically, there.-w.ere several possible methods of tackling 
the problem. However, in the light of the experience gained at 
Atlantic City it scorned desirable to proceed with great prudence. Con­
fused and .fruitless discussions might* in the Chairmanf s. opinion* ̂ have 
resulted if a draft list of general principles, or_table of priorities, 
had been submitted to the Committee for consideration.

The Chair therefore considered that it was useless,to try to 
go forward too quickly* and that the first step might well be the 
drawing un of a certain number of questions. The replies to these 
questions" would enable account to be taken df the^opinions of the- a if 
ferent delegations with regard to the problems which had been raised.
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• On the basis of those replies, it might then perhaps bo 
possible to attempt to establish at 'least a number .of general prin­
ciples.

During its meeting on October 28th, the Committee authorized 
the Chairman to present a draft -questionnaire; this was done on 
November kth (Document *+9).

Several plenary meetings of the Committee were necessary 
before the text of 5 questions could be approved (Documents 198 and 
262), About 20 other questions were added to them at the proposal of 
Working Group B (Document 221), All delegations were then invited to 
reply to the final group of questions (Document 265), These replies, 
classified and coordinated by Working Group C, are dealt with in 
paragraphs IX and X of this Report. •

It would be vain to deny that the debates in Committee 3 
were at times laborious and that it was not always possible to achieve 
progress as rapid as the great majority of the Committee would, no 
doubt, have desired. This seems especially to have been the case 
when the Committee examined the texts of the first questions contained 
in Document k9.

However, beneath these discussions, which appeared to be 
purely theoretical and only concerned with details, there lay not 
only a keen appreciation of the problems at stake, but also a strong 
desire to make, a genuine, constructive contribution to this Confer­
ence, . . -

A number of delegates often wondered -.if it was really 
necessary to. discuss at such length the text of certain questions and 
if it would not be better to reserve their mental energy for framing 
replies. On reflection, however, they were obliged to admit that the 
manner in which a question is drawn up can.greatly influence the reply. 
Moreover, the importance of this reply was measured by the fact that 
it, in turn, would perhaps serve as atasis for the formulation of 
general principles.

Therefore, the discussions within Committee 3 had a definite 
value, even when they were most difficult, and progress was extremely 
slow. These debates enabled the delegations, without any positive 
conclusions being reached or decisions taken, to exchange their views 
on matters which most directly concerned them.

i
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Very often one had the impression that slowly and laborious­
ly, but nevertheless.syrcly, the dim outlines of a now international 
charter of high frequency broadcasting were being sketched in the course 
of those discussions..

Although at certain meeting, tho discussions were 
.more lively than is customary, yet th^ greatest cordiality 
did not cease to reign amongst the delegations. The tone of the de 
bates remained courteous and good faith remained absolute, even if, 
in exceptional cases, the customary vigour of the statements became 
somewhat vehement in form.

IV. DEVELOPMENT OF THE DEBATES.
The first meetings of Committee 3 were spent in preliminary 

discussions and in an exchange of views with regard to the classifi­
cation and definition of the various types of broadcasting. These 
discussions led to the formation on November 3rd of Working Group A 
whose composition has been given above and whose work will be briefly 
summarized in Section V.

. At this stage of the debates, several delegations submitted 
documents for the Committee to study. ’

The examination of the questionnaire, contained in Document 
*+9, began on November 10th, The Committee accepted this document as 
a basis for discussion, on the understanding that it, would be entirely 
free to modify, or to reject, one or several auestions, or to add ; 
others. Indeed, it seemed impossible not to let the Committee itself 
judge the final form of the questionnaire, to which all delegations 
would be invited to reply.

There was a risk that discussion on the best procedure to 
follow might be unduly prolonged, but, at the end of the meeting on 
.November 11th, the Delegation of Pakistan submitted the following 
resolution which was unanimously adoptedj .

MThe Committee adopts in general the questionnaire in Docu­
ment J+9 as the basis of discussion, in the purely arbitrary order in 
which the questions are given, approving or rejecting the individual 
questions as they are given; next considering additional questions - if 
any - and finally considering the order of the questions as they would 
appear in the final form.’1
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The procedure having thus been determined, the questions 
could now be examined one by one.

The discussions during the meeting next day showed the 
arduous task which the Committee had given itself by agreeing to 
discuss, down to the smallest details, the texts of the proposed 
questions *

With regard to the first question, the Delegation of India 
made a counter-proposal (Document 10*+) which received a great deal of 
support during the debates on November 12th, After re-drafting (Docu­
ment 115),the text of this question was unanimously adopted on Novem­
ber ljth with slight modifications only.

Two meetings, on November l6th and 17th, were required to 
complete discussion of the first part only of question No.,2. This 
question concerns the practicability of assigning a minimum number of 
channel hours to each country requesting it. It gave rise to pro­
longed but instructive discussions on the relationship between 
national sovereignty in broadcasting matters, as well as on the right 
of each country to a minimum part of the high frequency spectrum.

After this, progress was somewhat quicker. At the next 
meeting (November 19th), discussion was resumed on the second part of 
question Noc 2 which, the Delegations of Argentine and UoS.S.R. had 
re-submitted by way of an amendment. After minor alterations, this 
question and question No. 3 were approved.

In none of the cases mentioned, had it been necessary to 
take a vote. The Committee, like its Chairman, considered that it 
was desirable to avoid votes as far as possible, since a majority 
would not be able to impose its will on a minority in these matters.

However, time was short and at the meeting of November 23rd 
the Chairman felt it was necessary to put to the vote the amended text 
of question No, b, which was adopted by 27 votes to b, with 2 ab­
stentions.

The text of these b questions, as approved, is in Document
198.

o
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Two days later, the Committee "stated that it accepted the' 
date of December 17th, which the Plenary Assembly had fixed for the 
handing in of the final report. During the same meeting, the Com­
mittee appointed a Working Group to collect, group, classify and, if 
necessary, to draw up such additional questions as the delegations 
wished to add to the questionnaire. It asked this Group to submit 
its report as soon as possible.

Finally, it adopted unanimously a new text for question 
NO;., 5- (Document 262),

.' A further meeting was held on November 26th. It was de­
cided by 27 votes to' 8 that the new text of question No. 5 Would not 
Only include that of question No. 6.,' as had been decided the previous 
day, but that it also made question No. 7 superfluous. In this'way, 
the. examination of the questionnaire of the Chairman could be con­
sidered as complete.

However, before asking for replies, the Committee declared 
that it. would await the result of the work of Working Group B, which 
;it :had just set up.

Meanwhile, the report of Group A was to be discussed.

This Report (Document 171) was presented to the Committee, 
at its meeting on November. 29th.

It was then examined-at two meetings, held on December 1st 
and. 2nd;, this examination showed such wide differences of opinion that 
it was decided to' ask the Working; Group to. reconsider the. majority of 
its recommendations. '

However, the-Committee, in one meeting (December 3rd) and 
'almost without discussion, adopted the report.-of Working Group B 
(Document 221) which contained amongst other.things, the text of the 
additional questions which the Group proposed should 'be added to the 
questionnaire.

Immediately afterwards, the Committee appointed a new 
Working Group to classify and coordinate the replies. Thanks to the 
efforts of Mr. Bokhari, Chairman of the new Working Group, the ad— - 
ditional questions were combined, with those ofthe questionnaire, in 
a single document (Document 26J).
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The replies were to be.handed in-to tho Group by 2.p.m. on
December 8th, at the latest, but this target date was later postponed
until the afternoon of December 9th.

After having given Group A several days to reconsider Document 
No. 1.71, the Committee met on December 8th to study the results 
contained in Document No. 290.

These results amounted only to a decision taken by a small majo­
rity and the Committee, on the proposal of the Chair, attempted in 
the first place to see'if it could agree upon a compromise text.
After one and a half mootings,, these efforts proved unsuccessful. The 
Chairman then proposed that the Committee accept the evidence and re- . 
cognize that it seemed impossible to obtain unanimity or quasi-unanimity , 
which were, in his opinion, indispensable - despite the long debates and 
the manifest good will of uhe members of the Committee. He proposed 
that■questions of classification and definition of broadcasting types 
should be set aside and that the Committee pass on to discuss another 
subject, at any rate until such time as a new compromise text might 
be submitted, which had a real chance of being accepted either unani­
mously or by a very large majority.

This proposal met with vigorous opposition from certain delega­
tions, who considered tho procedure irregular and insisted that 
Document No. 290 be immediately discussed and put to the vote. This 
conflict found a happy solution when the delegations, who in protest 
had left the meeting on the previous.day, again attended the meeting 
on the following day (December 10), not in order to enforce their 
views., as a majority, but merely in order to take the opinion of the 
delegations on the statistical point of whether they accepted or 
rejected Document No. 290, this being done, not in order to impose the 
will of the majority, but simply "for statistical reasons". A compro­
mise text proposed by the Soviet Delegation was submitted to the dele­
gations under tho 3-ano conditions. For the results see the end of 
paragraph V.

Moreover, it was decided that question No. 5> as well as any 
replies which might already have been received, be examined separately 
from the others by Group C.

During the work of Working Group C. i.e. from December 11th to 
21st, the plenary meetings of the Committee were interrupted in order 
that the Working Group might hand in its report as soon as possible.

They were resumed on the morning of December 22nd. In accordance 
with Committee 3fs terms of reference and with a decision of the 
Coordinating Committee (Document No. 109)5 the Committee then 
decided to examine the questions of principle raided in Appendices B
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of the Reports of the Planning Committee (Geneva and Mexico Sessions).
This examination of the Appendices B was mainly devoted, as will 

be seen in paragraph VII, to discussion of the basic principles of tho 
Soviet Plan and it was completed on January 7th.

o
0 0  . ,

Committee 3 was then able to tackle the last part of its works exa­
mination of the Delegations* replies to the questionnaire (Document No. 
265)j as contained in extenso in Document No. 38*+ and as classified and 
interpreted by Working Group C in Document No. 375? which was accepted by 
the majority as a working document during the afternoon meeting on January 
7th together with Document No. 38*+.

In the course of the discussions which followed it appeared necessary 
to correct certain points in Document No. 375? after which the Committee 
proceeded to consider Documents Nos, -̂06 and *+07.

■Document No, ^06, prepared by the Chair, contained draft conclu­
sions and recommendations to be submitted by the Committee to tho Ple­
nary Assembly. The document gave rise to laborious discussion at a 
number of meetings. As the progress made was too slow to make certain 
that the Final Report would be presented to the Plenary Assembly within 
the prescribed time-limit, the Committee decided on January 17 to request 
Working Group■C'to meet again with a view to a second revision of the 
classification of the Replies, and the presentation of new draft con­
clusions and recommendations.

In its Report, which was submitted to the plenary Committee on 
January 20, Working Group C reached the conclusion that it could not carry out the second part of the task entrusted to it.

The text of the relevant resolution (which will be found at the 
•end of Chapter VIII) was approved by 28 votes to 10, with 6 abstentions, 
after the Argentine Delegation had submitted a different draft resolu­
tion.

The resolution marked the close of the labors of the Committee.
It gave expression to the impossibility, at any rate for the moment, 
of. finding general principles acceptable .to the great majority of 
countries, and applicable uniformly to all countries, but at the 
same time recommended the presentation of Documents Nos. 375? 38*+ and 
511 to the Plenary Assembly.



- 11 -
(Doc. 513-E)

V. WORKING GROUP A .
The following terms of reference were given to this Group, 

whose Chairman was Father Soccorsi and whose composition has been 
given above:

J'l, Determine and define the criteria for classifying the 
various types of high frequency transmissions, taking 
into account the destination of these transmissions, 
as well as the nature of the programmes and the techni­
cal conditions of operation.

2. Determine and define a practical classification, as 
simple as possible, capable,of being used immediately 
by the appropriate Committees, for statistical analysis 
and other purposes.

'3* This work should be undertaken on the basis of all pro­
posals and documents already submitted, or later to be 
submitted, to the present Conference, and on the basis 
of documentation of the Atlantic City HFB Conference.

b . Proposals for definition and. for classification should 
be submitted in a form which in no way prejudices later 
discussions on the principles of priority in Committee
3

The Group, constituted on November 3rd, has held numerous 
meetings. As working documents it had at^its disposal, among others:

No. 25 - The Question of Priorities - Brief Summary of the 
Atlantic City Documents;

No. 28 - Morocco and Tunisia - Classification of Short Wave 
Transmissions;

No. 38 - India - Types of Broadcasting Services;
No. 53 - Portugal - An attempt to classify HF Broadcasting 

Services;
No. 5b - Brazil - Proposal for Classification of Broad­

casting Services.
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After long discussions, and thanks to the untiring efforts 
of the chairman,- a report on "Proposal for Classification and 
Definition of different Types of■Transmissions" was presented on the 
29th November (Document No. 171).

This was composed of four parts, referring to classifica­
tion and proposed definitions, according tos

I. Destination of transmissions,
II. Nature of programmes,

III. Technical conditions,
IV, Necessity for using high frequencies.

While the report had not been voted on within- the Working 
Group, and some delegations had only made reservations with regard 
to certain points, violent opposition against the proposals contained 
therein became manifest when the document was discussed in the plen­
ary meetings of the Committee. During the meeting of December 1st, 
part III was approved by 22 votes to,13, after a vote taken because 
no-’ question of principle seemed to be involved. On the following 
day, part II was completely eliminated by 29 votes to 3« As to part 
IV, the Delegation of New Zealand proposed a new wording, as well 
as an addition establishing a classification into "indispensable 
services" and "auxiliary service's".

But the real stumbling block was undoubtedly part I, which 
proposed a classification intos

a) National Transmissions,
b) Mixed Transmissions,
c) International Transmissions,
d) Special Transmissions.

The opposition arose principally against the admission, 
within the classification, of the "mixed transmissions" which in­
cluded, amongst others, "transmissions in the language of the trans­
mitting country to persons enjoying the rights of citizenship of 
’that country but living outside its frontiers.". Certain delegations, 
and amongst them especially those of the Western hemisphere, con­
sidered that such a classification was of an inadmissible political 
character. While they were aware that opposition against the clas _ 
sification would not automatically signify the elimination of the 
objectionable transmissions, they did not want to see them "acknow­
ledged and sanctioned" in any official document of the «onference.



Other delegations on the contrary, insisted on a clearer and more 
complete definition of the classification in question.

.To this divergence of viewpoints must be added the srtgTOStions 
made by certain delegates to eliminate completely or partially category 
d) in which had been included the transmissions by the United Nations 
(including those by UNESCO), and those from the Vatican City and the 
International Red Cross, Other voices were raised insisting that cate­
gory a) , contrary to the proposal contained in Document 171, should 
cover only national transmissions in the strictest sense of the word, 
and that it should not cover transmissions intended for colonies, 
protectorates, territories under mandate and other countries members 
of a national community.

For these reasons and instead of proceding to a vote which, 
in the circumstances, would have had no practical significance, it 
was decided that parts I and IV as well as the proposal from New 
Zealand be-referred to the Working Group with the request that the 
problem be reconsidered in the light of the discussions within the 
Committee.

o
0 0

A few days later, Working Group A submitted a new draft of 
part I (Document No. 290). The main characteristic of the new clas­
sification consisted in the fact that the "mixed transmissions" and 
the "special transmissions" of Document 171 had disappeared completely. 
Furthermore, the first of the two 1ypes of transmissions which had 
been preserved (type A) only included "transmissions intended for the 
interior of the transmitting country or for other regions of said 
country", while the other type (type B) covered "transmissions in­
tended for the colonies, protectorates, possessions or mandated 
territories of the transmitting country" as well as "for-other 
countries".

This problem had already caused lively discussions within 
the Working Group. The text just mentioned had only been adopted by 
5 votes to 3, with 3 abstentions.

This was the reason for the Chairman's proposal (as stated 
in Section IV) during the session of December 8th, in which Document 
290 was to be discussed, that a compromise text be found. Responding 
to this suggestion, the Delegation of the USSR proposed the following 
texts

A. National Transmissions (Transmissions for the Interior!

(Doc. No. 513-2)

Transmissions by a country intended exclusively for 
listeners residing within its territory or territories.
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B,, International Transmissions (Transmissions for the Exterior)
• Transmissions by a country intended for listeners abroad, 
residing beyond the frontiers of the transmitting country!

1* In the language of the transmitting country.
'2. In other languages.

This type includes the transmissions by the United 
Nations (also UNESCO).

- The following introduction preceded this text:
"In order to facilitate the discussion, and without prejudice 
as to priorities, the different types- of transmissions are 
classified in the following two categories":

b
o o

The next day, the Argentine Delegation, also in response;to 
the suggestion of the chair submitted the following text in the name 
of several friendly delegations:

"For reasons of a practical nature, and without prejudice to 
the question of priorities, the high frequency broadcasting 
transmissions are classified into the following three types:
Tyne "A" Transmissions intended for reception within the 

territory of the transmitting country, or other 
regions of said country not included under types 

- B or C,
Type "B" Transmissions intended for reception in the colonies, 

protectorates, possessions or territories. under 
mandate of the transmitting country or vice-versa, 
or within the respective territories, or between these 
territories.

Type "C" All transmissions intended for reception by other 
countries, including the transmissions which a 
country member of a commonwealth of nations may. 
intend for one or several other' countries, members 
of that same cJommonwealth, 1) in' the principal 
language of the'transmitting country or, 2) in other 
languages. This type includes the transmissions by 
the United Nations (also UNESCO).

The Committee, by 26 votes to 20 and 7 abstentions, refused 
to accept the text submitted by the Argentine Delegation as a basis 
for discussion. Due to the opposition of certain delegates it became 
impossible to consult the Meeting to find out if it would be willing 
to discuss the text submitted by the USSR.
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The following day, December 10th,. the votes taken "for 
statistical reasons" under the condiiloihs• described in Section IV, 
gave the--following resu? t's's ’

Text of Document 290: for 21, against 3*+? abstentions 2.
Text of U.S.S.R.: for 30, against 20, abstentions 5*

VI. WORKING GROUP "B" . •
This Group, set up on November 25th. but unable to com­

mence its work until a few days later, presented its report in time 
for discussion at the meeting of December 3rd.

The Committee had given the Group the following terms of
references

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

as +'o submit to the full Committee those which it
should add to the questionnaire."

o 
o o

The Report of the Group -.(Document No. 221) is a notable 
proof of the considerable efforts made under the competent guidance
of Mr# Barajas with'record speed, which demanded prolonged work,
many times late at night. Sixty supplementary questions had been 
submitted by the various countries. Of these, 31 were combined to 
form S new questions, and 11 were thought to contain new ideas, 
so that 19 questions were added to the original 5 of the question­
naire.

Annex B of the Report, which contained the 8 questions of 
part a) and the 11 questions of part b) above-mentioned, was ap­
proved by the Committee without discussion, by 25 votes to 7 with 
b abstentions. It was understood that parts c), d) and e) of
Annex B, which contained questions to be referred to other Com­
mittees, and which did not refer to general principles or affect 
questions already approved, -would not be taken into consideration.

The additional questions were then, together with those 
drafted by the Plenary Committee, published in Document No. 265? 
to which ail Delegations. were■ -invited to reply-.
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VH. APPENDICES B OF THE REPORTS OF THE PLANNING 
COMMITTEE (Geneva and Mexico Sessions).

The terms of reference given by the Plenary Assembly to Com­
mittee 3 showed that the latterfs work should, amongst other fac­
tors, be carried out in .the light of the reports and documents of 
the Planning Committee (Geneva and Mexico Sessions). Moreover, 
document 109, issued' by the Coordinating Committee stated that the 
Appendices B of these reports should most especially occupy the 
attention of Committee 3.

This task was undertaken by the Committee on December 22nd, 19*+?* 
At the request of several Delegations, Prof. Siforov of the Soviet 
Delegation was first invited to explain the general outlines of 
the principles on which his Delegation^ plan is based. A: large 
number of Delegates then expressed their wish to put questions to 
the speaker concerning both the validity of the principles and 
the manner in which they had been applied,'

With the best of grace and with obvious care to forget no der 
tail, Prof, Siforov replied to the questions put to him. Six 
plenary meetings of the Committee were devoted to this exchange 
of views which, for several Delegations cast a great deal of light
on important points which had hitherto remained more or less obs­
cure* A vote of thanks to Prof, Siforov was adopted unanimously and 
with hearty applause.

o
0 0

It soon appeared that, after the questions and answers con­
cerning the Soviet Plan, the majority of Delegations d'id not'con- 
sider as useful a more thorough study of the appendices B at this
stage of the work of Committee 3»

At the meeting on the morning of January 7 .th y the following ■ 
resolution was passed, giving the reasons for this opinions

"Committee 3s
1, Considers that the general principles, on which the Soviet 

Plan is based, as well as those contained in Appendices B 
of the Reports of the Planning Committee (Geneva and Mexico 
Sessions) are included in the questionnaire distributed as 
document 265?
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2. Is of the opinion that the best way to discuss these 
principles is to 'include such discussion in a general

• x debate on the report of Working Group C, distributed
as document No. 375."

It was also decided to start the examination of document No. 375
at the next meeting (January 7th, afternoon).

VIII. WORKING GROUP "C"

This Group, the comnosition and terms of reference of which were 
indicated in paragraph II of the present Report, began work immedia­
tely after the' time limit fixed for the submission of Replies to the 
Questionnaire in Document No. 265 (evening of December 9)*

On the working method adopted by the Group, and on the difficul­
ties with which it has had to deal, the Chairman, Prof. Bokhari (Pa­
kistan), has interesting information to give in his Report (Document 
-No. 375). But the latter does not adequately reflect the extent of the 
work done by the Group, or the devoted service of all its members under 
the inspired direction of its Chairman. If Documents. No. 375 and No.38b-. 
are amongst the most useful and the most illuminating hitherto publish­
ed by the Conference, it is to the work of Group C and its Sub-Groups 
that this result is due.

After the Christmas and New Year holidays, owing to the heavy 
work of the Secretariat in connection with the translation, reproduction 
and distribution of the analyses and replies, a certain number of dele­
gations were not in a position to take note of these documents until the 
early days of 19b-9.

The consideration of these documents began in the afternoon of 
January 7. .After a short general discussion it was decided by 39 
votes to 9 to accept them as working documents.

The question of the best method of procedure to enable, not 
only Committee 3? but also the Conference as a whole, to derive the 
fullest advantage from the work done,^gave rise to prolonged dis­
cussion. A.Norwegian proposal to invite Group C to meet again in 
order to take note of such corrections as delegations might have to 
make, with a view to a Supplementary Report to the Committee, was 
rejected; and the Committee, on the proposal of the Cuban Delegation, 
approved the following solution;

"Certain Replies to Document No. 265 having been incorrectly 
analyzed or reproduced in Document No. 375? Committee 3 decides 
that the last named document shall be considered question by 
question, in order'to eliminate, such errors, on the understand­
ing that each delegation shall correct such errors as concern 
it without intervention by other parties.



"Committee 3 further expresses' a wish to be informed 
immediately as to the details of the classification 
of the different countries in the four categories: 
"Yes", "No", "Abstentions", and "Other Replies", in 
order that delegations may be enabled to indicate 
their agreement with the classification of their 
Replies, so that perfectly correct statistical data 
may be established."
In accordance■with the procedure thus established, the 

Committee, on January 10th, began the examination of Document No. 
375? question by question. It soon appeared, however, that the 
tabulation of the affirmative, negative, "abstentions", and "other 
replies took too much time in plenary Committee meetings. For 
this reason it was decided to ask all the delegations to find out 
from the Chairmen of the Sub-Groups of Working Group C in which 
category their replies had been classified and to request correc­
tions in writing, when necessary.

On the ba'sis of these corrections, the Chairmen of the 
Sub-Groups drafted a correction document (Document No. b-b-7).

Having finished this task, the Committee, at the sug­
gestion of the Chairman, decided - at the meeting of January 10 - 
to begin the study of Documents No. b-06 and No, b-07, containing 
draft conclusions to be drawn from Documents Nos. 375? 38b- and b-b-7 
as well as draft resolutions.

The first of these documents - Document No. b-06, pre­
pared by the Chair was intended to be included, after approval or 
•modification by the Committee, in the Final Report of the Com­
mittee to the Plenary Assembly.

Several meetings were devoted to the discussion of the 
document in question. However, progress was so slow, and the work 
of drafting so laborious, that on January 17 the Committee decided 
to ask Group C to resume its work, now consisting of:

1. Making new corrections to Document No. b-b-7? which 
itself was a correction of Document No. 375•

2. Drafting conclusions to be drawn from the answers 
of the various countries to the questionnaire of 
Document No. 265«

3. Drafting resolutions to be presented to the Plenary 
Assembly.
Group C met on January 18 and 19*



Tho result of this part of its work is included in Docu­
ment No. 511? containing tho final classification of the answers, 
and in Document No, 512*

The latter contains, in addition to a short summary of 
the work, the text of the following resolution which the Group 
adopted by a vote of 11 tp 5? with 2 abstentions;

"(a) In analyzing the replies of countries (Documents
Nos. 38h- and 511) to the questionnaire in Document 
No. 265? Working Group C of Committee 3 recognizes 
that it is impossible to establish, at the present 
time, general principles acceptable to the great 
majority of countries and applicable in a uniform 
manner to all countries, principles which could 
serve as a basis for the elaboration of a High 
Frequency Broadcasting Plan. At the same time, 
the Working Group notes that the majority of 
countries consider that the elaboration of a Plan 
on the basis of technical principles alone is 
unacceptable.

"(b) In view of the above-mentioned circumstances and
taking into account the desire of the members of
the Working Group to submit, as promptly as possible, 
to the Plenary of the Conference and to Committee 
6, any necessary information concerning the ful­
fillment of the terms of reference of Committee 
3, the 'Working Group recommends that the report 
to the Plenary Assembly prepared by Committee 3 
regarding the fulfillment of its terms of reference 
bo composed of the items given in (c) below,

"(c) i) The text of paragraph (a) of the present
resolution 5

ii) Document No. 511 which contains a statistical 
summary of the replies to the Questionnaire 
in Document No. 265;

iii) Document No. 38b, containing the full text of 
the replies of the countries to the Question­
naire in Document No. 265;

iv) A recommendation to the Plenary Assembly of 
the Conference to submit Documents Nos. 5H>
375 (as corrected) and 38b to Committee 6 for 
purposes of information."

*At its plenary meeting on January 20, Committee 3 
unanimously approved the summary of the latest work of Group C.
The resolution, as stated at the end of paragraph IV, was adopted 
by a vote of 2o to 1 0, with b abstentions.
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(Doc. No. 513-E)
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(Doc. No. 513-E)

IX. CONCLUSIONS
It does not seem necessary to comment at length on the 

results of the work of Committee 3* Only the future can prove. . 
conclusively whether the work of the b2 meetings of the Committee 
was in vain.

The' Chairman wishes to express his deep gratitude to the 
First Vice-Chairman, Mr. Jacques Meyer, who not only attended all 
of the meetings of the Committee, but also contributed a great 
deal to the discussions.

' He also- would like to express his gratitude to the Chair­
men of the Working Groups; Father Soccorsi, Mr. Barajas, and Mr. 
Bo.khari, who had the .thankless task of clearing the way for the 
Committee at particularly difficult times.

Last but not least, it is to the "workers behind the 
scones" that we should state the sincere appreciation of our Com­
mittee; to Mr. Leproux, the Reporter, whose numerous and sometimes 
voluminous reports are models of clarity as well as the results of 
assiduous work; to the members of the Secretariat who have in­
variably given their fullest cooperation, 110 matter how extravagant 
the demands made upon them for translating, duplicating and dis­
tributing the documents; to the interpreters who faithfully re­
mained at their posts during the longest and most tiring meetings.

If one adds to this the good-will which the Chairman, in 
spite of some serious errors on his part, constantly found in all 
the members of the Committee, no one will be surprised to learn 
that he carries away with him very pleasant recollections of 
Committee 3»

The Chairman,
H. J. van den Brock
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ANNEX I to Don. No. Jl^-E 

Committee' 3 - ' Working Documents

25 - Question-of priorities - A Brief Summary of the Atlantic City. 
Documents (19b7)

28 - Morocco and Tunisia - Classification of Short Wave Transmissions 
38 - India - Types of Broadcasting Services 
b9 - Draft Questionnaire
53 - Portugal - Attempt to classify high frequency broadcasting services 
5b - Brazil - Proposal of Classification of Broadcasting Services h/f 
58 - Portugal - General Principles in the Field of Frequency Economy 
76 - Terms of Reference of the Working Group of Committee 3
87 - United Kingdom - Proposed Revision of Document b9.
88 - United Kingdom - Principles of allocation of frequencies for h/f .

broadcasting
96 - Uruguay - Comments on questionnaire of document no. b9.
98 - USSR - Brief Explanatory Note to Projected Plan.for the Distribution 

of fr equencies for .Short Wave Broadcasting.,, prepared by the Soviet 
Delegation

10b- - India - Modifications and additions to Document No. b9
109 - Committee I - Notice . Working Group of Committee 1
115 - Text of Question No. 1 as proposed by the India Delegation
120 - UNESCO - A Memorandum submitted to the Mexico International High" 

Frequency Broadcasting Conference by the Director General of 
UNESCO

135 - France - A composite Proposal presented by the Head- of. the French’. 
Delegation at the conclusion of the Meeting of the General Prin­
ciples Committee. 16 November 19b8

lb7 - Guatemala - supports Annex .V of Document No. 105 Rhf (Atlantic City) 
by Argentine.

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

17'1 - First Report of Working Group A of the General Principles Committee 
29 November 19b8.



189 - Brazil, Points of view on Plan of Distribution of Frequencies
198 - General Principles Committee, • Text of Questions I, II, III and II,-
20b - Benelux Countries - Comments on the bases of draft plans (see

corrections document no. 230-E)
221 - Report of Working Group B of the General Principles Committee.
262 ~ General Principles Committee. Text of Question V
265 - Working Group C of GeneraJ Principles Committee. Questionnaire
283 - Working Group C of•the General Principles Committee
290 - Second Report of Working Group A of the General Principles

Committee
291 - Constructive suggestions submitted by the Soviet Delegation for

the General Principles'Committee
319 - Portugal - Comments.on the requirements presented by various 

countries for long programmes
36b - Corrigendum to Document No*. 319 (concerns the French text only)
375. - Report of Working Group C of the General Principles Committee
38b - Replies to the questionnaire contained in doc. no. 265
b06 - Propped Conclusions and Resolutions based on Documents Nos. 375 

and 38b (Working Group C), submitted by the Chair
1

bO7 - Vatican City - Conclusions.
t

bb7 - Working Group C .- Classification of Replies,

bb8 - The Chair - Draft Report to Plenary Assembly.
b83 - Corrigendum, to .Document No, bb8.
50b - Working Group C - Request for corrections to Document No. bb7«
511 11 11 ff — Corrected classification’of Replies
512 - ,f lf n - Second Report,
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INTERNATIONAL
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING

CONFERENCE Addendum to Document No. 513-E 

2 February 191+9 
Original; ENGLISH

Mexico City, 19b8A9

1. The title of Section IX of Document No, 513 is changed 
from "Conclusions" to "General Remarks".

2, A new section, section X, is added, entitled "Recommend­
ations" . containing the following;

The final conclusions which are imparted to Committee 6 are as 
follows:

a) In view of the impossibility of establishing general 
principles for a Plan acceptable to all the countries 
concerned, Committee 6 shall take into consideration 
only those points of view likely to furnish a fair and 
equitable frequency assignment Plan.

b) Any plan based exclusively on technical principles is 
unaccceptable,

c) Any eventual Plan shall take into consideration the 
means likely to economize high frequencies, in accordance 
with the almost unanimous opinion expressed in the re­
plies to Question No, 3 of the Questionnaire in Docu­
ment No, 265.

d) Lastly, any Plan shall consider the final conclusions 
resulting from the replies to Questions Nos. 1, 13? lb,
20, 21, 23 and 25 of the Questionnaire referred to*

This decision was adopted unanimously in the Plenary Assembly 
of January 29th, 19b9.



— ---- 20 January 19^9

INTERNATIONAL
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING

CONFERENCE - Document No. 5lb~E

Mexico City, 19b8/b9 _ ... _J 9 '  ' Committee 2

L I B E R I A
Mandate

The Secretariat has received the following message 
from Monrovia? Liberia;

"HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING CONFERENCE 
MEXICO CITY, MEXICO

YOU ARE REQUESTED TO RECOGNIZE THE AUTHORITY WHICH I 
HAVE GIVEN TO THE UNITED STATES DELEGATION TO VOTE ON 
BEHALF OF LIBERIA WITH FULL POWERS TO SIGN ANY DOCU­
MENTS THAT MIGHT. ISSUE FROM THE CONFERENCE STOP A 
FORMAL DOCUMENT ADDRESSED TO THE CONFERENCE IS BEING:- 
FORWARDED,

(signed) V/. V, Stubman, President"



INTERNATIONAL
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING

CONFERENCE

Mexico City, 19b8/b9

A G E  N D A

of the 
Plenary Assemblies 

of
January 21st and 22nd

1* Approval of the' Report of tho Credentials Committee (Committee 2) Document i'fo. 516.
2+ Approval of the Report of the Technical Principles Committee 

(Committee .-b) January 21st, 19^9, Document No, b90-
3, Approval of the Report of the General Principles Committee 

(Committee 3) .January 22nd, 19b9, Document No, 393*

N.B, "The Plenary of January 21 will begin nromntly at io a.m.

Document No, 5l5-E^Rr>visedY
20 January 19*+9

The Plenary Hall not being available to the Conference on the 
afternoon of January 22nd, the Plenary Assembly will begin 
nromntly at 9 a.m. and will close at 2 p.m.



INTERNATIONAL
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING

CONFERENCE
Document No, 515-E
20 January 19^9

Mexico City, 19b8/b9

A G E N D A

of the 
Plenary Assemblies 

of
January 21st and 22nd

1. Approval of the Report of the Technical Principles Committee 
(Committee .-b) January 21st, 19^9* Document No. b90-

2. Approval of the Report of the General Principles Committee 
(Committee 3). .January 22nd, 19^9, Document No. 393.

N.B, "The Plenary of January 21 will begin promptly at lO a.m.

3. The Plenary Hall not being.available to the Conference on the 
afternoon of January 22nd., the Plenary Assembly will begin 
promptly at 9 a.m. and will close at 2 p.m.



INTERNATIONAL
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING

CONFERENCE
Document No. 516-E
20 January 19*+9
Originals FRENCH

Mexico City, 19^8 A-9
Committee 2

REPORT OF THE CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE 
POWERS OF LIBERIA

1. The Plenary Assembly of January 1? has sent to 
Committee 2, for study, the question of the validity of the powers 
conferred by Liberia on the Delegation of the U.S.A.

2. In the meanwhile, Committee 2 has received the 
following cables

11 X-l̂ f MX3*+0 MXS/R 3107/LYS66 LIBGOVT MON- 
R OVI AL IBERIA 53 19 (01) 135*+ HIGH FREQUENCY
BROADCASTING CONFERENCE MEXICOCITY MEXICO 
YOU ARE REQUESTED TO RECOGNIZE THE AUTHORITY 
WHICH I HAVE GIVEN TO THE UNITEDSTATES DELE­
GATION TO VOTE ON BEHALF OF LIBERIA WITH FULL 
POWERS TO SIGN ANY DOCUMENTS THAT MIGHT ISSUE 
FROM THE CONFERENCE STOP A FORMAL DOCUMENT 
ADDRESSED TO THE CONFERENCE IS BEING FORWARDED

WVSTUBMAN PRESIDENT

3. Since Committee 2 had admitted previously that 
powers transmitted by telegram would be considered as provisional 
powers, those conferred by the above telegram enter within that 
category, and Liberia is thus to be included in the list of countries 
which have conferred provisional powers.

Lf. As from the receipt of the Letters of Credence 
mentioned in the above telegram, these provisional powers automa­
tically become definite, in accordance with the procedure admitted 
by Committee 2 and approved by the Plenary Assembly.

Raul de Albuquerque 
Chairman of Committee 2



INTERNATIONAL
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING

CONFERENCE

Mexico City, 1 9 W A 9

Document No.. j£LZ-§
20 January 19̂ +9 
Original; SPANISH 
Committee 1

C U B A
Proposal for modification of Document No. -̂33~E

of Brazil

The Delegation of Cuba shares the feelings and objectives 
expressed by the Delegation of Brazil in Document No. ^33? but, 
in view of the proposal of Brazil in paragraph B of the said do­
cument that, in case no majority can be obtained in the Plenary
Assembly for any of the plans submitted to it, the Conference 
should be terminated without having arrived at any resolution, 
we wish to formulate the following amendments and additions to 
the aforementioned proposals

1. That paragraph A of the second section of the pro­
posal be eliminated (there being no object in pre­
serving it),

2. That the present paragraph B should become paragraph
1) of the first section, altering the text so that the
paragraph begins; "Between January 20 and 31? one ox
more Plenary Assemblies shall be held.....etc."

3. The present paragraphs C and D to become A and B, res­
pectively.
That a second part be added to the proposal of Brazil,
with the following texts

2,-In case none of the plans submitted to the con­
sideration of the Plenary Assembly should be adopted 
(present paragraph B of the Brazilian proposal), a
Special Committee, composed of one or more members of
each delegation present at the Conference and desirous 
of forming part of the said Committee? shall be esta­
blished and charged with the task of taking into con­
sideration all requirements and viewpoints presented 
in writing by each and every delegation, - as well as 
all resolutions approved by the various Committees 
of the Conference, and shall proceed to draft a general 
plan of frequency assignment for short wave broadcast­
ing, indicating the methods suggested for its applica­
tion.














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































