


INTERNATIONAL
HIGH FRIQUENCY BROADCASTING Document No. 701-E
CONFERENCE
1 March 1949

Mexico City, 194%/%9
LIST OF DOCUMENTS PUBLISHED BY THE
INTERNATIONAL HIGH FREQUINCY BROADCASTING CONFER:INCE
MEXICO CITY 1948/49,
Documents Nos. 651 - 700 - E

R n s

No. of No, of TITLE
Document Committee

651

652
653

654

655
656

657

658

659

660

i - - - - - . —rm————_ o =

- -List of Documents published by the Inter-
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- ~List of the Minimum Requirements accepted
by the Countries,

SCAP ~SCAP, Comments on Statement contained in
Document No. 580-E, (USSR, Conclusions),

L ~Report of the Technical Committee., 42nd
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Technical Working Group of the Plan Committee
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Organization in Charge of Implementation and
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Swiss Con- ~Compromise Proposal on Behalf of the Inter-
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bol 6 -Portugal., Corrections to Document No. 645
(Report Xo. 6 of Working Group A of the Plan
Committee) for the Information of the Special
Group of Committee 6,

662 6 -Italy; Arithmetical means of High Frequency
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676 UNESCO ~UI'ESCO. Draft Resolution submitted to the
Plcnary Assembly for consideration at its
next Meeting. (This document replaces
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678 6 -Revised List of Requirements.

679 7& 10 _Report of the First Meeting of the Implement-
ation and Steering Committees. 21 February
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680 6 ~-Telegrem from the Delegation of Guatemala.

681 Swiss Conw-

federation -Proposal for the Organization of the Work of
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682 China -Republic of China. Comments,

683 10 -Third Report of the Steering Committee.
lecting of 18 February 1949,

68k - -Proposecd Agonda for the Session of the
Plcnary Assembly of 24 February 1949.

685 6 ~-Draft Report of Planning Group of Working
Group 6A and 6B.(Superscded by Doc«No,693-E).

686 6 -Report of Group 6D.

687 6 -Plan Committee. Agenda for the 23rd Meeting.
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688 - ~Agenda. Plenary Assembly of 3rd March 1949.
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690 - ~Minutes of the Plenary Assembly., 30th Session
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-Minutes of the Plenary Assembly. 31st
Session., 20 February 1949,

-Minutes of thc Plenary Assembly, 32nd
Session, 24 February 1949,

~Report of Planning Group of Working Groups
64 and 6B. (This Document supersedes
Documents No. 685-E),
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5 March 1949,

~Report of 2nd Meeting. Committees 7 & 10,
22 February 1949,

~Deeisions adopted by the Plenary Assembly of
the Confercnce during its 32nd Session.
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~India. Credentials.

~Report of the Plan Revision Group.

-~Iran.. Declaration.

~Swiss Confederation. Declaratiocn,
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Committee 10

COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA

(Credentials)

On all occasions when the Australian Delegation is unable
to be present at mectings of Committees or at Plenary Sessions,
Canada will represent Australia and proxy is hereby conferred

accordingly.

R. V. McKay
Lustralian Delegation
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Original: ENGLISH
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REPUBLIC OF POLAND

The Polish Delegation has studied with attention the
decision taken by the Plenary Assembly on January 25, 1949, on
the subject of the use of morc than one frequency for the trans=-
migsion of onc programme, and thc technical implications result-
ing from this decision,

The Polish Delegation regrets that it must reserve its
position with regard to this matter, especially concerning on
the transmission dirccted towards the Americas,
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Committee 10

CANADA

'The Chairman of the Conferencc has received the following
letter:

Mexico, D, F., February 18, 1949
Dear Mr. Pereyra, ’
With reference to my letter of January 25th in which I
advised you that during my absence Mr, C. J. Acton would be acting
Chairman of the Canadian Delegation, I wish to inform you that I
have now rcturned to Mexico City and have resumed my duties as
Chairman of the Canadian Delegation,
Yours sinccrely,

C., P. Hébert
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FQURTH REPORT OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE

Meeting of 1 Mareh 1949

In the absence of the Chairman of the Conference, Mr, Metzler
(Switzerland), First Vice-Chairman of the Committee, declared the meet~
ing open at 16 :15 a.m,

Mr, Metzler said that no Agenda had been fixed for the meeting.
He invited the Committee to make proposals for an Agenda.,

Mr, Meyer (France) proposéd the following items:

-1, Approval of the Mlnutes already published (Documents Nos. 647
- and 683);

2., Definitive settlement of the schedule for the rest of the week;
3. Miscelléneous.

No other suggestion belng made, the. Committee approved the French
Delegatels proposal,

I.

+ Meyver wished the following correctlons to be made in the
Report of the Sccond Meeting (Document No, 647):

1. In the French title of the Report, replace the words "Commis-
sion d'Organisation" by the words "Commission de direction".

2. .- 0On page 2, eighth paraérqph, last 11ne, replace the word ”on”
by the words "not later than"

, Subgoot to the above two correctlons, the Report of the Second
Meeting (Document -No, 6%7) was apprbved. :
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n“Mr: Meyer. . wished the following corrcetions to. be made in the
Report- of the Thlrd Meeting (Document No., 683):

1. Pago 2 Sectlon IT, paragraph A, aftor the words-"The Working
o Group“ 1naert the words "with the exception. of two votes™.

2. que 5, socond paragraph to read: "... back to Group 10A for".

Subaect to the above two corractions, the Report of the Third
Mceting (Document No, 683) was approved.

- The Delegate of the U S. S R. - said he. d1d not have before him the
two documents in question. He reserved accordingly the right to sub-
nit in writing any possible requests for corrections.,

Agreed.,

.

- al meeting of Working Group 10A. He protested against 'the*habit of:

tcertain.Committees‘in'having rooms reserved which they later did not
wuse., Since the Secretariat was unaware of the fact that the rooms :

were free, it was unable to ‘place them at the disposal of other

Commlttees which needed- ~them for meetlngs.

M, Metzler,-fully recognized- Mr. Meyerts perfectly Juéfifioa
protest. The Chairman of a Committee, who found it necessaryito cancel
- a meeting, should advise the Secrotar{at of that fact sufficiently in
~advance, . -

o Mr, ILalié, on being consulted concerning the mqtter, confirmed
that nelther Group 7A nor Group 7B would be in a position’ to submit

“a Report by:Wednesday,- March 2. Consequently, the meeting of Committee

-7y which had becen planned’ for that day, could be cancelled, which™

~would make the room available for the meeting of Group 10 A

~ed by Mr. Meyer. .l

“}

The Committee approvod.,
. '“”j III.
' Hf\jMeio} then ralsed tho queotion of" the approval of - ‘the '« !
'Reports of the Joint Meetings of Committees 7 and- 10, “'As those
Reports had been signed: by Mr,; Lalié, it seemed to him that they
- should be approved by Committee 7, of whioh Mr. Lallé wa° Chairman.

Mz, Lalié agreed to the sugvostion and the Committee pproved.

as request-’

I

Mr. Meyer asked for a room to be made available for an’ additionf»

Since no other questlon was’ raised the meeting was wdjourned;'w'“

‘ at 10837 a.m,

:The Secretary. The Acting Chairman:
A, Walf ' . Dr. E. Metzler
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Committee 6

REPORT OF WORKING GROUP ¥ OF THL PLAN COMMITTEE

Memberships
Canada (Chairman) France
Switzerland Egypt
U.S.S.R. Brazil
Yugoslavia F,P.R. India
U.S.A.

Terms of reference:

To prepare a draft report on the possibilities for the future
work of the Conference, taking as a basis:

1. The unnumbered document of the Chairman of the Conference
items 7, 8 and 9,

2. Document No, 681 (revised) - "Swiss Confederation proposal for
the organization of the work of the Conference,"

3. The comments and proposals expressed at the meeting of Commit-
tee 6, February 208th, ,

The Working Group should report to Committee 6 on Wednesday ’
March 2nd.

I.

Unanimous agrecment was obtained by the group on the seasons for
which detailed frequency assignment plans should be prepared for con-
sideration by the Special &Frequency List Administrative Conference,
to convene in Geneva, October 17, 1949,

Accordingly, the Group recommends to Committee 6:

a) That detailed frequency assignment plans should be prepared
for the six seasons to be encountered during sunspot activity
numbers 70 (median) and 5 (minimum). .
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b) That the first detailed plans to be prepared by whatever group
is assigned the task, shall be for the seasons June /0 and
December 5.

The preparation of detailed plans for the six seasons proposed
would, in the opinion of the Group, take care of any eventuality up
to approximately 1955.

iI.

The Group considered items 7, 8 and 9 in the unnumbered document
and Document No., 581 (revised) containing the proposal of the Swiss
Delegation for the organization of the work of the Conference,

111

The Dclegate of the U.S.S.R. presented the following text
containing proposals for the work of the Conference which was supported
by Yugoslavia and in general by the Delegate of JSrazil, However, the
Delegate of Brazil made certain reservations which immediately follow
this text,.

US.5.Re PROPOSAL
l. If on the 3rd of March the Plenary Assembly of the Conference
obtains unanimous approval of the distribution list of
channel hours by country and by band, for the June median period of
solar activity, the said distribution list is to be approved by means
of temporary aggreement,or by a special protocol of the Conference.

2. The distribution of channel hours by country and by band for
all the other seasons of median and minimum solar activity
is to be carried out in proportion to the totals of channel hours of
the corresponding seasons.,

3. This Confercnce will finish its work by the signing of an
agreement or special protocol, approving the distribution
of the channel hours by country and by band for June 70,

%, Before closing the Conference the following decision will be
taken:

a) Request the Administrations of all countries to submit

modified and specific requirements in accordance with
the decision recached on the distribution of channel hours
for the June median season, as well as for the two remaining
seasons of the median phase and the three seasons of the
minimum phase of solar activity.

b) To establish a Technical Plan Committee for the drafting

of definite plans on the basis of the agrecement obtained
on the distribution of channel hours and the specified
requirements of the countries.
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5. The Technical Plan Committee is to be composed of 8 members
and should be established on the basis of regional representa-
tion, namely, two rcpresentatives from each region of the world.

6., This Committee should mect on the 30th May, 1949, preferably
in Geneva, with a date-limit of the 31st July, for carrying
out it~ task.

7. The specified requiremcnts of the various countrics are to be
submitted by the Administrations of the countrics at the
meeting place of said Committec before the 24th May 1949,

8. The draft plans drawn up by the Technical Plan Committee for
the six scasons of the median and minimum phascs of solar
activity before the 15th of August, will be distributed to all
the Administrations of the various countrics so that they can be
studied, and the reactions of the administrations obtained.

9., The reactions and comments of the Administrations of the

various countries shall be forwarded to Gencva by the lst of
October, 1949, and on that date the Technical Plan Committec will
meet for a second session.

10, Thc Technical Plan Committee, during its second session, shall

study and summarizc the rcactions of the counvrics, and will
also make the necessary and possible corrcctions in the draft
plan and will submit them for approval to the Special Administra-
tive Conference in Geneva,

Acceptance of this Text by the Dclecgate of Brazil is subject to
the following rcservationss

Paragraph 6 - That the Technical Plan Committee shall continue
its work in Mexico rather than in Geneva and that
its first mceting shall be held immcdiately after
the closing of this Confercnce,

Paragraph 8 - That the date for the distrubution of draft plans
preparcd by the Technical Plan Committee should
be Junc 15 instcad of August 15,

IV

The Declegate of France submitted the following text containing
proposals for the work of the Conference which was accepted by the
Delcgations of India and the U.S.A.; the proposal was also accepted
with certain reservations by the Delegatce of Zgypt. The latter's
rescrvations immediately follow the tcxt,
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FRENCH PROPOZAL

A, TImmediatcly aftcr the discussion by the Plenary Assembly on

March 3 of the channcl hours distribution list, by country and
by band, elecborated by the Special Revision Group, and on the as-
sumption that the Confercnce decldes to proceced with the prepara=-
tion of a detailcd assignment plan for one or morc scasons of
sunspot activity, a Plan Group will undcrtake the clcboration of
a draft plan of frequcncy assignment for the Junc Median scason
taking into account "he roviscd nceds of the countrics,

B, This draft plan will bc submitted to the delcecgations at the

latest on March 15 and the delcgations will make known their
obscrvations within 24 hours. Taking these observations into
account to the greatcst possible cextent the Plan Group shall
establish thce final draft by March 22,

C. In the mecantime, efrts should also be made to draw up
preliminary channcl hour assignuments per country for the
December Minimum season on the condition that such work does not
impede the normal activity in regard to the drawing up of the

deteiled assignment plan for the June mcdian season,

D, During the intcr-al the text of the agrccment must be
cstablished; the Confeorence will closc or finish its work

approximately on March 295 after the adoption of the wording of

the agreement and the plan for June median season attached thercto,

E. Before the Conlercnce closcs it shall decide on the establishment
of a Tcchnical Committec whose task will be~to continue the
work : for the elaboraticn of the following plans:

December minimum
Eqguinox iledian
Deccumber Mcdian
Eguinox Hinimum
Juie Minimum

Paragraphs 5 to 10 of the U.S.5.R. Proposcl are accepted in prin-
ciple to complete the French Proposal,

Acceptance of this text by the Delegate of Tgint is subject to
the following rcservations:

Paragreph B.

-, Cem”

e
H

The date for the submigsion of the draft plan to
the Selo o lions _iad the date for the final draft
of the plan should be March 20 and 25th respectively.

Parazraph E. ~ The Conference should dcfine the terms of reference
to the Tcechnical Committee Group rceferred to in this
Parograph and the manner in which assignment plans
should bc prepared. Furthermore, this Technical
Committe. should commence its worl: immediately
~fver the (losing of the Conference,
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VI
Di;CLARATION O TH: SWISS DELEGATION

The Delegate of Switzerland did not find it nossible to agree
with either of the above two texts for the following reasons:

The discussions in the meeting of Group 6F convinced the Swiss
Delegation once more that it is not possible to come to an agreement
here in Mexico using existing methods.

That 1s why we cannot support the French proposal,

But also the Russian proposal seems to us too optimistic, We
cannot expect unanimous agreement on the revised proposals of the Plan-
ning Group and without this unanimity, the rest of the Russian pro-
posal cannot work.

That is why we come back to our pronosal contained in Document
No, 601-5 revised.

It seems to us more realistic than the other proposals, Its
principal characteristics are the following:

a) Unanimity cannot be expected,

b) Thus the Delegations have to pe asked for a last sacrifice in
the light of the proposals of the Planning Group.,

e¢) The Technical Planning Group -~ which can be organized in the
manner proposed by Ruasia and France - has to work out the
plans on the basis of the recvised requirements, lowvering the
technical standards as far as necessary, in order to take into
account 2ll the rcmaining reguairenents,

d) These plans have to be submitted to the Administrations, It
can be cxpected that, in view or the serious technical conse-
quences which their lack of cooperation would bring about,
these Administrations would then pcssibly conscent to further
corrections impossed by common sense,

e) These corrections and cormentvs will allow the Geneva Conference,
next Autumn, to reach an agrecaent, an agreement which would
not be morc than an experiment in order to obtain the neces-
sary deta for a definitive worlk which should be accept
accomplished after Buenos Aircs in 1952,

VI

The quecsticn of where the Tecknrir=1 Plan Commit no should mect
after the clree of this Confercrce was the cul,.ct of considerable
discussion as c.. t#»in ma~haprg of the sroup were in doubt as to whether
Geneva would be a suitable lczation owing to the number of Conferences
scheduled for Geneva during 1949 anc the possible lack of a sufficient
secrctariat and spacc. The Delcecgate of Urazil indicated that Portugal
would Dbe preparcd to arrange for the group to mecet in Lisbon and the
Delcgations of Brazil and India consicdcrcd that the Confercnce should
take advantage of this offcr,

C, J. ACTON
Chairman
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Committee 6

REPORT OF WORKING GROUP F OF THE PLAN COMMITTER

Membership:

Canada (Chairman) France
Switzerland Egypt

U.S.5.R. Brazil
Yugoslavia F.P.R. India

U.S.A. -

Terms of reference:

To prepare a draft report on the possibilities for the future work
of the Conference, taking as a basis:

1. The unnumbered document of the Chairman of the Conference,
items 7, 8 and 9.

2. Document No, 631 (revised) =~ Swiss Delegation proposal for
the organization of the work of the Conference.

3« The comments and pfoposals expressed at Committee 6 meeting
of February 28th.

The working Group should report to Committee 6 on Wednesday,
March 2nd.

I.

, Unanimous agreement was obtained by the group on the seasons for
which detailed freduency assignment plans should be prepared for con-
sideration by the Special Frequency List Administrative Conference,
to convene in Geneva, October 17, 1949,

IL.
Leeordingly, tho Group recommends to Committoo 63

a) Thot detniled froqueney acsigniient plans should be orepared
for the six scasons to be encountored during sunspot activity
nunbers 70 (median) and 5 {(minimum).
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b) That the first detailed plans to be prepared by whatever group
is assigned the task, shall be for the seasons June 70 and
December 5.

III.

The preparation of detailed plans for the six seasons proposed
would in the opinion of the Group, take care of any eventuality up to
approximately 1955,

The Group considered items 7, 8 and 9 in the unnumbered document
and Document No, 581 (revised) containing the proposal of the Swiss
Delegation for the organization of the work of the Conference.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. presented the following text
containing proposals for the work of the Conference which was supported
by Yugoslavia and in general by the Delegate of Brazil. However, the
Delegate of Brazil made certain reservations which immediately follow
this text, |

U.S.S.R.. PROPOS AL

1. If on the 3rd of March the Plenary Assembly of the Conference
obtains unanimous approval of the distribution list of
channel hours by country and by band, for the June median period of
- solar activity, said distribution 1list is to be approved by means of
temporary agreement, or by a special protocol of the Conference.

2., The distribution of channel hours by country and by band for
all the other seasons of median and minimum solar activity
is to be carried out in proportion to the totals of channel hours of
the corresponding seasons,

3. This Conference will finish its work by the signing of an
agreement or special protocol, approving the distribution
of the channel hours per country and per band for June 70,

4L, Before closing the Conference the follawing decision will
be taken:

a) Request, the Administrations of all countries to submit

modified and specified requirements in accordance with
the decision reached on the distribution of channel hours
for the June median season, as well as for the two remaining
seasons of the median phase and the three seasons of the
minimum phase of solar activity.

b) To establish a Technical Plan Committee for the drafting

of definite plans on the basis of the agreement obtained
on the distribution of channel hours and the specified require-
ments of the countries,
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5. The Technical Plan Committee is to be composed of 8 members
and should be established on the paslis of regional represent-
ation, namely, two representatives from each region of the world,

6, This Committee should mect on the 30th May, 1949, preferably
in Geneva, with a date-limit of the 21st July, for carrying-.
out its task,

7« The specified requirements of the various countries are to be
submitted by the Administrations of the countries at the
meetlp5 place of said Committee before the 24th May 1949,

8. The draft plans drawn up by the Technical Plan Committee for
the six seasons of the median and minimum phases of solar
activity before the 15th of August will be distributed to all
the Administrations of the various countrles so that they can be
studied, and the reactions of the administrations obtained.

9, The reactions and comments of the Administrations of the various
countries shall be forwarded to Geneva by the 1lst of October,

1949, and on that date the Technlcal Plan Committee will meet for

a second session.

10, The Technical Plan Committee, during its second session, shall

study- and summarize the reactions of the countries, and will
also make the necessary and possible corrections in the draft plan
and will submit them for approval to the Special Administrative
Conference in Geneva,

Acceptance of this Text by the Delegate of Brazll is subject to
the following reservations:

Paragraph 6 = That the Technical Plan Committee shall continue
its work in Mexico rather than in Geneva and that
its first mecting shall be held immediately after
the cloging of this Conference.

Paragraph 8 -« That the date for the distribution of draft plans
. prepared by the Technical Plan Committee should
be June 15 instead of August 15.

The Delegate of France subtmitted the following text contailning
proposals for the work of the Conforence which was accepted by the
Delegations of India and the U.S.A.; the proposal was accepted with
certain reservations by the Delegate of Egypt. The latter's reser-
vations immediately follow the text.
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FRENCH PROPOSAL

A, Immediately after the discussion by the Plenary Assembly on
March 3 of the channel hour distribution list, by country and

by band, elaborated by the Special Revision Group, an . on the assumption
that the Conference decides © proceed with the preparation of a detail-
ed assignment plan for one or more seasons of sunspot activity, a Plan
Group will undertake the elaboration of a draft plan of frequency assign-
ment for the June Median season taking into account the rcvised needs
of the countries,

B. This draft plan will be submitted to the del-zations at the
latest on March 15 and the delegations will make known their
obscervations within 24 hocurs. Taking these observations into account
to the greatest possible extent the Plan Group shall ostablish the
final draft by March 22,

Cs In the meantime, efforts should also be made to draw up
prcliminary channel hour assignments per country for the
December Minimum season on the condition that such work does not
impcde the normal activity in regard to the drawing up of the detailed
assignment plan for the June median scason.

D, During the interval the text of the agrecment must be
establlsheds; the Confercence will close or finish its work
on March 25 after the adoption of the wording of the agreement and
the plan for June median season attached thereto

Paragraphs 5 to 10 of the U.S.S.R. Proposal are in principle the
same as the French Proposal.

Acceptance of this text by the Delegate of Egypt is subject to the
following rescrvations:

Paragraph B.- The date for the submission of the draft plan to
French P delegations and the date for the final draft of
( rop) the plan should be March 20 and 25th respectively.

Paragraph 4 -~ The Conference should define the terms of refcrence to
(USSR Prop. ) the Technical Committee Group rceferred to in this
i Paragraph and the manner in which - ssignment plans
should be prepared. Furthermore, tsis Technical
Committee should commence its work immediately
after the closing of the Confercncc,







INTERNATIONAL ‘ Document No, 707-%

HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING
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‘ Originals IWCGLISH
Mexico City, 1948/49

Committee 6

PLAVY COMMITTZE

Agenda for the 24th Meeting

To Be Held At 3:30 P.M., 2nd March 1949

1. Consideration of Report of Working Group F
(Document No, 706),

2. Report of "Planning Group" (Doéument No, 685)
and the "Plan Revision Group" (Document No. 698),

3. Miscellaneous.

GUNNAR PWDERSEN,

Chairman of Plan Committee
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Committee 6

The Chairman of Committee 6 submits

the following letter from the Chairman

of the Planning Committee for the consideration
of the Conference.,

Mr. Gunnar Pedersen
Chairman of Committee 6
International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference

Mr, Chairman:

As the Conference is now arriving at the point where decisions
must be taken for the different seasons for which an Assignment Plan
for H.F. Broadcasting will have to be made, I consider it appropriate
to bring to your attention the decision teken by the Planning Commit-
tee of which I had the honour to be Chairman during its 15th Plenary
Session held in Mexico City on Thursday, October 21lst of last year,
and recorded in Doc., P.C.-Rhf - 67, paragraph 3.5, to the effect that
a list of the frequencies below 6 Mc/s required for broadcasting
should be sent to the "Provisicnal Frequency Board", until the
analysis of the nine seasons of solar activity is completedj this
decision was rotified at the 15th Plenary Session held on October
21st 1948 and recorded in paragraph 3.2 of P.C.-Rhf-~Document No. 81,

Although it is evident that the Mexico City Conference will not
formulate a Plan for all the nine seasons but, possibly, for "June
Median" only and, perhaps "Equinox Median" and "December Median",
I consider that the information referred to ought to be sent to the
said Organizaticn for all scasons for which the Confercnce of Mexico
City agrees that the Assignment Plan should be elaborated.

In any cuse I feel thot Committee 6, and perhaps, the Plenary
Assembly of the Conference should toke a definitive decision oh
this subject.

To this end, and for further informotion, I desire to annex to
the present letter a statement of the different aspects of the subject
from the beginning.

Yours truly

Ing. L. Barajas

Chairman of the Planning
Committee (Mexico and
Genevs Sessions)



bym Pﬁragraphs 3.2 to 3.6, inclusive, of the Minutes of the
Thirtcenth Plenory Session, hold on the 16th’ of October, 1948, i
Mexico City, PC- Rhf-DOCUI“nt o, 67-E.

"3-2,~ The Choirman drew attention to the Committee!s
decision, as contnined in item 5.23 of Document 64, that a
list of freauency allocntion rcquircments in bands under
6 Mc/s be sent to the PFB. He thought that this task might
be assigned to Working Group l.-

"JwIqmAfter discus swon, it was greed, on the proposal of
Mr, Axon (Unitoed Kingdom), that speciol Working Group, with
M&. Plummer (USA) as Chairma 0 would undertake thils work.,

"3-L4,= Mr, Plummcr (USA), fclt that it was impossible to
complete the work by October 2(th, as the job was lengthy.
The moterial which would be derived from forms 4 was incomplete
and to complete it, the propagation d-ta for dl the 9 periods
of solar activity would have to® applied.

"3-5,~ The Chairrman, supported by Mr. Arkadiev (USSR),
said that if it was tho generol feeling, the decision taken at
the previous Plenary Session cculd be modified. He, therefore,
proposed th~t the complete analysis of the 9 periods of solar
activity be carriced out before forwarding to the PrB the list
of requiremcents for froouencics under 6 Mc/s.

"3-6,- "Phis was ngreeds this decision modifying that
taken oy the COIMthC? 2t the 12th Plenery Sessicn and con-
tained in item 5.23 of Document No., 6k.M



ANNEX

l. At the request of Mr. John Gracie, Representative of the
"Provisional Frequency Board", ot the Planning Committee (Geneva
Session), the Planning Committec drew up a list of the original re-
quirements presented by the diffcerent countries for Broadcasting in
the bands below 6 Mc/s. This list was handed to the chairman of the
said organization. !

2, On the 5th of October 1948 we received the following letter
from Geneva from Mr. R. C. Wakefield, Chairman of Committee 3 of
the PFB: .

"As Chairman cf the Planning Committee of the International
High Frequency Broodcasting gonference, Mexico City, you indicated
in your letter of July 30th, rcegrrding broadeasting reguirements on
frequencies below 6 megacycles th t when you roturn to Mexico City
you will check persona 1y the completcness of the list of require-
ments which you forwarded to hr. MILES on June 15th. ‘

In order that my Committee may mnke this list ~vailable to
Committees 5 and 6 as soon =8 possible, I desire to inquire how soon
I may expcect to receive your finzl comments.!

3.. Paragraph 5.23 of the Minutes of the Twelfth Plenery
Session, held on the First of October, 1948, in Mexico City, pocument
PC-Rhf No, 643

"The Cheirman, referring to the PFB's rcquest for information
on the requiremants vresanted by the various countries, thought
it important to inform the PFB thot the Committee had rcceived
many requirements for frequencies in bands above 6 Me/s which,
from a tecennical point of view, should be satistied in lower
bands, It was therofore logical for the Committee and the PFB
to exchango corrcspondence on this subjects and that the Cormittee
could then forward the frequency requirements under 6 Mc/s as they
had bcen submitt:d by the differcnt countrics: In submitting to
the PFB the complete list of requircments For frecucncices under
6 Mc/s, it wes intunded th-t thc PFB teke the necessary measures
for maling allocations in tine corrcsponding bands prior to the
drswing up of the plan by the Mexico City Conference. If, as
was requosted during thoe Goeneva Sessicn, the PFB could complete
the task of dreawing up n freguency a2llocation plan for broad-
casting in bands under 6 Mc/s, the Mexico City Confercnce could
know how far requircments for frequencies above 6 Me/s, which
technically shonld be satisficed in lower bands, could be ac=-
comrodated in bands undor 6 Me/s.It wes only on this basis that
the countries conccrned could accent a solution of this type,

if the Confercnce proposced it. The Committcee approved the
proposal of the Chairman to scend to the PFB the compillation of
frequency allocation reéquirements in bands under 6 Mc/s, with
the rescrvation that a now compilation might subsequently be
submitted "



INTERICSTION AL Document No, 709-E

HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCALILG (Revised)
CONFEREIICE . : ’ .
| . . 18 March
Mexico City, 1948/1949 .+0Original: French

Committecs 7 and 10

REPORT

of the Third jbint Meeting
of the Implementation Committee
and the Steering Committee

The meeting was declared open at 4:30 p.m. by the Chairman,
Mr, 1alié, assisted byMr. Pereyra, Chairman of Committee 10, and
Mr. Dostert, Secretary of the Conference. - -

~ Mr, Xito (Albanian P.R,) reminded the delegates that on this
day the Union of Snvict Socialist.Republics was commemorating the 31lst
anniversary of the creation of its army. After briefly relating the
glorious history of the Sovict . Army, whose heroism during the Second
Vlorld War ipspired the admirzatlon of the entire world, -he expressed to
the U,5,.S.R. Delegation, on behalf of his country, his deep appreciation
of the U,S5:S.R. Aruy, and conveyed his best wishes for the future of
that heroic force, vhose~efforts-had enabled the-liberating Albanian
Army to overcome the Fascist ocecupying forces,”and to free:his
country. He concluded by saying -that the Albanian people were convinced
that without the energetic struggle of the U.S.S.R: Army, his country
ani the other countries of Europe would still be under the Fascist
yoke. * ' S o

-

The Delegates present applauded Mr. Kito's remafks.

4 The Chairman requested the Secretary of the Conference to be
kind enough to send a congratulatory telegram to the Ambassador of the

Soviet Union in Mexico,

" Mr, Goroshkin (U.,S.S.R.) expressed his very sincere thanks
to Mr. Kito, to the Chairman and to the Delegates far their congratula-
tlens on the occasion of the 31st ‘anniversary of the creation of the
Soviet Army. The Soviet Army had won the love, not only of the peoples
of the Soviet Union, but also of the peoples of other. countries. The
heroic decds of the Soviet Army in the late war, when the Soviet lrmy
carried on its shoulders the main burden of the war and, together with
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the Armies of its dillies, crushed Fascist Germany and militarlstic
Japan, were renemnbered by cverybody,

: The ‘Soviet Army was the trusted defender of the U.S.S.R.
~nd stood on guard in defense of peace and international security.,

He zgain thanked the:Chairman and all the Delcgates for
their congratulations and for the telegram sent to the U.S.S.R.
Ambassador in Mexico_on the occasion of the 3lst Anniversary of the
creation of the Soviet ATy,

R T

The Chairman invited Mr. Jacques Meyer (France) to make a
report of the results of the meeting of Groups 7 B and 10 L, of
which he was Chairmen, which had taken place that very morning.

Mr., Jacques Meyver recalled that in the meeting of the
.previous day the-Joint Committee:had:entrusted Messrs. Kito and.
Metzler with the care of putting into-fidal form the text of urticlc
8, after a proposal by Mr. Lazareanu. Thosc two Delegates were in -
agrecnent concerning the.text which Mr, Wolf read, . as follows (the
passages underllncd constituted an amendment to the text of
‘Document No, 666) :

(5) If the country which requested a change has not
obtained its approvil, notwithstanding its atiompts:at
conciliation, and in spite of an arbitration procedure
In conformity with annex 3 of the ltlantic City.-.
Convention, invoked througn thc intermediary of the
organization, it shall have the right fo have the
sane;request: transmitted by the .organization,for
,examinﬂtlon and décision by the next Extraordlnary
High:Frequency Broadeasting Conference. - In this

casce thce change shall not be put into effect before
tho prOp T de01sion hus bean taken by the saild Conference".

(In the text of Documont No. 666 thc last sentence began
vith "In the’ latter case...". The ‘word -"latter! -has- been deleged),

The wbove text was unnnlmously adopted by the delcgates,

; Mr, Jacques Meyer continfies. his- report; He-stated that the
::substance of the following text+had been unanimously adopted and it .
vas understood th:it amendments of mere form might. be made thereto by
the Joint Committce. He thought that the 'text summarized ‘the

ggéﬁ%gns which had boen expressed at the‘meoting of thc tvo’ WOrking
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"Joint Groups 7 B aﬁd\lo A proposed to Committees 7 aﬁd 10:

1. To refer the following question to Committee 7 (jointly

with othcr committees or groups, or separately): - -+

“"Is it possible to include in the functions of the intended. :

organization (sce paragraph 5 of Document No. 627), thé study

of modific=ticns to the plan to be valid for a maximum period

of e o+ . + 4 which might be requested by a country because of
cxcepiionzl ond temporary cvents and which might necessitate adjust-
.ments ad _hoc with a view to eliminating interference?"

2. To inscrt the following text at the cnd of paragraph 8
{medificaticn of the plan), which had been adopted. by the two v

Committees; "With a view to mceting urgent needs in-relatidn to’'unfore-
scen events, and @ temporary and éxceptional derogaticn from the plen
for a period . of less than a week, any countryv may consult 'the ‘countries
concerned (all the countries) through the intermediary of the organi-
zation and by tclegraph. The objections of a technical nature of
these countries shall be formulated within 48 hours. In the absence .
of any objection, the modificaticnsrequested shall be considered as '
authorized, If, cduring the authorized period of derogation any harm-
ful interference is reported by any.country, the authorization of
derogation shall be suspended immediately™. - ;

He (¥Mr. Meyer) pointed out that the Vorking Groups had una=
nimously deccided to distinguish bctween temporary but foresccable events
(Genaral dsscmblics of the U.N., Olympic Games, ctc...) ond unfore-
sceable events (catastrophes, death of an internationally known pérson-
age, ctcess} nrecluding the systemetic consultation of thec countries,
threugh the intermediary of the organizaticn responsible for applying
the plan. dccordingly, it remained for the Joint Committece to settle
the question vhich had not been dccided by the VWorking Groups: should
paragraph 2 rcad "the countries concerncd" or "all the countries'?

ifter thonking Mr. Moyer for his report, the Chairman invited
the delegates to submit any objections.

Mr. dcton (Canada) had no objecction to present.

Mr. Morales (Cuba) pointed out th-t tho words "“derogation’ from
the plan" could give rise to. confusion in Sprnishj he reqwe sted thot
the word "transmission" be substituted for them.

Mr. licyer did not sec any disadvantage in the chonge since it
was a question of “a transmission in'derogation®, S

accordingly, the Chairman decided that the following would be<*
substituted for thc proposed text: "Wherce transmission in derogation
is authorized". B
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Colonel Simson (U.8.4.) and Mr, Egorov (Biclorussian
S.S.R.) prefcrred '"modification', thc mcaning of which caused:
less confusjion in Engiish and Rus ian., Furthernmore, Colonel
Simscn proposcd two amcndments: :

Instead of "countries", say "partics to the Agrccment';

Instead - of "unforcscen cvents'", say "events, the datcs of
vhich are unforesceable'. '

Mr, Jacgucs Meyer (Trancc) said tha there were cvents
" which in ‘themselves were unforeseecable and not only in the sense
of time. He was of thc opinion that the broader definition was,
- preferable since it autbmatically implied,thc narrower definition,

Mr. ;oralcs (Cubq) thousht that "signatory countries of -
the agrecment! was prefera able to "partlcs tO'tqc Lgreement!,

The Rev. Soccor51 (Vatican City) felt that the mcaning-
of the cxpression "signatory countrics" was not broad cnouﬂh. Ac-‘
tually, there could- be countrics wihich would accede to the (greo-
mentva%ter its signaturc. Iic proposcd "contrac ting purtlcs"

Mr. Lazareanu (Roumanian P.R.) thought that the text should
abide by the terms cmploycd in the other articles of -the tgreement,
- that is to say, "signatory countrics of the *grc :nent (Conventlon)
or .which have acceded thercto", _ ¢

Mr. Mor (Cub°) supported Mr. Lauarcanu's opinion.,

e
N

Mre. Jacoues Meyer (France). p01ntod out that the expression
“partles to the lgrcement! -was the only one which cmbedied both the
countrics which. had signed. the Agreement and thosc which had acceded
to %p-latcr. ’

Mr. Igorov (Bleloru051an S. S R.) was oftne same opinion
as Mr. Lazarcanu., On the other hand, hc had two amc¢ndments to pa-
ragraph 2 to subnit (undorllned passggos), '

"In the abscnce of any objcction, and in CuffOTMltx wlth
“irticle 8 (%), the modification requested shall be consicered as
autborizcd% and tho organization shall inform all the countrics
of tne fact and sha shall makc knowns the dates of the bqglnniqgmgnd

cnd of the tcmporaqy modlllcatlon"

.

The R”v. Soccor 1 (V thun City) woﬂcorod vhat was - .=

- - -

ﬁnderstood by "all thc countries", Did it mean the 51"natory coun-
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s

tries to the dgrecment or merely those which occupiéd the same
channcl or adgaccnt channolS”

- amecndment .

- Mr. Egorov (Biclorussian S.S.R.) withdrew'his'first

Mr. Laaareanu (Rounanlan P R. ) proposed the follow1ng. )

"and uho organization shall notlfy all the ’adml-
nistrations of the cffective date. of the chﬂnge
-and tho tornlnatlon datc ‘thereof"., -

My, . Dostert,ﬁcde thc fo’Low1n 'slight chango in. form'

"and tno orbanlzation shall 1nform all countrios of
this, as well as of the duration of thlS tcmporary
modvficatlon” ,

Since there was no objcction to the latter. wording, the
Sccrotary read paragraph 2, amended as follows::

H2.

To inscrt tho following text at the cnd of Article

8 (Modification of the Plan), Whlch had beon adoptcd
by ©he two Cocmmittces: .

'With a vicw to mecting urgent noeds in rulabion
to c¢vents the dates of which arec unforosooable, any
country may, by a temporary and cxccptional dero-
gation from the Plan during.a period of less than

a week, consult all the countries (the countrics
concoerned) (the countries partiss-to the .fgreement)
through the intermediary of the organization and by
telezraph.,. The objecticns of a technical nature of
these countries shall be formulated within 48 hours.

~In the absaence of any obgoctlon, the modification

rcequested shall be considered as authorized and the

-organization shall inform the countries of this, as -

well as of the duration of the temporary modification,
If, during the period of the authorized modifica--
tlon, harmful interfercnce is reported-by any coun-
try, the authorization of .modification shall be sus-
pended immodidtoly'".

Mr. Jacques Mcyer (Wrance) pointcd out.-that only those _
countries which broadcast on the same froquency or on adjacent fre-
quencies would be interested in making their objections known within
48 hcurs., He thought 1t would ‘be nccessary to establish a very
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clcar distinction between the countries to which the notifica-
tion would be sent and those which were invited to reply to it
~within 48 hours. That wac a question upon which a ruling should
be nmade in order that there wonld bo no further amblgulty in the
-meaning of the text.

‘Mr;’Nerqﬁkar (India) thought that the only countries
using the channel considered or adjacent channels should be con-
sulted and.that it vas unnccccsary to ask for the consent of coun-
" trics which were not interested in the modification. He proposcd
that thc text be ambnacd as follows:. :

oo, .‘. all the countrics partios to. this agrcement
wvhich’ use the Trequency cr frcquencies considered
or those wh"ch usc adjacent fre'ucncics"

", « o harmful int¢rfercence is, rcported by one of
the above—muntloncd countries" R

Mr. Lazarcanu (Roumanian P.R.) fclt that since the
latter amendment involved studies which the organization weuld
have to undertake, discussion thereof .should be. referrcd to
Cormittee 7. - ] Pk

. . The Chalrnan invited the delegates who had amcndments .
‘to propose to submit them to Coxiittec 7, inasmuch as the text
uvnich Mr. Jacques Ilyur had rcad was a proposal which was nade

to C AmlttOO 7.

o ' Mr. Eporov (Biclorussian S.8.R.) was afraid that the
“interference which might result from the tcmpqrary modification
woiild not occur only in the adjacent channels, For that recason
he considered it logical to inform all the countries of the modi-
fication. - Furthernore, thc text of Mr. Jacques Meyer's report to
the meeting contained the cxp cssion '"all the countrics" and it
had been approved unnnlmoosly. Accordlngly, he requested Mr.
Nerurkar not to revert to i that subject. ‘

: Ir. ;Egg&gngLxgg (France) reminded Mr. Egorov that
wvhen he had read the text approved by Groups .7 B and 10 4 he
‘had indeced pointed out that the following two variations had becen
purposely left in the toxty \

weonsult (the countrios . concerned ) :
: (all the countries concerned)... by teler;raph'.

j,)vaiogsly, it Mas*mqre in accordance'With tho‘rcgulations
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to say "all the cou'tries", But as it was a quostlon of an
exccptional measure, the two opposite points of view night be-
reconciled by specifying in the text that the first countries

to be notified would be those using the 'sam¢ or an- adjacent fre-
quency. It was natural also that the organization si.ould noti-

fy cvery one if - the flrst ‘ones had not objected to the derogation,
In that way the other countrics would still be in a position to
intervene and to have .the authorization of modification® suspendcd
inthe ovent their transr1331ons suffcrod any 1ntorferonce.A,; '

4 Mr.vFaulkncr (U K. supportcd tho proposal in the sonse
that the organization. should concern itsclf only with te coun-
tries affccted by the temporary derogations and should. await
their objcctions before notifying the other countrics. | Hc felt-
that, inasmuch as such a modification was valid for only a week
-at the most, it could result in only a minimum of inconvenlence
to the: othcr countries.. He concluded by inviting all thc dclega-
-~t10ns to adopt that solutlon. R ]

- In summn izing. thp dlscugs1on, thc Chairman p01ntcd out
that thcre were two dl“tlﬂct p01nts i

The conngnt to be obtqlnod from tho countrios concerncd'
tho infornatlon to be given to all- uhO countrics.

. Mr. Paulknor (U K. felt that this st*nctlon mlght in-
decd bo cstablished in the tcxt of thc propOSal !

Mr. Egorov (Biclorussian S.8. R ) was afrald ‘that the Me-
xico City Convcntlon in thot way would create discrimination with
rcgard to certain of. the signatories., In order to avoid creating
such a situation , while satisfying the various points of vicw
oxprcsoed he propogcd‘

That the text of the agreement (4Article 8) should montlonh

311 the countries which have signed or acceded to thc Ag reomcnt
(Conventlon)and the Plan annexed theretols

. That the Committee recomnond that the list of functlons‘
of the organization should provide for the prior nutification of
all the countries transnitting on the same frequency and adjacent
frequencies, followed by a goncral notification to. all the other
countrics.

Mr. Nerurkar (India) ald that actually thore were three
ooparate ‘steps to be taken: .
.- To consult the cc¢ untrleo transmltting on the same 1re~
“queney and on adjacent frequencicsy
' ‘To asscmble the objections of. those countries;
To inform all the other countrics.
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Although the third step would entail unnecessary e: pense for
the I,T.U., he had no objectlon to its being approved -

“Mr,. Kito- (Albanlan P.R. ) said that Messrs. Faulhner and
Nerurkar were in disagreement with the text proposed for Article.8 ~
in saying that only the countries transmitting on the sane: frequéncy
and the adjecent frequencies were concerned with. the derogation,
and that, before going on to the application of the third step, the
organlua%lon should wait until the countries had made known their
objections, The authors of the text of Article 8 had provided that
"if' harmful -interference was reported by any country, the authorization
of modification would be .suspended immediately." Accordingly, the
Indian proposal would -deprive "any country", whose transmissions
were affected by the rmodification, of the possibillty of requestlng
the cancellation thereol.-‘ .

Yr. Blvar (Portugal) made a dlstinction between tne rights of
the .signatory countrles in "the event of a permanent modification and
the rights of ‘the same-countries in the event of a temporary modifica-
tion. - ‘The’ first cadse affected all the countries, whereas the second
concerned only the countries which used the same or adjacent frequencies,
Accordingly, it was unnecessary in the latter event to consult all’
the 51gn°tory countries of the Agreement. He concluded by supporting
the Indian Delegation's proposal,

Mr. Goroshkin (U.5.5.R.) thought that it would not always be
easy to define which countries.would be affected directly by a modi-
fication. The question of. interference was not. as easy to solve
as certain delegatlons eemed to think : ' T

A poworful qtation{
ample inéreﬂting a hlgh ficld intensity in a given region
bg%ﬁd gﬁ}ypia%otqntlﬂlly interfere with the reception or transmis-
sions made.on freguencies different from the one considcred or on
shared . irequencies, A change in the directivity ot tne .antennas
could also cause interfecrence, without any consideration of a shared
frequency or adjacent frequen01es. For reasons of that naturc the
organization should inform all the countries of any derogation of .
the Plan, wvhether or not they were signatories to the Agrecement.:
Furthermore, that provision would be in conformity with Article 8,
which had been adopted. To amend- that article in thc sensec advocated
by certain delegations would be’ equlvalent to revising a text alrecady
adopted

Mr . Mptzler (Switzerland) agrced with the opinion that only
the countries transmitting.on the same or adjacent frequencics might
be inconvenienced by a modification of the’ Plan and consequently they
were the only ones which the organization ought to advisc, However,
he felt that in order to satisfy Mr. Egorov the organization could
send a circular letter. to.all the :.other- countries to acdvise them of
Ehc changes made, He requested the delegates to ‘settle the question

y- a vote,
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Mr. Nerurkar (Indla) d1d nat thlnk it. was possible to adopt
Mr. Egorovis proposal, which eculd not be a compro:'ise solution
because it did not: takc into account the amendment of the Delega-
tion of Indla‘,Ju,g : :

Mr. Favlknor (U K. )‘thought that'if the word '"mcvertheless®
verc placed at the bc”1nn11g of the text to be inscrted at the cend
of lirticle 8, it would better cstablish the connecticn with what
went before; * He point2d out that it was not a question of contra-
dicting the rest of the text of the Agrccment but merely of inserting
a clause therecin,

-Returning to the questicn.of interfoercnce, he:admitted that
unforeseeable interference could be causced elsewhere than in:the -
shared and adjacent chconnels, But normally only the latter would
cexperience any interfercnce. Furthérmore, Article & contained a'
clausc which made it possible for all the countries to request thc
immediate ‘cancellation of the modification. . Accordingly, the opinions
cxpressed were not so diffcerent ba51cally and the dlscu551on could be
ended immcdiately by a votec, :

: Mr. Egorov (Bluloru~51an S.S.R.) °harod the opinlon of - Mr.,
Goroshkin conccrning the question of interfercnce., He insisted on
the point of view that the latter had alrcady expresscd:  the signa-
tory ccunteies of the igrvemont should enjoy tho same rights, ulthout
distinetion, | ; ‘

Mr., Lazarcanu (Roumanlan P.R.) antlclpated the case- whcre
the or: sanization might fail to inform one of the countrics directly:
,alxectcd by the modification., He felt that the following text would
cnable-that cventuality to be avoidcd'

u « o o to consult the countrlos conccrned by telegraph '
and to notify all thce menmber countries of the I R
by tclegraph!, : o . ;;:'

The Chairman said that as a mattor of fact he had Just pre—
pared a conpromlse text in the samc senge, as followss

"2. To insert the followlnv text at the cnd of Article
8 (Modification of the Plan), which had been adopted
by the two comnlttoos'

- WNevertheless, w1th a view to meetlng.,.,to consulttho coun—
trics dircctly conecerned, through the intermecdiary of the
organization and bL,urgcnt telegram, which countries shall
report their objections of a tecchnical nature within 48
hours, On thc othor: hand,all the signatory countries of
tho hgroencnt, (bonvcntlon) or thosc which have acceded
tThercto shall rcccive notification by ordinary telegran',
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The last.sentence would be ‘amended as follows:

"If, during the period in which the modifi-
cation is authorized harmful interfercnce.-
is reported by anv other country-whatever,
the authorization for modification shall be
suspended immediatelyM. ‘ o .

: The Rev, Soccorsi (Vatican City) thought it preféfablé"
to specify "the countries concerned which usc the same or the ad-"’
jacent frequency'. ‘ .

ST P

- Mr. Erorov (Bielorussian S.S.R.) was-not satisfied with
the expression Y“ecountries -dircctly coneerncdY, He insisted that -
the text of Jrticle 8 should bec so worded as to bo logical and
consistent with the other articles of the igrcement. Article 8
should state that the crganization would consult "all the signatory
countries® by telegraph.. Then the "countries-.concerned!'" might be -
nentioned but only after the Committee had clearly defined -what

it understood by that cxpression.

o .The Chairman pointed out to Mr. Egorov .that the important
~ thing was to determine which countries were to give their consent
‘to the modification, - - : ’

Mr. Egorov (Biclorussian S,.S5.R.) found the reply. to the
Chairman's question in the text of 4rticle 8, vhiceh stated: "all- S
the countrics" must give their consent. With respect to the "coun- -
trics concerned™, the Committece should instruct-a. limited group to
scek a definition of the cxpression, since the Committee could not
include it in the text of the lgrecment without having defined it,

Mr. Jacques Mcycr (France) rcgrettéd.to have-to state that
after scveral™hours' discussion it sccmed thdt the meaning of the
cxpression "countries concerncd" still had not been defined, then
it had becn clcarly ecxpresscd that the mcaning of those words was
"the countrics which transmitted on the same frequency or on the
adjacent frcquencies", On the other hand, it appcared: impossible
to send any such question back to a Working Group. He concluded by
stating that if a dccision was not taken immediately, he would no
longer take the résponsibility for -joint mectings.of Groups‘?7 B and
10 A. : ) E

.- The Chairman took cognizance of Mr, qucrfg- statcnent,

Colonel de Albucucrqué (Brazil) proposed -the immediate
formation of a restricted group composed of the Delegates of the
Blelorussian 5,S.R., Vatic¢an City and France, which the Cormittce
would charge with the drafting of ‘a compromisc text. '

-
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The Rev, Soccorsi'(Vatican Clty) thought that procecdure was
unnecessary. The necting was faced with two irreconciliable posi-
tions: ' o '

- the tenporary fiodification could be possible only

- with the consent of .the countries concerncd (coun=-
tries transmitting .on the same or on the: adJacent
frequenc1es),

i- tho tcnporary Lodlflcatlon could be,. possible only
" w1th the. consont of all the countries.

-

: uccordlngly, under those conoltlona ‘the only choice loft to
the Comnittee was to settle the question by a VOte.

The Chairman said:that-he would wlthdraw hlS proposal and uhat
the Comnittece would first vote on the proposal of the Bleloru551an
Delegation and then on the Indian proposal.

Mr. Nerurkar (India) informed the Chairman that he would'have
been -able to support his compronise proposal if Mr. Egorov had accepted
it. He thought there was no choicc left but to vote.

Mr, Goroshyin (U S.5 .B ) supportod Coloncl do llbuqucruqe'
proposql..‘ : BRI

Mr. Melgar (Mcx1co) .supported Mr, Jacques Meyer’s ‘motion
-and suggestod that tbo mcetlng proccod to the voto., ;»~-

Mr, Jacgues Ioze (France) recalled that the text whlch he
had read at fthe ‘beginning of thc mcotlng had been-adopted unanimously
that same niorning by Groups 7 B and 10 A. = He was amazed at being
requested to resune the discussion of the. text during the :afternoon.

Colonel de_ /flbuquergue (Brazil) pointed out that his pro-
posal to assign to-a restricted: group the task of drafting a compro-
misc text would permit.the question to be settled at the present time
so that it would not have to be brought up again at the Plenary
assembly on the follow1nw day. - . L

Mr, horales (Cuba) supported Mr, Jacques Meyer'é propoSal.'

The Chairman noted thut the Braleian Delegate's proposal
encountered objections and requested the. mootlng to take a dec131on
by a vote on Mr.: Goroshkln S motlon.lﬂ_ o

, Nino dclcgatlons supported the notion of tho U S.S. R. Dele-
gation; 20 voted against it; 3 abstaincd. The notion of the U.S.S.R.
Delegation was rejected., '
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The Chairman then invited the meeting to vote on Mr.
Egorov's proposal, which ho rcad as follows: ..
PR 4 -
"With a view to rcspondlng to the urgent nood P A
to ccnsult by urgent telegram all the signatory coun-
trics of the Aerrcenent (Cerivention) and Plan or those
which have acccded thereto, through the 1ntcrmed1ary
of the organization. The notifications shall bc sent
first to the ccuntrices using the frequency considered
or thc adjacent frcaucncics. The objecctions of a tech-
nical nature . . . . and-the organization shall inform
all the countries of this, as well as of the duration
. - « o the autherization for modification shall be
susponded inrediately and the countries shall be noti-
fied thercof by the organization.'.

" Mr. Egorov's propogal was cgcctcd by the: mceting. Ten
(10) delegations voted in favor of it, 20 against, and 2 abstalned-;

fren voting.

: Tho‘Chairman‘then 1equgstbd the Comrlttoe to vcte on L Mr.
Herurkar's proposal, as follows:

MJith a vicew to mecting the urgent necds o o o o o to
consult the countrics which usc the frequency-or:fre-
guencies in question and thosc which use the nadjacent
frequencics, The objecticns of a technical nature shall
be formulnted by the latter countries within 48-hours,
In the absence of any objection + o « . harmful in-
terference is reported by any country whatever, the
authorization of nodlflcatlon shall- bc suspended imne-
'dlntcly" S o S : ’

Mr. Jacques Moeyer (France) rcquested that the words
"the countrics which use « « .+ " be rc¢placed by "the signatory.
countrics of the Agrecement. (Convention) and the Plan or those
countrics which have: acceded thereto which use . A n

Mr. Lazarcanu (Roumanian P.R.) mlght be able to support
the text ‘proposed but without the Indian Delegation's amcndments,
which he considered to be in contradiction with the text.as a whole
of’ the ugrcbnont alrcady adoptcd . by the Committtcc.

Mr. Norurkar (India) pointed out that. the proposal of -
Groups 7 B and 10 4 was incorplete, becausc the latter Groups had
left to the Joint Committec the taok of choosing between. the - two
expressions  "the countrics concerned” and "all the countries',
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The Indian Delegation'!s amendments were adopted by a ma-
Jority vote of the Cormittee. ~Twenty-two delegations voted in
favor of it and ten ﬂgalnst the proposal. There were no abs-
tentions, : : C

" The text as a whole probbsed'by the Joint Mceting of
Working Groups 7 B.and 10 4 was thcen put to the vote and was
adopted., Twenty-two ‘delegations voted in favcer of the tcxt and
10 against 1t There Was, no aostcntlon. V;:'~ s

uccordlngly, tho tcxt adoptud was as Iollows. '

"L, To rufcr to Comnittce 7 (JOlntly dlth other
comnittees or groups, or'scpara tely) the”

: follow1ng gquestion: 'Is it possible to include
in the functions of the intended organization
(se¢ paragraph 5 of Document No. 627) to study..

- of nodifications to the Plan tc be valid for & "

. maxinun ‘period of . 4w + , which nodifications.
riizht be rcquested by a country because of ex-']
ceptional and temporary cvents and which night
nccessitate adjustnents ad hoc w1th a view to
cllminatlng interference? !

24 To 1nsbrt the following text at the end of Article
8 (Modification of the Plan) adépted by the two .
Connitteces:. 4

'Nevertheless, with a v1ew to rcspondzng to urgent
nceds with respect to unforescen events, any toun-
try nay, by a temporary and exceptional derogation
fron the Plan for a period of less than a weck,
through the intermediary of -the organization and

by tclegraph, consult the signatcry countries of

the dgrecnent (the Conventicn) and the Plany, or those
countrics which had acceded thereto which use the
frequency or frequencies in question or the adjacent
frequencics, Objections of a tcchnical nature shall
be formulated by the countries within 48 hours.-In
the abscnce of any objection, the nmodification reé-
quested shall be considcred authorized. If, during
the period in which the modification is authorlzed
harnful 1nterference is reported by any country
vhatsoever, the authorization-for. modlflcation shall
_be suspcndcd imnedlately'" ' :

) »t _ " The results of'ﬁn voto gave rISL to the follow1ng state-
nents:
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The Dclegation of the Bicloru551an S. S R.:

"Roferrlna to thv dlscu551ons of thc proposal
with rospoct to 'the procedure centenplated

in order to satis fy the countrics!' temporary
nceds in certain special cases!, the Delegation
of the Bicloruss ian S.S.R, findsit. necessery to
state: :

'The Declegationt of the Bielorussian S.S.R., considcring
that this preposal is radically inconsistent with the procedure
established with respect to the metheds of ‘implenentation and mo=
dification of the High Froquency Broadcasting Plan (HEB)
and that it is contrary to a nunmbor of Articles of the draft
Moxico City Convention previously prcparcd and approved

‘tConsidering, on the other hand, that 1t (thc proposal)
nakes a rcvision of the Cenvention as a ’wholc compulsory, that
it introduces an arbitrary clenent, that it completely under-
nines the bascs of the HFB Plan foundod on well-defined tcch-
nical principles and on -2 scries of general pvovialono which guaran-
tce the proper application of the Plan,

'Formally obacct to the inscrtion of the said proposal
in the draft Mcxico City Convention'',

. "The U.S.S.R..Delegation stated tth thp decision Just
taken smounted to a revisicn of the whole of JArticle 8 of the
Draft...grecrnient previously approved by 2ll Delegaticns, and the
U.S.S.R, Delegation was accordingly forced to declarc %hat it
could not consider the decision taken as corrcet, and resorved the
right to return to the question at a later date." .o

The Delegation of the Roumanian P.R., and the Delegation
of thc F.P.R. of Yuzoslavia made thc samc rescrvatlon as the
“-Delegation of the Biclorussian S.S.R. and the U.S 5 R.

Mr. Kitn (Abanian P.R) called atbontlon tothce fact that
in ‘voting on thc anmendncnt to 4rticle 8 ac a whole his Delegation,
like a grecat many othcrs, had voted agulngt the first paragraph,
which had not bcen their-intenticon.  He said that the Delegation
of- the Albanian -P.R. supported the rescrvations made by the De-
1at10ns of the BlolvruJSLan S.S.R. and: tho U S.S.R. ,

The Chairnan roscrved the rlght to resume the discussion
~of the question of interfercnec.

The Dclegate of France said that the text on which the
Cormittec had just taken a decision was not in contradiction
with any other provision of the Jgrocment previously adopted,
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He called the delcgatet's attention to the rcmarkable
fact that, whecnever there had been a question of "contradic-
tion", no mention had been made of the last sentence of Ar-
ticle 8 which had been adopted in the meanwhile:

"If during the peried in which the modification
is authorized harmful Interfercence is reported
by any country whatsoever, the authorization for
modification shall be suspended irmediately?®.

On the other hand he was amazed that the delegations
should so prcmaturcly nake rescrvations concerning an Agrce-
‘ment and Plan which had not yet oven becn signed.

The Delegation of Czechoslovakia said that "it had
voted against the proposal containing the Indian Delegation's
anendnent bceccause it believed that the amendment might in-fact
rcestrict the equal rights of all the countrices which signed the
Convention. TFor that reason the Czechoslovakian Delecgation
supported the statement of the Biclorussian S,S.R. Declegation',

The Delegation of the P,R, of Bulgaria stated that it
"protested against thoe decision taken because it would cause
chaos and disorder in the application of the Plan".

The neeting was adjourned at 8:30Vp.m.

The Reporter: v Tho'Chairman:

‘Jean Millot '  Milan Lalié
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Theé méoting was d cclared open at %:30 p.m. by tho Chairman,
Mr, Lalié, assisted by Mr. Pereyra, Chairman of Committee 10, and

MQL“Qgﬁggﬁg,,ScCrctary,of the Conferecnce.

Mr. Kito (Albanian P.R.) reminded thc delegates that on this
day- the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics was commemorating the .
31st anniversary of the crcation of its army. After briefly relating
the glorious hlstory of the Sovict Army, whosc heroism durlnghthe
Sccond World wes 1nu iréd the admiration of the entlre world € €Xw
pressed his sincerce appreciation to the U.S.S,. R Dolcgaulon for the
soldlers who, llberatod his country. .

The delegates prescnt applauded Mr. Kito's rcemarks.

The Chadirman requested the Secretary of the Confvrcnce to
be k:nd enough to scnd a congratulatory tclo~ram to thu Ambassador
of the Soviet Union in Mexico, :

Mr. Goroshkin (U.S.S.R.) cxprcssed his very sincere thanks
to Mr, Kifo, to thc Chairman and to the delegates, and added that
while the Sov1ot Army's vrincipal concern was. the defense of the
territory of the U.S.S. R., it was always ready to protcct all the
other countrics of the world. ~

The Chairman lﬂVltOd Mr. Jacguas Mcyor (France) to make a
report of the rcsulits of the mecting of Groups 7 B and 10 A, of
which he was Chairman, which had taken placc that very morning,



-2 -
(Doc., No. 709-E)

[
A

Mr. Jacques Meyer recalled that in the mecoting of the pre-
vious day the Joint Committee had entrusted Messrs, Kito and Metzler )
with the care of putting into final form the text of Article 8,
after a proposal by Mr. Lazareanu. Those twe Delegates were 1n
agreement concerning the text which Mr. Wolf recad, as follows
(the passages underlined constituted an amcndment to the text of
Document No. 666):

8 (5) If the country which requested a dange
has not obtained its approval, notwith-
standing its attempts at conciligtion,
and_in spite of an arbitration procedurc
in conformity Wluh Annex 3 of the Atlantlc
C.ty Convention, invoked through the in-
termediary of the organlzatlon, it shall
have the right to have the same request
transmitted by the organization for exa~
mination and decision by the next Extra-
ordinary High Frequency Broadcasting Con-
ferences In this case the change shall not
be put intc effect bhefore the proper decision
has becen taken by the said Conference',

(In the text of Document No., 666 the last sentence began
with "In the latter Case + o o' The word "latter™ has been
deleted), -

The above text was unanimously adopted by the délegates.

Mr. Jacques Meyecr continues his report. He stated that
the substance of the folloving text had becn unanimously adopted and it
was understood that amendments of mere form might be made thereto
by the Joint Committece,. He thought that thc text sumwarlzod the
opinions which had been expressed at the mceting of the two Working
Gorups: .

"Joint Groups 7 B and 10 A proposcd to Cpmmiftoes 7 and -
10:

1, To refer the follow1ng question to
© Committee 7 (jointly with-.other commlttoos
or groups, oOr @parately)w

"Is it possible to include in the functions

of the intended organization (sce paraszraph

5 of Document No, 627), the study of modi-
fications to the plan to be valid for a ma-
ximum period of + o + » « , which might be
reguested by a country because of exceptloial
and temporary cvents and which might nccos-
sitate adjustments ad hoc with a view to
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climingting interfercnce?

2., To insert the following toxt at the end of
parazraph 8 (modification of the plan),
which had been adoptced by the two Committees;
"With a vicew to meceting urgent nceds in rela-
tion to unforesceen cvents, and a temporary and
exceptional derogation from the plan for a
period of less than a week, any country may
consult the countrics concerned (all the coun-
trics) through the intermcdiary of the organi-
zation and by tclegraph. The objections of a
technical naturc of these countrices shall be
formulated within 48 hours. In the absence of
any objcction, the modification requested shall
be congidered as authorized., If, during the
authorized pcrlod of decrogation any harmful in--
terference is reported by any country, the authoriza-
tion of derogation shall be suspended immediate=-
1y,

He (Mr. Meyer) pointed out that the Working Gr:ups had una-
nimously decided to distinguish betweon t emporary but foreseeable
events (General Assemblies of the U.N., Olympic Games, €tCs o o)
and unforeseeable events (catastrophes, dcath of an internationally
known ‘personagey, ctc...) precluding vhc systcmatic consultation
of the countries, through the intcrmediary of the organization res-
ponsible for applying the plan. Accordingly, it remained for the
Joint Committec to settle the gucstion which had not been decided
by the Wgorking Groups: should para’raph 2 recad "thce countries con-
curned" or "all the countriest?

A€ter thanking Mr. Mcycr for his report, the Chalrman 1nv1ted
the delegates to ubmlt any objections,

Mr. Acton (Canada) had no objection to prescnt.:

Mr, Moralcs (Cuba) pointced out that the words '"derogation

from the plan' couvld give risc to confusion in Spanish; he requested
that the word ”transm1551on" be substituted for them,

Mr. Meyer did not sce any disadvantage in t he change since
it was a question of g transmISSJOn in derogation', .

Accordingly, the Chairman decided that the following would
" be substituted for the proposed text: 'where (ransmission in dero-
gation is authorized". ‘ '
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Colonel Simson (U.S..4.) and Mr. Egorov - (Bielorussian
S.85.R.) preferred M"modification', thec meaning of which caused
less confusion in Engiish and Russian. Furthermore, Colonel
Simson proposcd two amendments:

Instead of "countrics", say ''parties to the d4greement';

Instead of "unforcscen events'", say ''events, the dates of
which are unforesceable,

Mr, Jacques Mcyer (France) said that there were cvents
which in themselves were unforesecablc and not only in the sense
of time, He was of the opinion that the broader definition was
preferable since it automatically implied the narrower definition.

Mr. Morales (Cuba) thought that "signatory countrics of
the agrecment'" was preferable to "partics to the igrcement”,

The Rev. Soccorsi (Vatican City) felt fhat the mcaning
of the cxpression "signatory countrics" was not broad enough. Ac-
tually, thecre covld be countrics which would accede. to the dgreoc-
ment after its signaturc. He proposed Ycontracting partios”

. Mr. Lazareanu (Roumanian P.R.) thought tha b the text should
abide by the terms cmployed in the ot r 1ru1clcs of the Ggrecment,
that is to say, "signatory countries of the igreement (Coavention)
or which have accedced therecto',

Mr, Morales (Cuba) supported Mr., Lazarecanu's opinion,

Mr., Jacaues Meyer (France) pointed out that the cxpression
"parties to the Jgreemcnt" was the only one which embodied bhoth the
countries which had signed the JAgrcement and those which had acceded
to it later. '

Mr. Bgorov (Biclorussian S.S.R.) was of‘the same opinion
as Mr, Lazarcanu., On the other hand, he had two amendments to pa-
ragraph 2 to submit (undcrlincd passages);

"In the absence of any objection, and in conformity with
“4rticle 8 (4), the modification requested shall be consicered as
authorized and the organization shall inform all the countries
of the facé and_shall makc known tne dates of the beginning and
end of thc temporary. mod1¢1catlon”

The Revs Socc

Gnderstood by "all thc

orsi ( Votican Clty) wondered what wa S
c c

ountries'", Did it mean the signatory coun-
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trics to the 4greement or merely those which occupwed the same
channol or adgaccnt channele? -

Mr. E?orov (Blelorusalan S S,“.) w1thdrow hlS flrst
amcndment, . .

Mr. Lazarcanu (Roumanian P.R,) proposed the following:

mand the organization shall notify all the admi-
nistrations of the cffective date of thec change
and the termination date thereof'.

Mr, .Dostert nade the following slight change in form:

"and the organization shall inform all countries of
this, as well as of the duration of this temporary
modification',

Since therce was no objecction to the latter wording, the
Secrectary Pﬂnd paragraph 2, amended as follows:

"2. To inscrt the foWIOW1ng toxt at the ¢nd of Article
8 (Modification of the Plan), which had bcen adopted
by the two Committces:
'With a view to mecting urgent nceds | in relavion
to cvents the dates of which arc unforcscecable, any
country may, by a tcmporary and exceptional dero-
gation from the Plan during a period ,of less than
a week, consult all the countries (thc countrics
concerned) (the countries partics to the lgrecement)
through the intermcdiary of the organization and by
tclezraph. The objections of a Lechnlcal natcure of
these countries shall be formulated within 48 hours,
In the dbsence of any objcction, thc modification
requested shall be considered as ~uthorized and the
organization shall inform the countries of this, as
wcll as of the duration of the temporary modification.
ff during the period of the authorized modifica-
twon, harmful interfercncc is reported by any coun-
try, thc authorization of modification shall be sus-
pended immediately . ‘ ‘

Mr. Jacques Mcyer (France) pointed out that only those
countries which broadcast on the same froquency or on adjacent fre-
guencies would be interested in making their objections known within
48 hours., He thought it would be nccessary to establish a very
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clear distinction between the countries to which the notifica-
tion would be scnt and thosc which were invited to reply to it
within 48 hours., That was .a question upon which a ruling should
bc made 1in order that there would be no further ambiguity in the
meaning of the text.

Mr, Nerurkar (India) tirought that the only couantries
using the channel considcred or adjacent channels should be con-
sulted and that it was unnccecsary to ask for the consent of coun-
tries which were not intercested in the modification. He proposed
that thc text be amonded as follows:

", « . all the countrics partics to this agrccment
which use the frequency cor froguencies considered
or those which usc adjacent freguencics',

" . o . harmful intcrfercnce is rceported by one of
the above-mentioned countriest,

Mr, Lazarcanu (Roumanian P.R.) felt that since the
latter amendment involved stucdies which the organization wculd
have to undertake, discussion thercof should be referrcd to
Committee 7.

to propose to submit them to Cornaittee 7, inasmuch as the text
which Mr, Jacques' Meyer had rcad was a proposal which was made
to Committee 7.

Mr. Egorov (Biclorussian S.S5.R.,) was afraid that the
interference which might rcesult from the tomporary modification
would not occur only in thc adjacent channels. For that rcason
he considerced it logieal to irform all the countries of the modi-
fication. Furthermore,; the text of Mr. Jacques Mcyer's report to
the meeting containced thoe cxp cossion "gll the countrics!" and it
‘had been approved unanimously. Accordingly, he requcsted Mr.
Nerurkar not to revert to ¢ that subject. ‘

Mr, Jacgques Mcyver (France) reminded Mr. Egorov that
when he had rcad the text approved by Groups 7 B and 10 4 he
had indeced pointed out that the following two variations had been
purposcely left in the toxt:

"econsult (the countrics concerned )
(all the countries concerncd)... by telesraph',

Obviously, it was more in accordance with the recgulationms
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to say "all the cou tries", But as it was a quostion of an
exceptional measure, the two opposite points of view might be
rocdnciled by specifying in the text that the first countries

to be notified would be those using the same or an adjacent fre-
quency. It was natural also that the organization s..ould noti-
fy cvery onc if the first ones had not objected to the derogation.
In that way the other countries would still be in a position to
intervene and to have the -authorization of modification suspended
inthe cvent their transmissions suffercd any interfercnce,

Mr. Faulkner (U.K, supported the proposal in the scense
that the organization should concern itscelf only with the coun-
tries affccted by the temporary derogations and should awailt
their objcctions before notifying the other countrics, He felt
that, inasmuch as such a modification was valid for only a week
at the most, it could recsult in only a minimum of inconvenicnce
to the other countrics. Ie concluded by inviting all the delega-
tions to adopt that solution.

In summa -izing the discussion, the Chairmgn pointed out
that there were two distinct points:

The congent to be obtained from the countrics concerned;
the information to be given to all the couatrics.

Mr, Faulknor (U.K. felt that this distinction might in-
decd be cstablished in the text of the proposal,

- Mr, BEgorov (Biclorussian S.S.R.) was afraid that the Me-
xico City Convcention in thot way would create discrimination with
rcgard to cortain of the signatorics. In order to avoid creatlng
such a situation , whilc satisfying tho various points of vic
cxpressed, hc proposcd:

That thc text of the Agrecment (4rticle 8) should mention
"gll the countrics which have signed or acceded to the Agrecment
(Convention)and the Plan anncxed tqercto”

That thoe Commitctcee rccomiend that the list of functlons
of the organization should provide for the prior nctification of
all thc countries transmitting on thoe same frequency and adjacent
frequencies, folleowed by a gencral notification to all the other
countrics,

Mr, Nerurkar (India) soid that actually there were three
separate stcps to be token:

To consult the countrics transmitting on the same fre-
auency and on adjaccent freguencics;

To asscuple the objections of those countrles;

To inform all the other countrics,
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Although the third step would entail unnecessary expense for

the I,T.U.,. he had no objection to its being approved,
o Mr, Kito (Albanian P.R.) said that Messrs. Faulkner and
‘Nerurkar were in disagreement with the text proposed for Article &

in saying that only the countries transmitting on the same frequency
and the adjacent frequencies were concerned with the derogation,

and that, before going on to the appllcatlon of the third step, the
organlzatlon should wait until the countries had made known thelr
objections, The authors of the text of Article 8 had provided that

"if harmful interference was reported by any country, the authorization
of modification would be suspended immediatelv." Accordingly, the
Indian proposal would deprive '"any country", whose trensmissions
were affected by the modification, of the possibility of regquesting

the cancéllation thereof. A

Mr. Bivar (Portugal) made a distinction between the rights of
the signatory countries in the event of a permanent modification and
the rights of the same countries in the event of a temporary modifica-
tion. The first case affected all the countries, whereas the second
concerned only the countries which used the same or adjacent frequencies,
Accordingly, it was unnecessary in the latter event to consult all
the signatory countries of the Agreement. He concluded by supporting
“the Indian Delegation's proposal.

Mr. Goroshkin (U,S.S.R.) thought that it would not always be
easy to define which countries would be affected directly by a modi-
fication, The question of interference was not as easy to solve
as certain delegations seemed to think, :

A high power statlon for example, in creating a high field
in a region which in pr1n01ple was not affected by the modification,
could very substantially interfere with the reception of transmis-
sions made on frequencies different from the one considered or on
- adjacent frequencies, A change in the directivity of the antennas
could also cause interference, without any consideration of a shared
frequency or adjacent frequencies, For reasons of that nature the
organization should inform all the countries of any derogation of
the Plan, whether or not they were signatorics to the Agrcement,
Furthermore, that provision would be in conformity with Article 8,
which had been adopted.. To amend that article in thc. sense advocated
by certain delegations would be equivalent to rcv131n a text already

adopted,

Mr, Metzler (Switzerland) agrcced with the opinion that only
the countries transmitting on the same or adjacent freguencies might
be inconvenienced by a modification of the Plan and consequently they
were the only ones which the organization ouvght to advisc, However,
he felt that in order to satisfy Mr, Egorov the organization could
send a circular letter to all the other countrics to acdvise them of
the changes made. He requested the delegates to settle the question

by a vote,
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Mr. Nerurkar (India) did not think it was p0551ble to adopt
Mr, Egorov's proposal, which eculd not be a compro.ise solution
because it did not take into account thce amendment of the Delega-
ticn of India.

Mr. Faulkner (U.K,) thought that if the word "mevertheless"
were placed at the beginning of the text to be inserted at the end
of irticle 8, it would better ‘cstablish the connection with what
went before. He pointad out that it was not a question of contra-
dicting the rest of the text of the igreement but merely of inscrting
a clause therein,

Returning to the questicn of intcrfoerence, he admitted that
unforesceablc interfercnce could be causced clsewhere than in the
shared and adjacent c¢honnels., But normally only the latter would
experience any interfercnce. Furthermore, Article & contained a
clause which made it possible for all the countries to request the
immediate cancellation of the medification., Accordingly, the opinions
expressed were not so different basically and the discussion could be
cnded immediately by a vote,

Mr. Egorov (Biclorussian S.S.R.) shared the opinion of Mr.
Goroshkin concerning thce gquestion of interference., He insisted on
the point of vicw that the latter had alrecady expressed: the signa-
tory ccuntries of the Agrcement should enjoy the same rights, without
distinetion.

, Mr,. Lazarcanu (Roumanian P,R.) anticipated the case whcre
the orgjanization might fail ‘to inform one of the countrics directly
affected by the modification, Hc felt that the following text would
enable that eventuallty to be avoided:

" . + « to cornsult the countries concecrned by telegraph
and to notify all thc member countries of the I.T.U,
by tclcgraph'l, .

The Chairman said that as a matter of faict hce had just pre-
pared a compronise text in thc sanc scnse, as followss

np, To insert the following text at the cnd of article
8 (Modification of tho Plan), which had been adopted
by the two committces:

"Novertheless, with a vicew to neeting,,..to consult the coun=
trics dircctly conccrned, through the intermediary of the
organization and by urgent telegram, which countries shall
report their objections of o tcchnical nature within 48

“hours, On the other hand all the signatory countries of
tnﬂ_ggyvomcnt (Convontlon or those which have acceded
thereto shall receive noti.ication by ordinary telczram',
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The last sentence would be amended as follows: . =

"If, during the period in which the modifi-
cation is authorized harmful interferecnce
is reported by any other country whatever,
the authorization for modification shall be
ouSpended immeciately",

The Rev, Soccorsi (Vatican City) thought it preferable
to specify "the countries concerned which use the same or the ad-

jacent frequency”,

Mr, Erorov (Biclorussian S.S.R.) was not satisfied with
the cexpression "countrics direcctly concernedY. He insisted that
the text of article 8 should be so worded as to be logical and
consistent with the other articles of the Agrcement, Article 8
should state that the crganization would consult "all the signatory
countries®" by telcgraph. Then the "countries concerned" might be
mentioned but only after the Committec had clcarly defined what
it understood by that oxp10581un.

The Chairman pointed out to Mr. Egorov that the important
thing was to determine which countries were to give their consent
to the modification,

Mr. Egorov (Bjolorusolan S.5.R.) found the reply to the
Chairman's question in the text of article 8, which stated: "all
the countries" must give their conscnt. With respect ‘to the "coun~
tries concerned, the Comnittee should instruct a limited group to
seek a definition of the cxpression, since the Committee cculd not
include it in the text of the lLgrecment without having defined it,

Mr., Jacques Mcyer (France) regretted to have to state that
after several™hours' discussion it scemed that the meaning of the
cxpression "countries concerned" still had not becén defined, then
it had been clecarly expressed that the mcaning of those words was
"the countries which transmitted on the same frequency or on the
adjacent frequencies", On the other hand, it appecared impossible
to send any such quostlon back to a Worklng Group., He concluded by
stating that if a dccision was not taken immediately, he would no
longer take thc responsibility for juint meetings of Groups'7 B and

10 A.
Tho_chairman took cognizance of Mr, Meyer's statement,

Colonel de Albucucrgue (Brazil) proposed the immediate
formation of a rcstricted group composod of the Delegates of the
Bielorussian S.S.R.y Vatican City and France, which the Commlttee
would charge with the drafting of a compromise text,
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The Rev. Soccorsi (Vatican City) thought that procedure was
unnecessary., The meeting was faced with two irreconciliable posi-
tions: ' '

- the tenporary modification could be possible only
" with the consent of the countries concerncd (coun-
“trics transmitting on the. same or on the adjacent
ffequen01es), ' Lo

- the tomporary FOdlflC&tlon could be possible only
with the COHS“Ht of all thc countries.

sccordingly, under those conditicns the only choice left to
the Committee was to settle the question by a vote.

The Chairman said that he would withdraw his prcposal and that
the Committec would first vote on the proposal of the Bleloru531an
Delegation and then on the Indian proposal.

Mr; Narurkar (India) informecd the Chairman that he would have
beon ablc to support his compromise proposal if Mr, Egorov had accepte
it. Hc thought there was no choice left but to vote,

Mr, Goroshkin (U S.5.R.) supported Colonel_de ulbuquefuqe's
proposal. — S

Mr. Melgar (Mexieo) supported Mr, Jacques Meyér's motion
and suggestpd that the ne etln procecd to the vote,

Mr. Jacgues sze (France) recalled that the text which he
had rcad at the beginning of the moctlng had been adopted unanimously
that same ilorning by Groups 7 B and 10 4. He was amazed at being
requested to resume the discussion of the text during the afternoon.

Colonel de A4lbuguergue (Brazil).pointed"out that his pro-
posal to assign to a restricted group thd task of drafting a compro-
misc text would permit the question to be settled at the present time
so that it would not have to be brought up again at the Plenary
4Assembly on the following day. .

Mr. Morales (Cuba) supported Mr. Jacques Meyer's proposal.

The Chairman noted that the Brazilian Delegate's proposal
encountered objections and requested the meeting to take a decision
by a vote on Mr. Goroshkln s motion.

Nlno dclegablons supported the motion of the U, S S.Re Deleé
gation; 20 voted against it; 3 abstained. The motion of the U.S.S.R.
Delegation was rejected.
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The Chairnan then invited the meceting to vote on Mr.
Egorov's proposal, which hce read as follows:

"With a vicw to rcsponding to the urgent nceds o o o o
to ccnsult by urgent telegram all the signatory coun-
trics of the Agrrcement (Comveontion) and Plan or those
which heve acceded thercto, through the intermediary
of the organization. The notifications shall be scnt
first te the countrics using the freguency considered
or thc adjaceént frcguencics. The objections of a tech-
nical nature . . . . and thce organization shall inform
all thc countrices of this, as well as of -the duration
« o« o o« o the authorization for modification shall be
suspended inmediately and the countries shall bé noti-
fied thercof by the organization.! .

Mr. Egorov's proposal was rejected by the neeting. Ten
(10) declegations voted in favor of it, 20 against, and 2 abstained
fren voting. ' ' ‘

The Chairman then rcequested the Committee to vote on Mr.,
Nerurkar's proposal, as follows: ' S S

"Jith a vicw to mecting the urgent necds o« o o o « tO
consult the countrics which usc the frequency or fre-
guencies in question and those which use the adjacent
frequencics, The objecticns of a technical nature shall
be formulnted by the latter countries within 48 hours.
~In the obsence of any objection + » .+ .+ hormful in-
terference is reported by any ciuntry whatever, the
authorization of ncdification shall be suspended imme-
diately".

Mr. Jacques Meyer (France) rcquested that the words
"the countrics which usc . « . " be rcplaced by "the siznatory
countrics of the dAgreement (Convention) and the Plan or those
countrics which have acceded thereto which use « o o "

Mr, Lazarcanu (Roumanian P.R.) might be able to. support
the text proposed but without the Indinn Delegation's ancndments,
which he considcred to be in contradiction with the text as a whole
of the Ggrecment already adopted by the Committtec.,

‘Mr. Nerurkar (India) pointed out that the proposal of
Groups 7 B and 10 4 was inconplete, because the latter Groups had
left to the Joint Committec the task of chocsing between the two
exprcessions "the countrics concerned" and "all the countries!,
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The Indian Delegationt's amendments were adopted by a ma-
jority vote of the Committee, Twenty-two delegations voted in
favor of it and ten against the proposal. There were no abs-
tentions,

The text as a whole proposed by the Joint Mceting of
Working Groups 7 B and 10 A was then put to the vote and was
adopted, Twenty-two delecgations voted in favor of the text and
10 against it. There was no abstention. _ 1

Accordingly, the text adopted was as follows:

"1, To rcfer to Comnittee 7 (jointly with other
conmittces or groups, or scparately) the
following question: 'Is it possible to include
in the functions of the intended organization
(sce paragraph 5 of Document No. 627) to study
of nodifications to the Plan to be valid for a
rmaximun period of . + + « , which modifications
night be requested by a country because of cx=-
ceptional and temporary cvents and which might
nccessitate adjustments ad hoc with a view to
eliminating interference? !

"2, To wnsort the following text at the end of Article
8 (Modification of the Plan) adopted by the two
Comnittees:

'Nevertheless, with a view to rcsponding to urgent
needs with respect to unforeseen events, any coun-
try nay, by a temporary and exceptional dcrogation
from the Plan for a period of less than a week,
through the intermediary of the organization and

by telegraph, consult the signatory countries of

the dgreement (the Convention) and the Plan, or those
countrics which had acceded thereto which use the
frequency or frequencics in question or the adjacent
frequencies, Objections of a technical nature shall
be formulated by the countries within 48 hours. In
the absence of any objection, the modification re-,
quested shall be considcred authorized. If, during
the period in which the modification is authorlzed
harmful ‘inter.fercnce is reported by any country
vhatsoever, the authorization for modification shall
be suspended immediately'',

. The results of the vote gave rise to the following state-
-nments:
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The Delegation of the Biclorussian S.S.R.:

"Referring to the discussions of the propesal
with respect to 'the procedurc centenplated

in order to satisfy the countries!' temporary
needs in certain special cascs!, the Delegation
of the B: eloru531an 5.5, R flnds it necessary to
state: :

'The Delegation of the Biclorussian S.S.R., considoring
that this proposal is radically inconsistont with the procedurc
established with respect to the methods of implomentation and mo-
dification of the High Frcqucncy Broadcasting Plan (HFB) -
and that it is contrary to a number of 4rticles of the draft
Mexico City Convention previously prceparcd and approveds

'Considering, on tho other hand, that it (thc proposal)
makes a revision of the Convention as a whole compulsory, that
it introducecs an arbitrary clcment, that it completely under-
mines the basces of thc HFB Plan founded on well-defined tech-
nical principles and on a scrics of gencral provisions which guaran-
- tece the proper application of the Planj ,

'Fornally objccts to the insertion of the said proposal
in the draft Mcexico City Conventiont!,

: The U.S.S.R. Dclegation stated that the decision just
taken amcunted to a rovision of the whole of Article 8 of the
draft Agrccment and that uncer those conditions, therefore, the
U.S.5.R. Delegation could not be bound by that lgreenent.

The Delegation of the Roumanian P.R. and the Delegation
of the F,P.R. of Yugoslavia madce the same rescrvations as the.
Delegation of -the Biclorussian S.S.R. and the U.S8,S.R.

, Mr. Kito ({lbanian P,RJ called attention tothe fact that

in voting on thec amendnent to article 8 as a whole his Delcgation,
like a grcat many othecrs, had voted against the first paragraph,
which had not bcen thelr intention. He said that the Delegation
of the Albanian P.R. supported the rescrvations made by the De-
lations of. the Biclorussian S.S.R. and the U.S.S.R.

_ The Chairman res2rved the rlght to resume the discussion
of the question of interference.

The Declcgate of France saild that the toxt on which the
Committee had just taken a decision was not in contradiction
with any other provision of the 4groement previously adopted,
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He called the delegatet!s attention to the remarkable
fact that, whenever there had been a question of "contradic=-
tion", no mention had been made of the last sentence of Ar-
tiele 8 which had been adopted in the meanwhiles

"1f during the period in which the modification
is authorized harmful Interfercnce is reported
by any country whatsoever, the authorization for
nodification $hall be suspended immediately!,

On the other hand he was amazed that the delegations
should so prcnaturcly make reservations concerning an Agree-
ment and Plan which had not yct even been signed.

The Delegation of Czechoslovakia said that "it had
voted against the proposal containing the Indian Delegation's
amendment because it beliceved that the amendment might in fact
rostrict the equal rights of all the countrices which signed the
Convention. fFor that reason the Czechoslovakian Delcgation
supported the statement of the Biclorussian S.S.R. Delegation!,

The Delegation of the P.R. of Bulgaria statcd that it
"protested agalnst the decision taken because it would cause
chaos and disorder in the application of thce Plan',

The nmeeting was adjournced at 8:30 p.m.

The Reporter: . The Chairman:

Jean Millot Milan Lalid
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GPORT _OF THE PLAN COMMITTEE TO THE PLENARY ASSEIMBLY
OF THE 3rd MARCH, 1949 N

In accordance with the decision adopted by the Plenary Assembly
held on Thursday the 24th February, 1949, which referred points 7,
8 and 9 of the proposal by the Chairman of the Conference, and also
Document 681, proposal of the Swiss Delegation, to Commit%ee 6 for re-
commendations, this Committee submits the following recommendations
and proposals regarding the future work of the Conference for the
consideration of the Plenary Assembly, :

RECOMMENDATTIONS

Committee 6 agreed that detailed plans should be prepared for
slx seasons to be encountered between the sunspot activity numbers .
70 (median) and 5 (minimum), The first detailed plans prernred being
for the scasong June Median and December Minimum solar activity.
This would in the opinion of the Committee take care of any eventual-
ity up to approximately 1955. o

The six plans prepared should be considered by the Special
Frequency List Conference which convenes in Geneva on 17th October,

1949,
Proposal 1 (U.S.S.R,)

(a) 1If on the 3rd March the Plenary Assembly of the Conference ob-
tains unanimous approval of the distribution list of channel hours
by country and by band, for the June median period of solar activ=~
ity, said distribution list is to be approved by means of tem-~
porary agreement, or by a special protocol of the Conference, -

(b) The distribution of channel hours by country and by band for all
the other : seasons.of median and minimum solar activity is to be
carricd out in proportion to the totals of channel hours of the
corresponding seasons, - _
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(¢) This Confcrence will finish its work by the signing of an Agree=
ment or special protocol, approving the distribution of the chan-
nel hours per country an& per band for June 70,

(d) Before closing the Conference the following decision will be taken:

(I) Recquest the Administrations of all countries to submit
modified and specified requircments in accordance with
the decision rcached on the distribution of channel
hours for the June median season, as well as for the
twvo remaining seasons of the median phase and the three
scasons,

(I1) To cstablish a. Technical Plan Committcce for the drafting of
‘definite plans on the basis of the agrecment obtained on
the distribution of channel hours and the specificed re=-
quirements of the countrics.

(e) The Technical Plan Committcce is to be composed of cight members
and should be established on the basis of rcgional rcploscntatlon,
namely, two rcprcoontatlvcg.

(f) This Committce should meet on the 30th May, 1949, in .‘.e of thec
European countries (prefcrably Geneva if the practlcal'condltions
will allow this) with a date-limit of. tho 31st July, for carrying
out its task,

(g) The specified rcquirements of the various countrics arc to be
submitted by the Administrations of the countrics at the mcecting
. place of said Committce before the 24th May, 1949,

(h) The draft plans drawn up by the Technical Plan Committce for "the
six scasons of the median and minimum phases of solar activity
before the 15th August, will be distributed to all the Adminis-
trations of thec. varlous countrics so that they can be s*died,
and the. reactions of the ;administrations obtaincd,

(j) The rcactions and commonts of thc Administrations of thc various
countrics shall be forwardcd to Geneva by the 1st October,. 1949,
and on that datc the Technical Plan Committec will mcet for a
sccond session,

(k) The Technical Plan Committee, during its sccond scssion, shall
study and summarize the reactions of the countrics, and will also
make the neccessary and possible corrections in the draft plan and
will submit them for approval to the Speclal Administrative Con-
ference in Genceva,
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Proposgal 2 (France)

(a) Immedlately “after the dlscu531on by the Plenary hssombly on 3rd
~ March of the channel hour distribution by country ana by band
elaborated by the Special Rcvision Group, and on the assumption
‘that the Confecrence decides to procced with the orbbcrablon of
a detailed assignment plan for one or more seasons of sunspot
,actlv1ty, a Plan Group will undertake the elaboratio . of a draft
plan for frequency assignment for the June median season, taking
1nto account tho rLVlSOd nceds of the countrlﬁs, ' '

(b) lhlS draft Plan will be Smelthd to the delegations at the latest
on 20th March, and the delegations will make known their-obser-
i vations within 2% hours., Taking these obscrvations into ‘ac~
count to the greatest possible extent the Plan Group shall es-
tablish the final draft by 25th March,

(¢) In the meantime afforts should also be made to draw up proiimin-
ary channel hour assignments for the December minimum scason,
on the condition that such work does not impede the normal -

- activity in regard to the drawing up of the detailed assignment

: gplan for the June median oedSOH.

(d) .During the interval the text of thc Agrccment must be established,
. The Conference may finish its work on or about the 30th March
aftcr the adoptlon of the wording of the Agrcecment and uhG plan
u~for June medlwn season .attached thereto,

(e) BOLOTO the Conference closes it shall dccide on the establish-
ment of a Technical Plan Cormittec whose task will he .to. con®inue
the work for the claboration of the-following plans:

December -Minimum
Equinox Median
December Median
Equinox Minimum
June Minimum

Paragraphs (f) to (k) of Proposal 1 are accepted in principle to
complete this proposal,

Roservau»ons

The follow1ng Delegﬁtlons made rcscrvations to thesd pronosals
which arc given in the form of proposcd amendments,
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By thc dclegate of Bragzil. With reference to Proposal 1: Para-

rwgh (a) instcad of "unanimous approval” should read "approval
0% of the delegations present.!

Paragraph (f) that the Technioal Plan Committce shall con=~
tinue its work in Mexico rather than in a Europearn country, and
that its first meeting shall be held’ 1mmod1atoly after the clos=-
ing of this Confecrence,

Paragraph (g) instead of "before 24th May, 1949" should read
"ten days before the scheduled mceting time",

Paragraph (h) should read "that the date for the distribution
of draft plans prerared by the Technical Plan Committce should
be 15th June" instead of 15th August,

Bv*tho'delegate for Egypt, With reference to Proposal 2: :

Paragraph (a) add the following senténcé: "The erk'of'the
proposed Plan Group shall be based on thc channel hours as assigned

: by the Plan Rev1sion Group and approved by the Plenary Assembly™",

Paragraph (o) add the following sentence, "The Conference
should define the terms of reference to the Technical Plan Com-
mittee referred to in this paragraph and the manner in which .
assignment plans should be preparcd. Furthermore, this Technical
Plan Committee. should ‘commence its work 1mmed1ateiy after the
cloging of the Conference',

The Delegation for Switzerland

Tho Delegate of Sw1tzerland does not find it possible to
agree W1th either of thc above two texts for the following reasons:

Thc discussions in the meetings of WOrklng Group 6F con-
vinced the Swiss Delogaflon once morc that it is not possible to
come to an agreement herec in Mexico using existing methods.

That is why we annot bupnort the French m?opooa1

But also the U.S,S. R. propooal seems to us too optimistic,
We cannot expect unanimous agrcement on the revised proposals ~
of the Planning Group and without this ulanlmlty, the rest of
the U,5.5,R. propcsal cannot work, _
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That s why we come back to our proposal contained in Docu-
ment 631~E (revised), . )

It seems to us more reallistic than the other proposals,
Its »nrincipal characteristics are the following:?

(a) Uninimity cannot be expected.

"(b) Thus the Delegations have to be asked for a last sacrifice in
the light of the proposals of the Planning Group.

(¢) The Technical Planning Group = which can be organized in the
manncr proposed by the U.S.S.R. and France = has to work out
the plans on the basis of the reviscd requirements, lowering
the technical standards as far as necessary, in order to take
into account all the remaining requirements,

(d) These plans have to be submitted to the Administrations, It
can be expected that, in view of the serious technical con=
sequences which their lack of cooperation would bring about
these Administrations would thern possibly consent to further
corrections imposed by common sense,

(e) These corrections and comments will allow the Geneva Conference,
ncxt Autumn, to reach an agrecment, an agrcement which would not
be more than an experiment in order to get the necessary data
for the final work to be done after Buenos Alres in 1952,

. GUNNAR PEDERSON

Chairman of Committee 6
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GUATEMALA

The Chairman of the Conference has

received the following communications:

Having received the documentation corresponding to the Draft
presented by the Delegation of the U.S,A. (Document No,465),

which I have studied carefully, I wish to present the following
observations to the Conference with reference to the Document and
its Annexes:

I. From its conception, one may dequee the prodominance
of certain vested interestss; but with the good will of the
U.S5.A, Delegation, these vested interests could be dispensed
with, and I do not doubt that the U.,5.A, will be prepared to
correct this for the general good.

ITI, During the writer's attendance at the Conference, he
presented a COMMRENT concerning the Draft Plan of Assignmen%s
presented by the Soviet Delegation, expressing his viewpoints
with reference to a form which would offer facilities to solve
successfully the problem of frequency sharing, This idea, in
more or less similar form, has been realized in the formulation
of the Draft Plan which appears in the aforementioned Annex to
Document No, 465,

ITI, The Delegation of Guatemala appreciates and applauds
the work achieved by the Delegation of the U,S5.,A., which
dountlessly will serve for the formulation of a definite Plan,
which will command gencral agreement in our Conference,

IV, The Delegation of Guatemala asks all Delegations to
the Conference, the names of which will be found on the attached
list, to maintain the data they have put forward with reference
to the power of their broadcasting transmitters, and not to
increase the same, since by maintaining their present level of
power it will be possible to make assignments of channels in
compensation for the real requirements, which owing to circumstances
have had to be reduced, For example, in the 6 Mc/s band, the
possibility may be seen of the channels being used by more than
one country, By thus overriding exclusive claims it may be
possible to arrive at friendly recinrocal agreements between the
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countries listed in the attached ;nnex. On the basis of the
power declared by each country there is sufficient spacing
between the frequencies to make such an arrangement feasible
and accessible to the Central American and certain South

American countries at the same time,

I shall be obliged thercfore if the Chair of our Conference will
take the nccessary steps in order that, by these means, all efforts
for the formation of a definitive Plan may be successful, for the

general henefit of all Nations there rcpresented.
Respectfully,
(signed)- TFelix P, Monteagudo

Delegation of Guatemala,
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Pages s Country: Power s . Channel :
99 Turkcey 20, " (5)

100 Kenya 10, (10)

109 British Guiana 20, " (10)

109 British Guiana 1. " (10)

The Delegation of Guatemala notes that many of the countries
which have been assigned frequencies in the 6 Mc/s band, also belong
to Region 1 and Region 3, to which the 7 Mc/s band, with its great
width, was assigned exclusively at Atlantic City,

(signed) Felix P. Monteagudo
Delegation of Guatemala
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STATEMENT CONCERNING DOCUMEBNT NO. 693 - ANNEX B:

RESERVATIONS OF THE REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA

As a member of the Working Group of Committee 6, the Republic

of Colombia submitted its reservations with regard to the pre-
liminary assignments to the Ibero-American countries in Annex

B of Document No, 693,

The same type of reservations and explanations concerning the
circumstances which gave rise to the Requirements were sub-
mitted by the Delegations of France, India and the United
Kingdom in the same Annex B.

The Delegation of the U.S.S.R., in its comments in Annex B,
page 12 and subsequent pages, and with its usual loss of
memory, appears to reproach the Working Group. This cannot
be ignored by the Delegation of Colombia, for which reason
the following thorough and complete explanation to the Con=-
ference becomes necessary:

a)

b)

c)

Five members of the Working Group understood the intent
cf the directives given by the Plenary to be to use Docu=
ment No, 589 to the fullest extent, whereas the U.S.S.R,
Delegation sought to give priority to the factors -in its
own Plan (paragraph 1);

Five members of the Working Group were in agrecement that
it was necessary to follow the directives given by the
Plenary Assembly in the sense of offering "the maximum
amount of satisfaction to cach country" (paragraph 1);

The Delegation of Colombia took the opportunity on more

than one occasion to point out the equivocal, partial and
deliberate manner in which the U.S.S.R. Delegation applied
its formula of areca, population and number of, languages,
interposing the variable factor "m'", with which its sympathy
with, or antipathy for, certain countries was shown (para=-
graph 1);
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On no oc-:asion did the Group refuse to observe the direc~
tives given it by the Plenary Assembly: but it most em=-
phatically did refuse tu serve as an instrument for the
ambitions and injustices to which the U.S.S.R. aspired
(paragraph 2);

As a result of the refusal of the Working Group to apply
principles by means of the partial, unfair, arbitrary and
insistent procedure of the U.S.S.R., we were compelled to
work in such a way that in a majority of instances the
complete agreement of the five members of the Group was
systematically obstructed for hours at a time by the
repetition of speeches which were exactly the same state=
ments as those made by the U.S.S.R. Delegation each time
that it had attempted to impose its own variable formula,
either in the Committee ncetings or in the Plenary “ssem=
blies, by which it sought to benefit at the ecxpense of the
absolute majority of member countries of the Union (para=
graph 5, page 12);

In order to be able eventually to finish the work, the
Group had no other rccourse than to agree substantially,
with understandable reservations, to the exaggerated assign-
ments, Whenever it was a question of one of its popular
democracies, the U.S.5.R., Delegation supported the exag-
gerated assignments with no other argument than its "m"
factor. 1In co doing, the U.S.S.R. Delegation deliberately
ignored the UFAMTIINOUS decision of the Plenary Assembly (see
Docurment o, 590), continuing the never-ending statements
by which it has furthered its policy of hindering and de-
laving to an incredible degree the work of this Special
Group AS WRLL AS 71 RTWST OF THE CONFERENCE (paragraph 2,
nage 1k),

The Working Group was not in the least impressed by the
atheistic statorent explicitly made by the U.S.S.R. Dele~
gate in considering the &ssignment to the Vatican City.

That statement was certafhly not an objective consideration,
but a declaration of antipathy. The Working Group, on

the contrary, regarded the Vatican Clty transmissions as
calculated to maintain universal peace and concord (para-
graphs 4 and 5, page 14).

The examples cited by the U.S.S.R. Delegation in subsequent
paragraphs demonstrate the insinceritv of the authors of
the Soviet Plan. The "m" factor is interposed in all those
paragraphs, and with it the favorable attitude of the authors
toward their popular democracies and their unfavorable
attituds toward the rest of the world. They have been very
careful not to malic other comparisons, which would make
their undeniable desire to absorb universal vroadcasting
even morc clecar {e.g., in the casc of Brazil or India).
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i) The unheard-of claims of the U.S.S.R. set forth in Annex
B, with which they appear to make an accusation against
the Working Group, wlll make it clear to all the delegates
at the Conference that the delegations which they appear
to accuse have fulfilled the task assigned them in a loyal,
impartial and unequivocal manner,

j) Conclusions: In concluding its protest, the U.S.S.R. Dele=-
gation, in Annex B, page 17, completely ignores the truth,
when it says: "Consequently, Mr. Arkadiev, representative
of the U.S.5.R., who at first presided over the Group, was
compelled to resign his post." That is not the truth. The
Chairman of the Group sought to compel it to take up politi-
cal subjects which were not within its directives. When
the Delegate of Colombia criticized such tactics, stating
that he (Mr., Arkadiev), as Chairman of the Grougi in at-

tempting to interpose political subjects, as we as the
U.S.S.R, Delegate with his interminable and unjustifiable

speeches, appeared not to be interested in having the Group
finish its work, Mr., Arkadiev resigned. By so doing he
demonstrated the truth of the accusation made by the
Colombian Delegate.,

The Delegation of Colombia regrets having to place on
record the above statement; but it is necessary to do so in view
of the fact that certain delegations do not hesitate to submit
documents which carefully and deliberately reflect a total loss
of memory. The only aim of the Colombian Delegation is to bring
the truth of what occurred within the Special Group to the full
knowledge of all the delegations.

Head of the Delegation of Colombia
C. B, ARBOLEDA
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1. The 23rd meeting of Committee 6 was opened at 10.20 a.m, by the
%hairman Mr, Pedersen, assisted by the second Vice-Chairman Mr.
rimmer.

24 The Agenda for the méeting contained in Document 687 was apﬁroved
by the Committee. .

3¢ The first item on the Agenda was the approval of the report of
the 22nd meeting contained in Document No. 668.

The delegate for Bielorussian S.5.R. said:

3.1 "Item 4.22 should rcad as follows:

'This statement of the Delegation of the U.S.S.R. is
supported by the Delzgates of the Bielorussian S.S.R. and the
Ukrainien S.S.R.; at the same time the Delegate of the Bielo-
russian S.S.R., Mr. Egorov, cmphasizes that the material
submitted by Group éD is incomplete, it lacks the tables and
diagrams showipg the true pilcture of the satisfaction of
requirements and the sharing of channel-hours, and that the
first agquaintance with the diagrams in the Group has shown
that in t'ec work of Group 6D there are grave errors.

For instance: the channel of the Bielorussian S.S.R. to
the Georgian S.S5.R. is shared with the channels of Iran and
Egypt for the Near East, that is in reality 3 channels are
operating in the same zone.

The protection ratio between shared channels is much
lower than the 40 db. standard.

This shows that before the work of Group D may be cone
sidered as complete, it is necessary to verify and correct
much in the 6 and 7 Mc/s bands, as has been proposed by the
Delegate of the U.S.S.R., and then proceed with the work on

the 9 Mc/s band.
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On the basis of the foregeing the Delegation of the
Bielorussian S.S.R. supports the proposal of the Delegation of the USSR.!

3.2 The delcgate for Cubs wishcd to 2dd to paragraph 4%.14 the
following "because we consider that this Group wes set up exclusively
for the purposc of preparing a list of thc distribution of channel
hours by country and by band thet *the rcsults of Working Group 6D
should be refcrred to Working Groups 6A and 6B," .

3.3 With thesec amendments the report of the 22nd meeting was
approved.

b, Iten 2 of the Acenda.

The' Chedrman said thcot the Plenary Assembly held on February -
24th 1949 had decided to rofer paragraphs 7 to 9 -of the proposal of.
the Chairmen of thce Conference end also the proposal of Switzerlend -
conteined in Document 681 to Committce 6 for recommendations. He
considered it csscnticl thet Committece 6 should give ot least a
preliminary report on thesc guestions to the Plenary Assembly which
was scheduled for March 3rd next. This Plenary Assembly had to take
a decision on the future work of the Conference and should have
some idca of thc pnessibilitics at hand.

L4

Briefly, points 7 to ¢ of the doecument submitted by the Chairman
of the Conference proposed that the Conference shculd termincte when
the following work had bcen concludcd - '

(a) The drafting of texts in connection with the Agreement and
the Plan. g :

(b) A complete frecucncy assignment plan for the period June
Median had bocn propercd. .

(¢) A channel hour list by country end by band for December
Minimum and for certein other scesons hed becn preparcd.

G

(d) A decision shouvld e taken regarding the sctting up of a
Plan Groun to worlk out the nccessary frequency assignment

plans for the scasons in which only a channcl hour 1list

had been ggrced, This Plan Group to mect some time between

the closing of this Conference and the beginning of the

Frecaquency List Confercnce in Geneva during October. The

results of this Plan Greup should be confirmed by the

. Conference in Geneva.

The pronosal containced in Document 681 reviscd, -suggested that
the worl: of the Confercnce should be suspended as soon as the text
of the Agrecment had bcen acopted and the list of channcl hours for
the scason Junc Median had bucn submitted to the Plcnary Asscmbly
by the Plan Revision Group. Work in connection with channel hour
lists for thc othor seasons should bce left to the Plan Group which
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would mecet cither in Washington or Geneva. The final results of
this Plan Groupfs work should then be communicated to the Adminis-
trations and approved by the Geneva Confcereonce in Octobor.

The Chairman then proposcd to open discussion on thesc two
proposals in order to obtain the vicws of thce various members of
the Committee and, after the conclusion of this discussion, to
establish a small Group with the task of preparing a draft rcport
for the next Main Committce mecting to be held ory Wednesdey, 2nd
March., It might then be possible to give a preliminary rcovort to
the Plenary Asscmbly on the following day.

L.1 The delegatc of Switzerland said that the Chairman had summed
up the two proposals very accurately, and that he would be
rcpared to give any edditionel information roquired regarding
ocumcnt No. 681 rcviscd. Regarding the unnumbered document,
paragraph 7, he did not belicve thot this sroposal sould bring
forth the results roquired as he had clways belicved that the
work of the Conference should be kept et a2 minimum and that .
an expericenced Plenning Group should work out the necessary
plans for 211 seasons. "It would be impossible to set up
scveral teams to work in perallcl on the producti-n of the
varicus plans as this would lead to considerablce chaos. He
felt, regerding poaregraph 8, that this would be too optimistic
as the situation rcgarding thc Junc Median claims at the
present moment wes thet the bands of 6, 7 end 9 Mc/s might
be finished by March 5th, and thon the 11 Mc/s band would
take o further week to complcte., Also the 15, 17 and 21 Mc/s
“pbands would teke perhaps ceven longer. He believed that it
was not vossiblc to sign a convention for only one season as
this would not be a very practicel mcasure for any of the
Adrinistrations.

.2 The delcgate for the U.S.S.R. made the following statement:

1) "In the first place I wish to express the opinion of my
Delcgation about the proposal of the Cheirman of the Confercnce.

"To me the meaning of the proposal in Point 7 (a) con=-
corning 'Formati~n of a Technical Group charged with complet- |
ing the Assignment by countrics and by bands of the channel -
hours agrced to in the Plenory Assembly'! is incomprehconsibile.

"Should the Plan Kevision Group complete the distribution
of channel hours by ccuntries and by bends, ond should this
distribution be unanimously approved on March 34 then why
should we egain rovicw this list aftcr its approval by the .
Plcnary Asscembly?

_ "We consider thet the Plan Revision Group has the task of
compiling a list of channcl hours for June 70 by countr%es and by
bandsy having in mind thc maximum possibility f@r rcaching an
agrcement,
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"If this list werc to be unanimously approved by the
Plenary Assombly, that would constitutc the bL51c rosult of
thc work of thc Confcrence. : _

- "The oronosnl'of the Cheirman in Point 7 (c) 1S, in our
opinion ﬁbsolutoly unrcalistic, &3 no Group cculd eleborate a
final plen for frocuoncv distribution within a pecriecd. of 10
dy.:u- y i o ’
"Basing oursclves on the experience of our Delegetion, we
may say thbu a wcll organized group oomooqod of cngincers and

'DTOfOSSOiS will rcqu1rﬂ considce 1ﬂbly more timc than 10 doys

for this task.

* "The Confercnce is awerc-thet the U.S.A. Delcgation spent
morc than 2-1/2 months on the c¢laboration of a »nlan for
Junc 70. -

. MPoints 7 (¢) and (d) contain a prcposal to form two o
morc Technicel Groups chorged with the assignment of channel
hotrs for the Deccmber minimum solar activity or. for the
cquinox median solar qct1v1ty.

"The Delegation of the Soviet Union consicders that the
formation of separatec Groups for these purposcs is uscless.
We consider it quite possible that, in thc case of unanimous
approvel for the distribution of channcl hours for June 70
by ceuntries and b bands, the distribution of channel hours
by cr Untrlos‘and by bands for the remaining scasons night
be made in,proportion to the tetals of thc channcl hours for
the different scasons. : -

"I wish this pnroposcl to be discusséd in the Committce.
"As a rcsult of thic foregoing, my Delcgotion considers

that the propﬂuul submitted- by the Chairman of the Conference
in noints 7, and 9 cannot bc considercd as alasis for

~discussion.

"In regard to Document 681 =~ proposal submitted by the
Delegation of Switzerland, : o

"In thc ovinion of the U.S.S5.R. Delegation this Document

rmight serve as a basis for discussion; but our Dclegation

wishes to introduce a number of amcndments and additions.

"Concerning the first pnlnt, we agroe that the maximum
result to be expectced from our Confercnce is an approval of
the 1list of the distribution of channel hours for Junc 70 by
countries and by bends, provided a unanimous “fyoempnt is
rcached by the Conferencc on tho subjecte. .
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"Concerning point 2, our Delcgation nroposes that ‘the

“special Plan Group shovld consist of 8 membérs chosen on a

regicnal ‘bases, .o, twe membe s from cach rcgion. Such
mcnbcrshlo w111 pcin_t parallel work in thc two Sub=Gro-ps.

MThe Sov1ctlDQ;egation further submits an addition to
Point 2 as folloWS° ‘ ' '

‘”Afuor unhaninous anprovLI cf the distribution of channel—

hrurs by countrics and by bonds by the Plenary Session of the
'Confcrcpco, the Administretion of 211 countries shall be asked

in thc shortcest' possible neriod cf time (not xceeding two
months), to revisc their requirements in accordance with such
numbcr ¢f channcl<hours as may be approved by the Confercnce
for coch country, ﬁrov1ded thet such: aprroval..is found possibl

om: Pondltlon of nnimous agreement of the dclegations.

"The TCV1SFd roqu1rcmontsvsaa]1 bc SUDMlutOd to the Plann-

ing Committece in Gencvea.

"Submission of thc fCVlS“d requircments, corresnondlna to
thc_LpUrovod 1 st of channel hovrs distribution. by countriecs
né by konds, will considerably’ 51m0111y anc. llghton the
work‘ol Lﬁc Plonnlng Commlttco. S

"Concerning P01nt our Delcgcotion. suggcests that the
9 Do

‘newly crcatoed Plﬂpq1ng Committee of 8 members should asscmble

in Goneve an or about Junc 1949 for a vorking period of about
two mon thse

“"Conce ning Point h tho SOVlbt Delege tion suggosts that
tho Planning Commltue should claborate draft plans for the
scasons of Junc December and Equinox median solar act1v1ty,
as well as for the scascens of minimum solar activity. ' The
draft plons thus claborated should be distributed to:the
verisus Administrations for study and subnission of their
cou_gnts, beforce October 1949, i.c. beforc the COﬂVOC“thn of
the Special Aamlnlstrgt1v~ Confprcncc 1n Gcnova.,

“We'Suppcrt*thL DTC“bScl submitted by M. Podorson,

‘Chadimman of our Cormittece, for the formetion of a small draft-

ing groun for theé purposc of putti;e into firal form the
d001s:oqs takor hy tho Commlttee concerning thesc questions.

"The Soviet Delcgation demandS’tho lecu551on of its

‘ebove=-mentioned »roposals.”

The delegete for BrQ7i]'bointéd out that the basis of the
prcposzl by the Chairman of the Confecrence was teken from
Documecnt No, 433 submitted by the Bragilian delegation,
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He felt that thc Agrcement prepercd should be a provisional
onc only for the scason Junc Median, and he believed that
after the approval of the results of the Revision Group it
might be possiblce to sign a provisional Agrccment for these
proposed channel nours. He thought it would necd at lcast
six monhths to got signztory agrccment to the plens. He
supported the first paragraph of the Swiss proposal and
considered that this should be immediatcly approved. He
believed thet the Planning Group should cither rcemain in
Mexico or reeonvcne in Geneva, and after completing its work
a definite Agreement could be signeds If the basic 1list of
channel hours cculd be approved, then the Conference could
terminate within a fow days. '

The delegatce for France agreed to a certain cextent with the
Swiss proposal but disagreced mrinly on one.point, which _was to
signify agrccment to a mere list _of figures . of channel hours
as propscd in Documcnt 681, He considered it neccssary that
countrics shculd know the times at which these channels would
be granted to them and this must be decided at the prescent
Conference, He believed the proposal by the delcgate for the
U.S.S.R. regarding thc necessary revision of thc requirements
to fit the proposed ossignment was very constructive. He

also felt that it would be neccssary to adopt these requirements
for the other sensons as suggested by the delegate for the
U.S.3.R. He supported the idea that the Planning Group should
meet in Geneva after o short breck following the termination
of this present Conferecnce., '

The delegete for Egvpt agrecd with the delegate for France

on the necessity of knowing the times to which the assignments
given in the list rcferred, as a 1ist of channel hours wculd
mean nothing vntil this infermation was available. He con-
sidered that this Confercnce should complete work on the

Junc Median plan and then form a Planning Group which wculd
use this completed-plan as a basis for the other seasons.

The delegate for Yugoslavia said that he wes astonished by the
unrealistic approach of thc proposal contained in the unnumbercd
document. He considered that the Conference should 1limit itself
to the approval of the channcl hovr list end to the sotting

up of a group of 8 countries, 2 from each region, to work

out the neccessary plans. He was inclined to grec with the
delegates for France ond Egypt regarding the question of

knowing the time for the assignments but these delcgates had

not stated how long it would takce to establish this data, If
this work could bc done quickly, then the work of the Conference
should be regarded as bcing rcasonably complete. He also
supported the proposal to meke Geneva the mecting place for

the Planning Group. :




-7 - |
(Doc., No. 713-E)

The delegate for Bielorussia then made thesfollOWing state-
ment: - , , ‘ - {

"The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R. presumes that
in considering the proposal of the Chairman of" the Conference
and Doc, 631, 'Proposal for the organization of the work of the
Conference! our Committee must look over a number of recommen-
dations to be presented for the approval of the Plenary Assembly
of the Conference. It is evident that, on the basis of the dis-
cussions which are now taking place in our Committee, it will
‘be possible to formulate a number of definite proposals for
~which purpose it will be necessary to form & small rev151on Group
and entrust to it this work., : .

"In the elabordtlon or the recommendations .for the Plenary
Assembly of the Conference it 1s necessary, in the opinion of the
Delegation of the Bielorussian. S. S R. to take into consideratlon
that: _

1) "Owing %o the lack-of time and.because_of a number of or-
ganizational reasons, it will be difficult for the Conference
*to create a final HFB Plan for all the 9 seasons of solar activ-
ity and it is .possible that it will have to limit itself to the
consideration and confirmation of a table for the distribution
of channel hours by countries and bands for the June median
season, and on this basis to elaborate tables for the other
seasons of solar activity.

2) "Evidently, for the working out of a draft HFB Plan it

will be necessary to {orm a special Plan Committee composed -of
highly cualified experts and- englneers and entrust them with the
working out of a draft IIB Plan for the June median season which
is to be presented in due tine for the consideration of countrles,
and after that to work out a Plan for the other seasons o solar
act1V1ty.

3) ”The membershin of tiiis Committee, as is being. proposed by
the Delegation of the U.S.85.,R., will be most effective if it be
composed of 2 representatives from each of the 4 zones of the
worlds in other words the Committee will be composed of repre-
sentatives of § countries. The headquarters of the Committee
nust be in Geneva, ‘ ' -

4) "In order to facilitate the work of the Committee the Ad-
ministration of each country will have to revise its require-
ments and reduce them to the limit stipulated by the table for
the distribution of channel hours which has been adopted by the
Conference, Mexico ley, for each country. '
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53 "Depending on the results of the consideration and
adoption by the Conference of a table for the distribution of
channel hours, a provisional agrecement can be signed regarding
the method of forming a Plan Committee, its relationship to the
countries, the dutics of the Administrations, etc,

6) "Concefning the signing of the Convention and the actual
HFB Plan in its final form, these can be signed at the Special
Adninistrative Conference to be held in Geneva in October, 1949,

"As can be scen from thec above, the opinion of the Dele=
gation of the. Bielorussian S.S.R. coincides fully with the pro-
posal put forward by the Dc¢legation of the U.S5.S.R. and a num-
-ber of other Delegations, and thereforc the Revision Group must
take them as a basis, and establish the dates and the method of
working out the draft plan so that it could be accepted in 1ts
final form at the Confcrence to be held in Geneva',

4,8 . . The delerate for the Vatican Citv supported the delegates
- . for France and Egypt who had stressed the necessity for prepar-
"ing at least the outline of the schedules to be fitted into the
plans, The acceptance of the number of channel hours was con-
ditional, particularly in the case of smaller countrics, on get-
ting a useful opcrational schedule, He thought that if a sound
basis was not cstablished btefore the Planning Group was formed
then disagrcement would be highly probable, If thc Conference
did not benefit by the cxperience gained, then'it would run the
risk of starting all over again when it rcassembled in Geneva,

L.9 = The delegate for the U.S.A, supported strongly the neces-
_sity for producing onc plan for period Junc sunspot median in
order to give the necessary guidance to the Planning Group in
order to produce the plans for the other seasons, :

14,10 ~ The delegate for the U,K, said that it was quitc probable

- that if a channcl hour list was passed to a Planning Group that
the work would never bs completed as this Group would not be able

- to make the necessary decisions on the difficulties which would
inevitably arise, He felt that it was nccessary to complete
the June median plan and get this approved-before the Conference
adjourncd, He also considered it necessary to preparc.a plan for
the ‘period December Minimum so that the two extremes of the sun-
spot pcriod between the possible date of implementation of the
first plan and thec period 1953 would be available, . It would then
be a'comparatively simple matter to prepare the various plans
for thc other periods during this portion of the sunspot cycle,
He believed that the time necessary to make these plans had been
over=cstimated, and he referred to the work of Group 6 D which
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had bcen ablc to vreparc the 9 Mc/s tond chart in three days,
He considered that one month would be sufficicnt for the com-
pletion of onc plan and he’thought that it should be possible
to makc the olan for Deccember Minimur at-the same time as the
onc for Junc rcdian, He stresscd thnt the four months so far
used by the Confercnce should not oe wasted, )

Tnc delegate for Switzerland said that although nany
speakers hed strossed the nced for a complete plan to be made
for Junc median he still belicved it not necessary to have an
actual draflt plan agrced by this Conference, Regarding the
statcments by delegatcs wishing to know the specific times of
their assignments he suggested th~t countries should indicate the
actual timcs of starting and finishing of the transmissions and
the tolerance wnich could be used with these times, The Planning
Group would then do its bcst to fit these in-at-some neriod dur-
ing the specifiecd tolerance, The technical standards employed
would tc reflected by the truce situation. Administrations could
then decide afterwards whether they could accept these standards
or note Hc thought that if the U.K, proposal was accepted the
Confcrcace would have to be cxtended By two months at lecast,
He felt thet even if a plan for June median was produccd that
the vicus expressced by the delegations would heéessitate revision
and after this revision it wes provable that the percentage of
dissatisfaction wou.d still be the samc¢ and the plan would still
not rceccive full suprort, He agrecd with the dolcgﬂtﬂ for the
U.5.5..1« 1n tho respect that 10 would be nccessary to rcvise the
rcquircements when the ngreed 1list of chonnel hours was available,

At this noint the Chalrman summed up the discussion as
follows. General agrocment was apvnarent ons

(a) JHC sctting up of 1vor%ft gZTroup. .
(v) The outcowmc of the Confercnce should o2 a number of
nlans to ¢xtend until somewherc 20out 1953,
(¢) Thnt tht work on 211 scasons could nct possibly
finish at thc Mexico City Confcrence
(d) Plras not approved in liexice City snoald be ap-
provied At 2 meeting in Geneva in October 1949,
(¢) That the protocol should be agrecd at this Confércnce,
(£) That thc rcquircements should be revised to the agrecd
list ond rc=-submicted by all the countrics,

The mein aisagrcement in the Cormmittce was deoween the
twvo idecas, onc of which was to make one or two plans in Mexico
and thce othcr not to.moke any plans in Mexico but to azrcec on
the 1ist of channel hours per country and per ovand,
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The declegate for Indonesia said:

_ "The Indoncsian Dcelegation sharcs the point of view expres-
sed by the Swiss and the U.S.S.5R., Dclegations as amcnded by Mr,
Mercicr of the French Dclegation,

"The Indonesian Delegation think's it absolutely nccessary
that a complete plan for Jurt median has to be drafted by this Con-
ferenecee, As soon as this has been done the rcecmaining work may be
donc, with thc June Mcdiarn Plan as a basis, along thc lincs as pro-
posed by thce Swiss Dclegetion,

"e agrde that the Group will bc composcd of 2 members of
cach rcgion nmecting at Geneva wherc many facilitics arc available,
As the P,F.B, is still in scssion at G.neva this group will also
have the opportunity to censult with roenrescentotives of thoe various
countrics, if it so desircs,"

The delegate for the Netherlands supportcd the statcment by
the delcegate for .Indonesis and he felt that the proposals of the
U.5.,5.R. should be discusscd in a small working group., Also a work-
ing group should be set.up to declde the questions relevant to the
numbcr of nlans rcquircd and to the prespective dates of impleizen-
tation of these wvlans,

The delegate for Cuba agrcecced with the nccessity for cstablishe-
ing a group to consider the propcsal by the Chairman of the Confcr-
cnce and by thce Swiss Delegetion and he also agreced with the neces-—
sity for knowing thce times of opcration within the allocations made
in the 1list of channel hours, He bclicved that the work of Group
6 D gave a good idea of the possibilitics which could be expected
in the other Lands, He felt that the Drafting Group to be set up
should takc into account all the various views which had becen ex-
prcssceds He then mrdce a proposal for ithe composition of this Work-
ing Group (this proposal wos later withdrown). '

The delegnte for the Ukraince then made the following statement:

"In the opinicn of the Delegation of the Ukrainian S,.5.R.,
our Confcrence should, in its present position, limit itsclf to
the claboreotion of a channcl hour distribution list by countrics
and by bands for the period of June 70 and if this list is approv~
ed by all the countries then it could be confirmed by signing a
spceial protocol or a provisicnal agrcement, This agrcement should
provide proportionrte changes in the number of channel hours for
the other scasons,

"This result would be the sum total of thc work of our Con-
ference, Aftor that, the Confcrence may form a Planning Committee,
which .should mcct at Geneva for the purposc of elaborating a final
plan on the basis of the agreement rcached by the Conferonces

"The Planning Committec should be formed on a regional basis
and consist of 8 membersj cach rcgion should be represcnted by two
members.,

"Aftcr the conclusion of the agrcement concerning the distrie-
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bution of channcl hours by countrics and by bands, the Conference
should apply to the Administrations of the countrics requesting
thenm to reduce their requirements to fit them irito the accepted
agrecement and in accordance with the date of these revised and re-
ducced requirements the Planning Committec in Geneva will claborate
finrl plans for thc 3 seasons of median solar activity as well as
for the® three scasons of minimum solar activity, within a working
period from July to Scptember,

"These plans should bec distributed to-the Administrations of
the countries in order to rccecive their comments beforce the start
of the next Administrative Confcrence which is to convenc at Geneva
in October 1949,

"This Special Administrative Confercnce will ratify the plans
and thc Convention attached thereto, which. could not be ratified un-
til the claboration of thc final plan,

"This possibility of carrying out the work scems to us to be
most rcasonable and practicable as it will pcermit us to crecate a
plan and to effect considerable cconomics,

"Our Delegation considers that it will be fruitless to con-
tinuce the work of the Conforcncc, waiting for thc complection of the
plan for Junc 70 and Deccember minimum, as was pronosed by the Dele~
gation of the U.K., because the claboration of thesc plans will re-
quirc 1 1/2 to 2 months, The cxample given by Mr. Faulkner about
the proparatlon of a draft plan by Group 6 D in a few days, does not
convince us at all of the possibility of speedily complcting this
work, bccause thc work of Group 6D contains a very large number of
technlcﬁl errors; standard protection ratios are too low, a large
numbcr of channel sharings require revision and this work could in
no casc scrve as a variant of a plan, a draft plan or cven an ex-
amplc of how to claboratc a plan, It is impossible to claborate a

~technically pecrfect draft plan in a fow days.

"Our Dclegation suppoxts the proposnl submitted by the Cha1r~
man for thc formation of a drafting group in Committec 6 for the
editing of the final dccisions on the quostlons roferrcd to above',

The delegate for Italy said thot his dulecwtlon was in sym-
pathy with the Swiss proposal but stressed the necc to overcome the
major difficultics before passing the work to a Plarning Group, He
beliceved that if the difficulties werc not overcomc then they would
prevent the Planning Group from successfully completing its task,
For these rcesons he believed it necessary to have onc plan for
Junc median, which should be preparcd as soon as possiule, in order
that thce Planning Group should have a basis from which to work

The delcgate for the French Oversces Territorics said that
he was in sympathy with the Swiss proposal but he also felt the
neced for a Plan for Junc median to be produced beforc the Confer-
ence adjourned, He stressed the nced for a deeision to be taken
on whcther or not a Plan was to be producced,
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The delegatc for Sweden supportcd those doleg;tbs who
had spokecn on the nccessity of having at lcast onc complott plan
for thec scason of June mcdian os he could not agrece in any way

to a merc channel hour list. He would have little confidence

in a Planning Group working without sufficicnt dircctivess

The delegate for Norway °lso wished to osqociatu'a s dele-
gation with those dolcgctlons who had spoken in favour of pro-

ducing a complcte plan for Junc mcdian and he supportcd the

planning of the futurc work as suggested by the delegate for

thp Unltod Kingdomn.

: The dOlOgﬂbL for New Zealand supported thc statements made
by the United Kingdom and Unitced States delegations as he felt
that it would be entirely wrong for the Confercnce to adjourn
before considering a draft plon for at lecast onc scason. Further-
morc, hc considercd that by taking into account zonal scparation
and being rcasonable in the matter of technical standards, con-

- sidcrablc sharing could »e ﬂccompllshod

The delegate for Argcnblnc supoort“d the proposal to con-

tinue work on thc June Median pl n although he would pnoint out

thet an unfavourable ruport from the h.v151on Group may force -
a changc of opinion, ‘

' The delegate for India agrced thot a list of channcel hour
totals had 1littlc meaning 2s it could not te visualized how these
could”be fitted into a plan, and a small Planning Committce could
not make decisions on these mattors and would rcquirce the opinions
from the delegations at this present Confcrence, He fclt that it
was too ecarly to {iscuss the full details regarding the setting
up of this Planning Group but hc would rescrve the right to com-
ment when the subjeet was discussed,

The delegate for Turkey was also in agrecment that a plan
for Junc Median would bc necessary os a mecre assignment list
would not satisfy his delcgation, .. Hc agrced with bhe proposal::
of the U.J5.S5.R. for rcglonul rCDPCSOHt“thD on uhc plunnlng
group,

: Tho delegote for Switzerland said thct his proposal hed in

mlnd the fact that all the necessary instructions and all the

valid rcquircments would bec given to the Planning Group. He
agrced that changces in the technlcwl standards stqblishod may
bu necessary and may rcsult in the plan being unacccptable, but

at lecast it would serve the purposc of -putting the actual pos-

ition before the Administrations., He did not agree thot a plan
should be made beforce the Conference adjourned but he felt that
possibly somc mecan might be found between his proposal and the
idcas expressed by othcr dclcgatces.
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The delegate for Belgium in principle agreced with the Swiss
pdoposal but thought that the Conference must follow the line
suggested by many delegotes on the production of a plan for June
Mcdian, A list of channcl hours would be a bad basis for future
work and may lcad to an cmbarrassing situation. He stressed the
fact that the small countrics in particular, mﬂst know the time
at which the channcel hours would bc granted.: ¢ felt that if
the plan was made at Geneva and then circulated to the Adminis-
trations it would be some time before the necessary replics were
reeeived and this would lead to considerablc delay, He believed
that this prescent Confcrence could achieve -the necessary result
within a comparatively short timec, but it would be nccessary to
cend the lengthy discussions which werc still occurring. The
U.5.,5.Ry proposal to provortionately rcduce or incrcase the
channcl hours allocated for June Mcdian when dealing with the
othcr scasons, scemed to be a very oractical suggestion,

The dclegate for Brozil considercd that there was too much
discussion of the futurc cnd not cnough:on the past., He drew
attention to Document 189 submittcd by the Brazilian Delegation
and also Document 88 submittcd by the United Kingdom Declegation,
In Document 388 the United Kingdom had adopted a somewhat pes-
simistic attitude towards the futurc work of the Confcerence and
it now appearcd that thoere was good ground for this attitude,
ﬁlthough it appcarced thot this Delegation had a somwhat dlfforont
opinion today, Hec pointcd out that Committcce 3 had, after lcngthy
discussions, becen unable to obtain any definite rosults. Al-
though hec agreced thet a channcl hour list did not take into ac~
count the schedulcs of the various countrics, he considerced this
as an intcresting apnroach and he would rcmlnd the Committee
that the Plenary Assembly had decidced to appoint a group to pro-
duce this list and it apnearced thot delegations were not pre--
parcd to give this group thc opportunity of prescnting its work
for deccision, Hc questionced what valuc was attached to this re-
vision group and also to thc work of group 6 D as it appecared
that delegations were alrcady considering mcethods of substitut-
ing for thcsce groups. He reminded the Committec furthoer that
the Conference must decide in the Plenary Assembly scheduled for
March 3rd whether or not to accept the rovised channcl hour list,
He felt that if this 1list werc accepted it would be a practical
measure to lcave only the necessary tcchniclans to makxe the plan

which would bc circulatcd to the various Administrations for ap-
proval or disapprovel, It might also be possible to sign the
initial channcl hour 1list proposcd,

The Chairman pointed out that some of the points mentiodncd
by the Brazilizan delegnte werc not within the terms of reference
of Committec 6, but he felt it nccessary to say that the changes
in points of view were due mainly to the expericnce which had
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bcen gained as the Confoercnce procceded, Commitfco 6 had only

to meke suggestions to. the Plenary Asscmbly in the light of the
proccdurc to be followed should it bo deeided to accept the bas.ic
list of channcl hours, :

The delegate for Albania considered that the Swiss proposal
should ‘be taken as o boasis for the future work as no delegate
could deny the rcasoning bchind this proposal, He pointed out
that mony target doates had becen cstablished and not kept and his
delegation was against thce further continuation of the Confercnce,
With refercnce to the Unitced Kingdom vrovosal to make not one
plan but two plans, he would point out thot this dclcgation did
not scem able to say how long this task would teke, He agrceed
that the list of channel hours could bc the besis for a propor=-
tional distribution for the other scasons, He felt that the dele-
gations could be askcd vhat changes they would be prepared to
accept rclative to this list of channel -hours, He stressced the
situation of ccrtein dclegations with regard to the information
that they must send to thoir governments concerning the position
of the Confercnce and its prospective continuation or termination,

The delcgate for Czechoslovakia said thot it was cvident
that all declegations wantcd results from the Confercence and he -«

“agrced that it would be better to have a plan for Junc Mcdian

but hc wondered if it could be achiceved within a short time as
it was certain that this plan would rcquirc revision and pos-
sibly scveral revisions, f this plan was to be made at Mexico
it would requirc only a small group, which would mcan that

hers would have to wait an indefinite time until this was com-
pletcd, ‘

The Chairman thought that all delcgations who had wished
to cxpress opinions had now done so and that the Committece could
now return to the establishment of the Drafting Group, In sum=-
mary it appeared that delcgatcs werce gencrally agrced on the
fact that the plans must cover the period from the time of im-
plementation to approximately one year after the Buenos Aires
Confcrence scheduled for 1952, Also the work which was rnot com-
pleted in Mexico should be continued and the results approved at
the Confcrcecnce scheduled for Geneva in October of this ycar, A
further suggestion had been madce that thore should be a scaling,
elther up or down, in »roportion to thc Junc Median scason for
thce other scasons of sunspot activity, The main disagrccment
was on whether or not a plan should be made beforce the Confer-
cnce adjourncd, This dcecision should, of coursc, be taken in
the Plenary Asscembly cs Committse 6 hod only to make proposals.
for the Plenary Asscmbly to consider, '

He then proposced that the composition of the group and its
terms of refcerecnce should be decided,
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The dclegate for Yugoslavie wished to correct the point of
view which hec had cxpressed carlicr rcgarding the French pro-
posal, He wished to spccify that thce delays involved must be
very rcasonable only and that, his support for this proposal was
conditional on only-2 short tims boing taken to coumplete this
work, -‘He fclt that the Conference should.first approve the basic
list of channel hours bcfore nassing to further considerations,

Discussion then took place on the composition and torms of
rcference for the ncw Working Group 6F, and the Committce finally
decided that the composition should b@ as follows:

Canade  (Chairman)

Switzerland Egypt U.5.4,
francea : _ Yugoslavia India
U.5.5.R. Brazil

and the terms of refercnce to bes

"To DTCDOIb a draft rcport on the proposals for the future
work of thce Conference t”?lﬂf as a basis:

1) Thé document of thc Chairman of the Confercnce:
items 7, 8 and 9,

2) Documecnt No, 681 (Rcviscad)

3) Comments and proposals expressed at the Committce 6
mccting held on February 28th,

ThOvGroup should rceport to Committec 6 on Wedncsday, March
2nd " - . ‘ :

A point was then raised by the delegate for the U,S.S5.R.
regarding the procedure to be adopted if thce Plenary Assembly of
Merch 3rd wes not in favour of: continuing the Confercncce. He
suggested that possibly this new group should put forward some
further sugrustlonc in the llght of this pog51b111ty.

However, it was gencrally a grocd that this was not within
the terms of refercnce of Committc .6 and would have to be de=-
cided within the Plenary Asscmbly,

The Cheirman pointed out that this group 6 F should in-
vestigoete all the proposals made during this meetirg and if
necessaryy , draw up two alternative proposals for consideration
at the Plenary Asseémbly.,
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Beforc passing to the. next item on. the Ar :cnda, the Chairman

" recad a lotter which had beon received from the Revision Group

concerning the work of Group 6 D, The Plan Revision Group found

it neccessary to gquery the intcer- zonal sharing proposed by Group

€ D, The Chairman suggested that thce Committee should pass
thls work to Group 6 C for checking, in prefercnce to sctting
up a new Group. This was agrecd by the Committccs

Popﬁrdlng items 3 ﬂnd 4 of the Acenda, the dologﬁto for
Biclorussia said:

"At the last Scssion of the Plenary-Asscnbly the Delegation
of the B,S.S.R. drew the attention of the Assembly to the fact
that lately, a number of documents have becn presented in an in-
complete form, without a signaturc and cven without the approval
of the appropriate Group; at the time, it was agrced. that such
procedurce was incorrect,

"Nevertheless, today, in this mccting we arc again request-
ed to consider an imcompletc Document, No, 686, containing a re-
fercnce to "Annex A", which as a mattor of fa c% is not attached
to the Document,

"o document could be considered wblch gives. roforoncos
only to the basic Ronort,

"It may haopen that a very large number of proploxing ques-
tloqs, will arise, thc answer to which could be given only by
the missing "Annex A', Therefore the Dé¢legation of the B.S.S.R.
considers that the question should be postponed to the next meet- -

ing after all the Delegations have been supplied with the missing

"Apnex A" (or a table of channel hours as distributed .in the 6
Mc/s band) wh¢ch w1ll permit the COIPOSDOHdlnF rccommendations

" to be made,

"The second oxamplc concerns item % of the Agenda of Come
mittee 6 28 Fcbruary 1949,

"Again, Document 693, was submitted for °pproval having
been recceived by us only five minutes oﬂrllor, containing a num-
ber of rescervations and remarks of a scrious character made by
the Committee itself, ~ Ca

"Therefore, this Document too, should be-further studied,
Until we have studied it, our Delobatlon does not con51dor it of
any value to start discussing it, :

"Thercfore we submit the following proposals 'Itoms 3 and’

















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































