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COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 

(Credentials)

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

accordingly,

R. V. McKay 
Australian Delegation
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REPUBLIC OF POLAND

The Polish Delegation has studied with attention the 
decision taken by the Plenary Assembly on January 25? 19^9? on 
the subject of the use of more than one frequency for the trans­
mission of one programme, and the 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 directed towards the Americas,



INTERNATIONAL
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING

CONFERENCE

Mexico City, 19^8/5-9

Document No. 7Q*+-S 

26 February 19^9 
Original: ENGLISH

Committee 10

C A N A D A

The Chairman of the Conference has received the following
letter:

Mexico, D. F., February 18, 19*+9
Dear Mr. Pereyra,

With reference to my letter of January 2?th 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 returned to Mexico City and have resumed my duties as 
Chairman of the Canadian Delegation.

Yours sincerely,
Ct P, Hubert
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FOURTH REPORT OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE 
Meeting of 1 March 19^9

In the absence of the Chairman of the Conference, Mr. Metzler 
(Switzerland), First Vice-Chairman of the Committee, declared the meet*- 
ing open at 10si5 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) proposed the following items:
lv Approval of the Minutes already published (Documents Nos, 6V7 

and 683)5

2. Definitive settlement of the schedule for the rest of the week
3. Miscellaneous.
No other suggestion being made, the. Committee approved the French 

Delegate *s-. proposal,

I .

Mr. Meyer wished the following corrections to be made in the 
Report of the Second Meeting (Document No. 6bj)t

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

2., . On page 2, eighth, paragraph, last line, replace the word "on"
by the words "not later than".

Subject to the aboVe two corrections, the Report of the Second
Meeting (Document -No. 6h-7) was apprbve.d.

Document1 

1 March 19̂ +9 
Original: FRENCH 
Committee 10
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, 1 - ...Mr; Moyer . wished tho following corrections to bo .made in the 
Report of the Third Meeting (Document No. 683); ‘ “

1. Page'2,^Section II, paragraph A, after tho words-’’The Working 
v Group” insert the words ’’with the exception, of two votes”.
2. -Page 5, second paragraph to read: ”... hack to Group 10A for”.
Subject to the above two corrections, the Report of the Third 

Meeting ' (Document No. 683) was approved.
The Delegate of the U. S.S. R. ~ said he did not have *-before him the 

two documents in question. He reserved accordingly the right to sub­
mit in writing any possible requests for corrections'.

.Agreed.
II.

Mr. Meyer' asked for a room to be made available for+ah’addition-: 
al meeting of Working Group 10A. He protested against the*habit of ?- -
certain .Committees .in having rooms reserved which they later .did not 
use. Since the Secretariat ,.was;,unaware of the fact that the-rooms 
were free, it was unable to place them at the disposal of other ' -
Committees which needed.them for meetings.^

Mb. Metzler . fully recognized-Mr. Meyer*s perfectly justified 
protest. The Chairman of a Committee.'who found it necessary/to cancel 
a meeting, should advise the Secretariat of that fact sufficiently in 
advance.,

Mr. Lali6? on being consulted concerning the matter, confirmed 
that neither Group 7A nor Group 7B would be in a position'to"submit 
a Report by;Wednesday,'March_2. Consequently, the meeting of Committee 
7, which had been planned for that day, could be cancelled. which 
would make the room'available for the meeting of Group 10 A as request-" 
ed by Mr. Meyer. , :.

The Committee approved. ;.,
■ ■: m . . . HI*
. Mr. Meyer . then raised, the question, of the approval of - the’* - 

Reports of the Joint Meetings of Committees 7 and 10. :As those 
Reports had been signed: by Mr., Lali6, it seemed ;to him that they 
should be approved by Committee 7 j of which Mr. 'Lalid was Chairman. ,

, Mr. Lalid agreed to the suggestion and the Committee approved.
Since no other question was!raised, the meeting was adjourned.; . at 10:37 a.m.

The Secretary: The Acting Chairman:
A ’ Wolf * Dr. E. Metzler
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REPORT OF WORKING GROUP F OF THE PLAN COMMITTEE

Membership
Canada (Chairman)
Switzerland
U.S.S.R.
Yugoslavia F.P.R. 
U.S.A.

France
Egypt
Brazil
India

Terms of references
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 28th.

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

Unanimous agreement 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, 19^9*

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).

I
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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.

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,

III
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* PJO.JP -°. 1 A J
1. If on the 3^d 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 hand 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 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 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 
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 representatives from each region of the world.

6 . This Committee should moot on the 30th May, 19*+9> preferably 
in Geneva, with a date-limit of the 31st July, for carrying

out its task.-
7.- The specified requirements of the various countries are to be 

submitted by the Administrations of tho countries at the
meeting place of said Committee'before the 2bth May 19^9.
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 countries 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 Genova by the 1st of
October, 19^+95 and on that date the Technical Plan Committee will 
meet for a second session.
10. Tho 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 Administra­
tive Conference in Geneva.

Acceptance of this Text by the Delegate of Brazil is subject to 
the following reservations;

Para,graph 6 - That the Technical Plan Committee shall continue
its work in Mexico father than in Geneva and that 
its first mooting shall be held immediately after 
the closing of this Conference,

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

IV
The Delegate of France submitted the following text containing 

proposals for the work of the Conference which was accepted by the 
Delegations of India and the U.S..A, 5 the proposal was also accepted 
with certain reservations by the Delegate of Sgypt. The latter*s 
reservations immediately follow the text.
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F R B N C PI P R 0 P D E A L

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

by band, elaborated by the Special Revision Group? and on the as­
sumption that the Conference decides to proceed with tho prepara­
tion of a detailed assignment plan for one or more seasons of 
sunspot activity, a Plan Group will undertake the eleboration of 
a draft plan of frequency assignment for the June Median season 
taking into account the revised needs of the countries.

B, This draft plan will be submitted to the delegations at the 
latest on March 15 and the delegations will make known their

observations within 2k hours. Taking these observations into 
account to the greatest possible extent the Plan Group shall 
establish the final draft by March 22.

C, In the meantime, efforts should also bo made to draw up 
preliminary channel hour assignments 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 
detailed assignment plan for the June median season,

D, During the interval tho text of the agreement must be 
established 5 the Conference will close or finish its work

approximately on March 25 after tho adoption of the wording of 
tho agreement and tho plan for June median season attached thereto,
E, Before the Conference closes It shall decide on the establishment 

of a Technical Committee whoso task will be-to continue the
work •• for the elaboration of the following plans!

December minimum 
E quinox I led ian 
December Median 
Equinox Minimum 
June Minimum

Paragraphs 5 to 10 of the TJ,S.0.,R. Proposal are accepted in prin­
ciple to complete the French Proposal,

Acceptance of this text by the Delegate of Egypt is subject to 
the following reservations!

Paragraph B. - The date for the submission of the draft plan to
the Lions _nd the date for the final draft
of the plan should be March 20 and 25th respectively.

£̂ ariLE.1lGilhJS,. ~ The Conference should define the terms of reference
to the Technical Committee Group referred to in this 
Paragraph and the manner in which assignment plans 
should be prepared. Furthermore, this Technical 
Committee should commence its work immediately 
after the closing of the Conference.



V.
DECLARATION OF THE SWISS DELEGATION

The Delegate of Switzerland did not find it possible 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 is 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 proposal contained in Document 
No . 6uT-ET revised,.

It seems to us more realistic than the other proposals. Its 
principal characteristics are the followingi

a) Unanimity 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,
c) The Technical Planning Group ~ which can be organized in the 

manner proposed by Russia and France - has to work out the 
plans on the basis of the revised 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 conse­
quences which their lack of cooperation would bring about, 
these Administrations would then possibly consent to further 
corrections impossed by common sense.

e) These corrections and comments will allow the Geneva Conference, 
next Autumn, to reach an agreement, an agreement which would 
not be more than an experiment in order to obtain the neces­
sary data for a definitive work which should be accept 
accomplished after Buenos Aires in 1952.

VI
The question of where the Tecb^! Di»n Co^,vH should meet

after the c3^ae of this Conference was the Subject of considerable 
discussion as r,->̂ n̂ rs 0p ^he ^roUp were in doubt as to whether
Geneva would be a suitable location owing to the number of Conferences 
scheduled for Geneva during 19*+9 and the possible lack of a sufficient 
secretariat and space. The Delegate of Brazil indicated that Portugal 
would be prepared to arrange for the group to meet in Lisbon and the 
Delegations of Brazil and India considered that tho Conference should 
take advantage of this offer.

C. J. ACTON 
Chairman
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REPORT OF WORKING GROUP F OF THE PLAN COMMITTEE

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

Terms of references
To prepare a draft report on the possibilities for the future work
of the Conference, taking as a basiss
1* The unnumbered document of the Chairman of the Conference,

items 7j 8 and 9.
2. Document No. 681 (revised) - Swiss Delegation proposal for

the organization of the work of the Conference.
3. The comments and proposals 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 frequency assignment plans should be prepared for con­
sideration by the Special Frequency List Administrative Conference, 
to convene in Geneva, October 17, 19*+9.

II*
Accordingly, tho Group recommends to Committee 6;
a) That detailed frequency alignment plans should be oromred 

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 he 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. P R O P O S A L
1. If on the 3^d 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 list 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.
h* Before closing the Conference the following 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.



5, The Technical Plan Committee is to he composed of 8 members
and should be established on the basis of regional represent­

ation, namely, two representatives from each region of the world.
6, This Committee should meet on the 30th May, Ip1̂ ? preferably 

in Geneva, with a date-limit of the ?lst July, for carryingv
out its task.
7, The specified requirements of the various countries are to be 

submitted by the Administrations of the countries at the
meeting place of said Committee before the 2kth May 19^9.
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 countries so that they can be 
studied, and the reactions of tho administrations obtained.
9, Tho reactions and comments of the Administrations of the various 

countries shall be forwarded to Geneva by the 1st of October,
19*+9, and on that date the Technical 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 Brazil 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 meeting shall be held immediately after 
the closing 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 submitted the following text containing 
proposals for the work of the Conference 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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F R E N C H  P R  0 P 0 S A L

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

by band, elaborated by the Special Revision Group, air. on the assumption 
that the Conference decides Id 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 revised needs 
of the countries,

B. This draft plan will be submitted to the delegations at the 
latest on March 15 and the delegations will make known their

observations within 2k hours. Taking these observations into account 
to the greatest possible extent the Plan Group shall establish the 
final draft by March 22.

C. In the meantime, efforts should also be made to draw up 
preliminary channel hour assignments per country for the

December Minimum season on the condition that such work does not 
impede the normal activity in regard to tho drawing up of the detailed 
assignment plan for the June median season.

D, During the interval the text of the agreement must be
established; the Conference 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 reservations;

Paragraph B .~ The date for the submission of the draft plan to 
(French Prop) delegations and the date for the final draft of .

the plan should be March 20 and 25th respectively.
Paragraph h - The Conference should define the terms of reference to 
(USSR Prop ) Technical Committee Group referred to in this

Paragraph and the manner in which assignment plans
should be prepared. Furthermore, tnis Technical 
Committee should commence its work immediately 
after the closing of the Conference.
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PLAN COMMITTEE

To Be Held At 3 ;.3Q P.M.. 2nd March 19}+9

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

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

3. Miscellaneous.

GUNNAR PEDERSEN
Chairman of Plan Committee
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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. Chairmans
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 taken 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 21st 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 broadcastin'g 
should be sent to the "Provisional Frequency Board", until the 
analysis of the nine seasons of solar activity is completed; this 
decision was ratified at the 15th Plenary Session held on October 
21st 19k8 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 hut, 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 Organization for all seasons for which the Conference of'Mexico 
City agrees that the Assignment Plan should be elaborated.

In any case I feel that Committee 6, and perhaps, the Plenary 
Assembly of the Conference should take a definitive decision oh 
this subject.

To this end, and for further information, 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 
Geneva Sessions)
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!+,- Paragraphs 3.2 to 3.6, Inclusive, of tho Minutes of the 
Thirteenth Plenary Session, held on the 16th of October, 197-8, in 
Mexico City, PC-Rhf-document No. 67-3.

”3-2.- The Chairman drew attention to the Committee's 
decision, as contained in item 7.23 of Document 67-, that a 
list of frequency allocation requirements in bands under 
6 Mc/s be sent to the PFB, He thought that this task might 
be assigned to Working Group.'.1,-

/
,l3̂ 3.«s?A.fter discussion, it was agreed, on the proposal of 

Mr. Axon (United Kingdom), that special Working Group, with 
Hp. Plummer (USA) as Chairman, would undertake this work.

”3-7-.- Mr. Plummer (USA), felt that it was impossible to 
complete the work by October 2Cth, as the job was lengthy.
The material which would be derived from forms 7- was incomplete 
and to complete it, the propagation data for aLl the 9 periods 
of solar activity would have to In applied.

"3-5.- The Chairman, supported by Mr. Arkadiev (USSR), 
said that if it was the general feeling, the decision taken at 
the previous Plenary Session could be modified. He, therefore, 
proposed that the complete analysis of the 9 periods of solar 
activity be carried out before forwarding to the PFB the list 
of requirements for frequencies under 6 Mc/s.

”3-6.- 'This was agreed; this decision modifying that 
taken by the.Committee at the 12th Plenary Session and con­
tained in item 7.23 of Document No. 67-.”



ANNEX

1. At the request of Mr. John Gracie, Representative of the 
"Provisional Frequency Board”, at the Planning Committee (Geneva 
Session) j the Planning Committee drew up a list of tho original re­
quirements presented by the different countries for Broadcasting in 
the bands below 6 Me/s.- This list was handed to the chairman of the 
said organization.

2. On the 7th of October 197-8 we received the following letter 
from Geneva from Mr. R. C. Wakefield, Chairman of Committee 3 of
the PFB :

”As Chairman of the Planning Committee of the International 
High Frequency Broadcasting Conference, Mexico City, you indicated 
in your letter of July 30th, regarding broadcasting requirements on 
frequencies below 6 megacycles tlr t when you return to Mexico City 
you will check persona ly the completeness of the list of require­
ments which you forwarded to Mr. MILES on June 15th.

In order that my Committee may make this list available to 
Committees 7 and 6 as soon as possible, I desire to inquire how soon 
I may expect to receive your final comments,”

3*- Paragraph 7*23 of the Minutes of the Twelfth Plenary 
Session, held on the First of October, 197-8, in Mexico City, pocument 
PC-Rhf No. 67-:

”The Chairman, referring to the PFB’s request for information 
on the requirements presented by the various countries, thought 
it important to inform the PFB that the Committee had received 
many requirements for frequencies in bands above 6 Mc/s which, 
from a technical point of view, should be satisfied in lower 
bands. It was therefore logical for the Committee and the PFB 
to exchange correspondence on this subject; and that the Committee 
could then forward the frequency requirements under 6 Mc/s as they 
had been submitted by the different countries. In submitting to 
tho PFB the complete list of requirements for frequencies under 
6 Mc/s, it was intended that tho PFB take the necessary measures 
for making allocations in the corresponding bands prior to the 
drawing up of the plan by the Mexico City Conference. If, as 
was requested during the Geneva Session, the PFB could complete 
the task of drawing up a frequency allocation plan for broad­
casting in bands under 6 Mc/s, the Mexico City Conference could 
know how far requirements' for frequencies above 6 Mc/s, which 
technically should be satisfied in lower bands, could be ac­
commodated in bands under 6 Mc/s.It was only on this basis that 
the countries concerned could accent a solution of this type, 
if the Conference proposed it. The Committee approved the 
proposal of tho Chairman to son! to the PFB the compilation of 
frequency allocation requirements in bands under 6 Mc/s, with 
the reservation that a new compilation might subsequently be 
submitted.”
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The meeting was declared open at 7-:30 p.m. by the Chairman,
Mrf. LalidT assisted byMr. Pereyra, Chairman of Committee 10, and
Mr. Dosterty Secretary of the Conference.

Mr. Kito (Albanian P.R.) reminded the delegates that on this
day the Union of Soviet Socialist.Republics was commemorating the 31st
anniversary of the creation of its army. After briefly relating the 
glorious history of the Soviet.Army, whose heroism during the Second 
Uorld War. inspired the admirntion of the entire world* -he expressed to 
the U.S.S.R. Delegation, on behalf of his country, his deep appreciation 
of the U.S;S.R. .Ar̂ y,' and conveyed'his best wishes for the future of 
that heroic force, ;;hose"efforts"had enabled the‘liberating Albanian 
Army to overcome the Fascist occupying 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 
and the other countries of Europe would still be under the Fascist 
yoke. v

The Delegates present applauded Mr. Kito!s remarks.
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.V expressed his very sincere thanks 
to Mr. Kito,.to the Chairman and. to the Delegates for their congratula­
tions 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 deeds of the Soviet Army in the late war, when the Soviet Army 
carried on its shoulders the main burden of the war and, together with
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tho Armies of its Allies, crushed Fascist Germany and militaristic 
Japan, were remembered by everybody.

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

He again thanked the.Chairman and all the Delegates for 
their congratulations and for the telegram sent to the U.S.S.R. 
Ambassador in Mexico, oh the occasion of the 31st /Anniversary of the 
creation of the Soviet /Army. ; n

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

Mr. Jacques Meyer recalled that in the meeting of the 
previous day the-Joint Committee;-had:entrusted Messrs. Kito and 
Metzler with the care of putting' into;-fiftal form the text of Article 
8, after a proposal by Mr. Lazareanu. Those two Delegates were in 
agreement concerning the^text which Mr. Wolf read,.as follows (the 
passages underlined constituted an amendment to the :text of 
Document No. 666):

(5) If. the country which requested a change has not 
obtained- it‘s : apibrov&l, notwithstanding• its attempts; at 
conciliation, and in spite of an arbitration procedure 
in conformity with annex 3 of the Atlantic (Jity«--.~ 
Convention, invoked through the intermediary 'of the 
organization, it shall have tho right to have the 
same.-.request'.transmitted by the organization,for ■ 
examination-and decision-by the next Extraordinary • 
High-Frequency Broadcasting Conference. In this 
case the change shall not bo put into' effect before 
tho proper decision has been takon by the said Conference”.: 1 ■ ■■ '1
(In the text of Document No. 666 the last sentence began 

with ”In the latter case...”. ■ The word ’‘lattorH-has. been deloged).
Tho above text was unanimously adopted by the delegates.
Mr. -Jacques Meyer continues .his’report-* He :stated that the

.substance of the following text’had been unanimously adopted ahd i t :
was understood that amendments of mere form might.be made thereto by
the Joint Committee. He thought that the ’text summarized the - -
opinions which had been expressed at the:-mecting of tho two Working Groups; i. .
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“Joint Groups 7 B and 10 A proposed to Committees 7 and 10:
1. To refer the following question to Committee 7 (jointly 
with other committees or groups, or separately)
“Is it possible to include in the functions of the intendedI'-. 
organization (see paragraph ? of Document No. 627)7 the study’ 
of modifications to the plan to be valid for. a maximum period 
of . . . .  3 which might be requested by a country because of 

exceptional and temporary events and which might necessitate adjust­
ments ad hoc with a view to eliminating interference?”

2, To insert the following text at the end of paragraph 8 
(modification of the plan), which had been adopted by. the two

Committees; “With, a-view to meeting-urgent needs in-relation to'unfore­
seen events, and a temporary and exceptional derogation from the plan 
for a period ..of less than a week, any’country may consult 'the'countries 
concerned (all the countries) through the intermediary' of'the' organi­
zation and by telegraph. The objections of a technical nature of 
these countries shall be formulated within h8 hours. In the absence . 
of any objection, the modification1 requested shall be considered as r‘ 
authorized. If, during the authorized period of derogation any harm­
ful interference is reported by any-country, the authorisation of 
derogation shall be suspended immediately”. •

He (Mr. Moyer) pointed out that the Working Groups had una­
nimously decided to distinguish between temporary but foreseeable events 
(General Assemblies of the U.N., Olympic Games, etc...) and unfore­
seeable events (catastrophes, death of an internationally known person­
age, etc...X precluding the systematic consultation of the countries, 
through tir intermediary of the organization responsible for applying 
tho plan.^ Accordingly, it remained for the Joint Committee to settle 
the question which had not been decided by the Working Groups: should 
paragraph 2 read "the countries concerned” or “all the countries”?

After thanking Mr. Meyer for his report, the’Chairman invited 
tho delegates to submit any objections.

Mr. Acton. (Canada) had.no objection to present.
. Mr. Morales (Cuba) pointed out that tho words “deroga.tion'.from 

the plan” could give rise to. confusion in Spanish; he requested that 
tho word “transmission" be substituted for them.

Mr.'Hoyor did not see any disadvantage in tho change since it 
was a question of “a transmission in/derogation".

Accordingly, the Chairman decided that the following would be--- 
substituted for the proposed text: “Where transmission in derogation
is authorized".
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Colonol Simson (U.S.A.) and Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian
S.S.R.) preferred "modification", the moaning of which caused; 
less confusion in English and Russian. Furthermore, Colonel 
Simson proposed two amendments: .

Instead of "countries", say "parties to the Agreement";
Instead-of "unforeseen events", say "events', the dates of 
which are unforeseeable".

Mr. Jacques Meyer (Franco) said that there were events - 
which in themselves were unforeseeable 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 countries of 
the agreement" was preferable to "parties .to the Agreement

The Rev. Soccorsi (Vatican City) felt that the meaning-■ 
of the expression "signatory countries" was not broad enough. Ac­
tually, there could' be countries which would accede to the Agree­
ment after its signature. He proposed "contracting parties".

Mr. Lazarearm (Roumanian P.R.) thought that.trie text should 
abide by tho termrs" employed in' the ot|c r articles of the Agreement, 
that is to say, "signatory countries of the .Agreement (Convention) 
.or which have acceded thereto". <•

Mr. MorAles (Cuba) supported Mr. Lasareanu’s opinion.
\ *

Mr. Jacoues Moyer (France) pointed out that the expression 
"parties to the Agreement" -was the only one which embodied both the 
countries which/-had signed the ..Agreement and those which had acceded 
to iJU- 'later •

Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian S.S.R.) was of the same opinion 
as Mr. Lazareanu, On tho other hand, ho had two amendments to pa­
ragraph 2 to submit (underlined, passages);

"In the absence of any objection, and- in.. conformity with 
Article 8 (H-), the modification requested shall be ITonsTdered as authorized. and_J^crj^rg.anp^zation, bhal 1 jLnjT ojnn _ 
of the_ f act and shall_ make known* the date~s~ ~of tKe~ jpoVilinilig~ "and end of the tC-UPorarV i ^  . * ~

The Rev. Soccor_s_i (Vatican City) wondered what was • ' 
•Understood. by "all tho countries". Did it mean the* signatory coun-
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trios to tho Agreement or merely those which occupied the same 
channel or adjacent channel9?

Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian S.S.R.) withdrew his first 
amendment, * '•

Mr. Lazareanu (Roumanian P.R.) proposed the following:
"and tho organization shall notify all the admi­
nistrations of the effective date, of the. change 
and the termination date thereof

Dostert Jiade the following slight change in. form:
"and tho organization shall inform all countries of 
this, as well as of the duration of this .temporary 
modification"".

Sincu there was no objection to the latter, wording, the 
Secretary read paragraph 2, amended as follows: *

"2# To insert the following text at the end of Article
8 (Modification of the Plan), which had been adopted 
by the two Committees: .. * ’ ’
‘With a view to meeting urgent needs-, in relation 
to events the dates'of which are unforeseeable, any 
country may, by a temporary and exceptional^dero­
gation from the Plan during-a period of less than
a week, consult all tho countries (the countries
concerned) (tho countries parties • to the ..Agreement) 
through the ■'intermediary of the organization and by 
telegraph. The objections of a technical nature of 
these countries shall be formulated within *+8 hours.' 
In tho a’bs.ence of any objection, the modification 
requested shall be considered as authorized and the
•organization shall inform tho countries of this, as ■
woll as of tho duration of the temporary modification. 
Tf,. during the period of tho authorized modifica­
tion, harmful interference is reported-by any coun­
try, the authorization of .modification shall bo sus­
pended immediately‘

*

Mr. Jacques Moyer (France) pointed out -that only those* 
countries which broadcast on the same frequency or on adjacont fre­
quencies would bo interested in making their objections known within
^8 hours. He thought it would be necessary to establish a very
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clear distinction between tho countries to which the- notifica­
tion would he sent and those which were invited to reply to it 
within ^8 hours. That was a question upon which a ruling should 
be made in order that there would bo no further ambiguity in the 
meaning of the text.

Hr. Neru’rkar (India) thought that-tho only countries 
using the channel considered or adjacent channels should bo con­
sulted and-.that it was unnecessary to ask for tho consent of coun­
tries which were‘not interested in tho modification. Ho proposed 
that .the text be amended astfollows:.

" . .'. all tho countries parties to.this agreement 
which' use the frequency or frequencies considered

.. >or those which use adjacent frequencies11.
11 . . . harmful interference is, reported by one of 
the above-mentioned .countries". / ’

Mr. Lazarcanu (Roumanian P.R.) felt that since the 
latter amendment involved studies which the organization would 
have to undertake, discussion thereof should bo referred to 
Committee 7» '

- The Chairman invited the delegates who1 had amendments 
:to propose to submit then to Committee 7> inasmuch as the text 
which Mr. Jacques- Meyer had read was a proposal which vas made 
to Committee 7. '

Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian S.S.R.) was afraid that the 
; interference which might" result from the temporary modification 
would not occur only in the adjacent channels. For that reason 
he considered it logical to inform all the countries of the modi­
fication. ‘ Furthermore, the text of Mr. Jacques Moyers report to 
the meeting contained the exp cssion "all the countries" and it 
had boon approved unanimously. 'Accordingly, ho requested Mr. 
Nerurkar not to rovert to r. that subject.

Mr. Jacnuos Mover (Franco) reminded Mr. Egorov that 
when ho had read the text approved by Groups .7 B and 10 A ho 
had indeed; pointed out that tho following two variations had been 
purposely left in the texts' . ■ ' '

"consult (the c'ountrios . concerned )
(all the countries concerned)... by telegraph".

Obviously, it was more in accord-ance With the regulations
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to say "all the cou‘tries". But as it was a question of an 
exceptional measure, the two opposite points of view night b e • 
reconciled 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 si .ould noti­
fy every one 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 event their transmissions suffered any interference.

. Mr. Faulkner (U.K. supported the proposal in the sense 
that the organisation, should concern itself only with tie coun­
tries affected by the temporary derogations and should await 
their objections before notifying the other countries. Ho felt 
that, inasmuch as such a modification was valid for only a week 
at the most, it could.result in only a minimum of inconvenience 
to the other countrios. Ho concluded,by inviting all tho delega­tions to adopt that solution. .....

In summavizing.the- discussion, the Chairman pointed out 
that there were two distinct; points:

Tho consent to bo obtained from tho countries concerned;
the information to be given to all-the countrios.
Mr. Faulkner (U.K. felt that this-distinction_might in­

deed bo established in tho text of the proposal. :
Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian' S.S.H.) was afraid that the Me­

xico City Convention in that way would create discrimination with 
regard to certain of. the. signatories. In order to avoid creating 
such a situation , whilo satisfying tho various- points of view 
expressed, he proposed:

That the text of the Agreement (Article 8) should mention^ 
"all the countries which have signed or acceded to the Agreement ; 
(Convention)and.the Plan annexed thereto"5

■ That the Committee recommend that the list of functions' 
of tho organization should, provide for tho prior notification of 
all tho countries transmitting on the same frequency and adjacent 
frequencies, followed by a general notification to.all the other 
countries.

Mr. Nerurkar (India) said that actually there were three 
separate steps to be taken:  ̂ r .

- To consult the countrios transmitting*on the same fre­
quency and on adjacent frequencies;

To assemble the objections of- those countries;
To inform all the other countrios.



-  8 -(Doc. No. 709-D)

Although the third step would entail unnecessary expense for the I.T.U., he had no objection to its being approved.
Mr. Kito (Albanian.P.R.) said that Messrs. Faulkner and 

Nerurkar were in disagreement'with the text proposed for Article -8 
in saying that only the countries transmitting on'the same'frequency 
ana the adjacent frequencies were concerned with, the derogation, " 
and that, before going on to the application of the third step, the 
organization 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 modification, of the possibility of requesting 
the cancellation thereof.-

Mr. Bivar (Portugal): made, a distinction between the rights of 
the .signatory countries ;in rthe’ 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 î as 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. ■

, * 11A powerful -station,
for example’* ’ indenting.a high field intensity in a given region 

feould very substantially interfere with the reception or transmis­
sions made. on frequencies different from the one considered 'or'on 
shared frequencies. A change in the directivity of me-antennas 
could also cause interference,- without any consideration of a shared 
frequency or. adjacent frequencies. For reasons of that nature the 
organisation should inform all the countries of any derogation of 
the Plan, whether or not they were signatories to tho Agreement.1 
Furthermore, that provision would, be In conformity with Article•8, 
which had been adopted. To amend that article in the sense advocated 
by certain delegations would be equivalent to revising a text already 
adopted.

Mr. Metzler (Switzerland) agreed with .the opinion that only 
the countries transmitting:on the same or adjacent frequencies might 
be inconvenienced by a modification of the’Plan and consequently they 
were the. only ones which the organization ought to advise. However, 
he felt that in order to satisfy Mr. Egorov the organization could 
send a circular letter, to .all the other-countries to advise them of 
the changes made. He requested the delegates to settle the question by- a vote.
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Mr.- Norurkar (India) did not think it. was possible to adopt 
Mr. Egorovas proposal, which eould not bo a compromise solution 
because it did not take into account.tho amendment of the Delega- * 
tioft of India*..,....; . .

Mr. Faulkner (U.K.) thought that if tho word "nevertheless" * 
were placed at the beginning of the text to be inserted at the end 
of Article 8, it would better establish the connection with what 
vent before* • He pointed out that it was not a question of contra­
dicting tho rest of the text of the Agreement but:merely of ‘ inserting 
a clause therein.

Returning to tho question of interference, he-admitted that 
unforeseeable interference could be caused elsewhere than in-the • 
shared and adjaqqnt channels. But normally only the latter would ; 
experience any interference. Furthermore, Article 8 contained a-- 
clause which made it possible for all the'countries to request the 
immediate cancellation of the modification. Accordingly, the opinions 
expressed wore not so different basically and tho discussion could bo 
ended immediately by a vote.

Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian S.S.R.) shared the opinion of Mr. 
Goroshkin concerning the question of interference, lie ■ insisted on ' 
the point of view that- the latter had already expressed: the signa­
tory countries of the Agreement, should enjoy .the .Same rights, without 
distinction. f -

Mr. Lazaroanu:(Roumanian P.R.) anticipated the case where 
the organization might fail to inform one of the countries directly- 
affected by the modification. Ho felt that the following text would 
enable that eventuality‘to bo avoided:

" . . .  to consult tho countries concerned by telegraph 
and to notify all the'member countries of the I.T.U.-' v- by telegraph". --

The Chairman said that as a matter of fict ho had just pre­
pared a compromise text in the same sense, as follows:

"2. To insert tho following text at the end of Article 
8 (Modification of■tho Plan), which had been adopted 
by the two committees:

"Nevertheless, with a-view to m e e t i n g . #to consult tho coun­
tries directly concerned, through the intermediary of the 
organization and by.urgent telegram, which countries shall 
report thoir objections of a technical-nature within *+6  ̂
hours. On the other-hand, all tho signatory "countries of 
the Agreement ^Convention) or those which have acceded 
thereto shall receive notification by ordinary telegram"•
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The last sentence would be amended as follows:
"If, during the period in which the modifi­
cation is authorized harmful interference.; 
is reported by any other country••whatevorV 
the authorization for modification.shall be 
suspended immediatelyn*

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

Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian S.S.R.) was not satisfied with 
the expression "countrios directly concerned". He insisted that •' 
the text of Article 8 should be so worded as to t>o logical and 
consistent with the other articles of the Agreement. Article 8 
should state that the organization would consult "all tho signatory 
countries" by telegraph. .' Then tho "countries* concerned" might be . 
mentioned but only after the Committee had clearly defined what 
it understood by that expression.

•The Chairman pointed out to Mr. Egorov-that the important 
thing was to determine which countries wore to give their consent 
"to the modification. ■ /'

Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian S.S.R.) found the reply, to the 
Chairman's question in the text of Article 8, which stated: "all* 
the countries" must give their consent. With respect to the "coun­
tries concerned", the Committee should instruct-a-limited group to 
seek a definition of the expression^ since the Committee could not 
include it in tho text of tho Agreement without having defined it.

Mr. Jacques Meyer (France) regretted ..to have-to state that 
after several nours r discussion it seemed that the meaning of the 
expression "countries concerned" still had not been defined, then 
it had been clearly expressed that the moaning of those words was 
"the countrios which transmitted on the sane frequency or on tho 
adjacent frequencies". On' tho other hand, it appeared- impossible 
to send any such question back to a Working Group. He concluded by 
stating that if a decision was not taken immediately, he would no 
longer take the responsibility for joint meetings.of Groups *'7 B and 
10 A.

,.. Tho Chairman took cognizance of Mr. Moyer's statement.
Colonel de Albuquerque (Brazil) proposed the immediate 

formation of a restricted'group composed of the: Delegates of the 
Bielorussian S.S.R., Vatican City and France, which the Committee would charge with the drafting of a compromise text.
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Tho Rev. Soccorsi (Vatican City) thought that procedure was 
unnecessary. Tho meeting was faced with two irreconciliable posi­
tions:

- the temporary modification could be’possible only 
with the consent1 of-the countries concerned, (coun­
tries transmit ting .on the -same or on the.;'ad j acen t 
frequencies); '

- the temporary modification could be. possible only 
.with the . consent' of all the countries.

uccordingiy, under ’those’■ conditions the only choice left to tho Committee was to settle the question by a vote.
The Chairman said: that-..he would withdraw his proposal and that

the Committee would first vote on the proposal of tho Bielorussian
Delegation and then on the Indian proposal.

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

Mr. Gofroshkin (U.S.S.B...) -.supported Colonel de. Alb.uqueruqe * s 
proposal...............

- ’-:Mr. Melgar . (Mexico) .supported1 Mr. Jacques Meyer*s motion
•and suggested that the meeting proceed to the vote.

Mr. Jacques. Meyer (France) recalled that the: text which he 
had road at the "beginning of tho meeting had been adopted unanimously 
that same morning by Groups 7 B and 10 A. . He was amazed at. being 
requested to resume the discussion, of the, text during the :afternoon.

Colonel de Albuquerque (Brazil') pointed out that his pro­
posal to assign to a restricted' group, the task of drafting a compro­
mise text would pepmit.thc 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 following day.

Mr. Morales (Cuba) supported Mr. Jacques Meyer’s proposal.
* r •The Chairman noted that the Brazilian Delegate *s proposal 

encountered objections and requested the meeting to take a decision , 
by a vote on Mr. Goroshkin*s motion.

Nine delegations supported' the motion of the U.S.S.R. Dele­
gation; 20 voted against it; 3 abstained. The motion;of the U.S.S.R. 
Delegation was rejected.



-  12 -  - -  

(Doc« No. 709-E).

The Chairman then invited the meeting to vote on Mr.
Egorov*s proposal, which he read as follows: ...

"With a view to responding to the urgent needs . ;
to consult by. urgent telegram all the signatory coun­
trios of tho Agrroenent (Convention) and Plan or those 
which have acceded thereto, through the intermediary 
of the organization^ The notifications shall be sent 
first to the countries using tho frequency considered 
or tho adjacent frequencies. The objections of' a tech­
nical nature . . .  • and•the organization, shall inform 
all the countries of this, as well, as of the duration 
. . . , . tho authorization for modification shall be 
suspended immediately and tho countries shall be noti­
fied thereof by the organization."-

Mr. Egorov's proposal was rejected by the meeting. Ten
(10) delegations voted in favor of it, 20 against, and 2 abstained- •
from voting • *

Tho Chairman then requested the Committee to vote ’on Mr. 
ITerurkar's proposal, as follows: ;!

"With a view to meeting the urgent needs . . . . .  to consult the countries which use the frequency- -orrfre- 
quencies in question and those which use the ad.jacent 
frequencies. The objections of a technical nature shall 
bo formulated by the latter countries within if8-hours.
In the absence of any objection . . .  . harmful in­
terference is reported by any country whatever. ,thp
authorization of modification shaikh bo suspended imne-

: diately". •

Mr. Jacques Moyer (France) requested that the words 
"the countries which use . • be‘replaced by•"the signatory,
countries of the Agreement (Convention) and the Plan or those 
countrios which have: acceded thereto which..use • . • "

Mr. Lazareanu (Roumanian P.R.) might be able to suppo'rt 
the text proposed but without the Indian Delegation's amendments, 
which he considered to be in contradiction with the’ text as a whole 
of the Agrcement already adopted by the Committtco,

Mr. Norurkar (India) pointed out. that.the proposal'of ' 
Groups 7. B and 10 A was incomplete, because the latter Groups had; 
left to the Joint Committee the task of choosing between, the•two 
expressions- "the countric-s concerned" and "all the countries11 •
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Tho Indian Delegation's amendments were adopted by a ma­
jor ity vote of the Committee. -.Twenty-two delegations voted in 
favor of it and ten against the proposal'. There wore no abs­
tentions. •

The text as a whole proposed by the’Joint Meeting of 
Working Groups 7 B.and 10 A was then put to the vote and was 
adopted. Twenty-two 'delegations voted in favor of the text and 
10 against it. There was.no abstention. ; • .

Accordingly, the text adopted was as follows:
"1. To refer to Committee 7 (jointly-with other 

committees or groups, or - separately) the'
• following question: 'Is it possible to include
In the functions of the intended organization 
(see' paragraph 5 of .Document No. 627) to study .,.
“of modifications to the Plan to be valid for' a"- 
maximum period of . . . . , which modifications, 
night be requested by a country because of ex^ 
ceptional and temporary events and which night 
necessitate adjustments ad hoc with a view to 
eliminating interference?*

"2.' To insert the following text at the end of Article 
: 8 (Modification of the Plan) adopted by the two %

Committees:.
’Nevertheless, with a view to responding to urgent 
needs with respect to unforeseen events, any Coun­
try may, by a temporary and exceptional derogation 
from tho. Plan for a period of less than a week, 
through the intermediary of-.the organization and 
by telegraph, consult the signatory countries of 
the Agreement (the Convention) and the Plan* or those 
countries which had acceded thereto which use the 
frequency or frequencies' in question or. the adjacent 
frequencies. Objections of a technical nature shall 
be formulated by the countries within *f8 hours.-in 
the absence of any objection, the modification-re-

■ quested shall be considered authorized. If, during 
tho period in which the modification is authorized 
harmful 'inter-forence is reported by any country 
whatsoever, the authorization for .modification shall 
be suspended immediately"'.

The results of the vote* gave .rise to the follo\\ring state­
ments: -
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Tho Delegation of tho Biolorussian S.S.R.:
"Referring to tho 'discussions of the proposal- 
with respect to ’the procedure contemplated 
in order to satisfy the countries1 temporary 
needs in certain special cases’, the Delegation 
of the Biolorussian S.S.R, finds it- nece-ssary .to 
state:
’The Delegation of the Biolorussian S.S.R,*, considering 

that this proposal is radically inconsistent with the procedure 
established with respect to the methods of ‘implementation and mo­
dification of the High Frequency Broadcasting Plan (HFB) 
and that it is contrary to a number of Articles of the draft 
Mexico .City Convention previously prepared and approved;

’Considering, on the other hand, that it- (the proposal) 
makes a revision of tho Convention as a whole compulsory, that 
it introduces an arbitrary element, that it completely under­
mines the bases of the HFB Plan founded on well-defined tech­
nical principles and on a series of general provisions which guaran­
tee the proper application of the Plan;

’Formally objects to the insertion of tho said proposal 
in the draft Mexico City Convention’". ‘ A •”Tho U.S.S.R..Delegation stated that the decision just 
taken amounted to a revision of tho whole of Article 8 of the 
Draft..-Agreement previously approved by all Delegations, and tho 
U.S.S.R. Delegation was accordingly forced to declare that it 
couldnot consider the decision taken as correct, and rosorvod tho 
right to return to the question at a later date." A"; ”

The Delegation of the Roumanian P.R. and the Delegation 
of the F.P.R. of Yugoslavia made the same reservations as the 

‘ 'Delegation of the Biolorussian S.S.R. and the U.S.S.R.
Mr^^JCito ( Albanian P.R) called attention to ihc fact that 

in voting on the amendment to. Article 8 as a wholo his Delegation, 
like a great many others, had voted against the first paragraph, 
which had not been their-intention. He said that tho Delegation 
of the Albanian -P.R. supported tho reservations made by the De­
lations of the Biclorussian S.S.R. 'and the U.S.S.R.

The Chairman reserved the right to resume the discussion of the question of interference.
The Delegate of Franco said that the text on which the 

Committee had just taken a decision was not in contradiction 
with any other provision of the Agreement previously adopted.
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Ho called the delegate’s attention to the remarkable 
fact that, whenever there had been a question of "contradic­
tion", no mention had boon made of the last sentence of Ar­
ticle 8 which had been adopted in the meanwhile:

"If during the period in which tho modification 
is authorized harmful interference is reported 
by any country whatsoever, the authorization for 
modification shall be suspended immediately".
On the other hand he was amazed that the delegations 

should so prematurely make reservations concerning an Agree­
ment and Plan which had not yet oven been signed.

The Delegation of Czechoslovakia said that "it had 
voted against the proposal containing the Indian Delegation’s 
amendment because it believed that the amendment might in’fact 
restrict the equal rights of all tho countries which signed the 
Convention. For that reason the Czechoslovakian Delegation 
supported the statement of tho Bielorussian S.S.R. Delegation".

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

Tho mooting was adjourned at 8:30 p.m.

The Reporter: 
Joan Millot

The Chairman: 
Milan Lali6
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The meeting was declared open at kt30 p.m. by tho Chairman, 
Mr. Laiid, assisted by Mr. Pereyra, Chairman of Committee 10, and 
Mr.. Dos tort, .Secretary of the Conference.

Mr. Kito (Albanian P.R.) reminded the delegates that on this 
day- the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics was commemorating the 
31st anniversary of the creation of its army. .After briefly relating 
the glorious history of the Soviet Army, whose heroism during, the 
Second -World was inspired the admiration of the entire world, hie ex­
pressed his sincere' appreciation to the U.S.S.R.-Delegation for the 
soldiers who. liberated his country.

The delegates present applauded Mr.' Kito's remarks.

The Chairman requested the Secretary of the Conference to 
be kind enough'to send a congratulatory telegram, to tho Ambassador 
of the Soviet Union in Mexico,

(U.S.S.R.)‘ expressed his very sincere thanks 
to Mr, Kito, to the Chairman and to the delegates*,' and. added that 
while the Soviet Army’s v-rihcipal concern was the defense of the 
territory of the U.S.S.R., it was always ready to protect all the 
other countries of the world. '

• 0
o o •.

The Chairman invited Mr.- .Tanqno.q. Moyer (France) to make a 
report of the results' of the meeting of Groups 7 B and 10 A, of 
which he was Chairman, which had taken place that very morning.
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Mr* Jacques Meyer recalled that in the meeting of the pre­
vious day the1' 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 two Delegates were in 
agreement concerning the text which Mr. Wolf read, as follows 
(the passages underlined constituted an amendment to the text of 
Document No. 666):

"8 (5) If the country which requested a change
has not obtained its approval, notwith­
standing its attempts at conciliation, 
and in spite" o~f "an arbitration procedure 
in conformity with Annex 3 of the Atlantic 
City Convention, "invoked through the in­
termediary of the organization, 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
ference, In this case the change shall not 
bo put into effect before the proper decision 
has been taken by the said Conference”.

(In the text of Document No. 666 the last sentence began 
with 11 In the latter, case . . .". The word "latter” has been 
deleted).

The above text was unanimously adopted by the delegates.
Mr. Jacques Meyer continues his report. He stated that 

the substance of the following text had been unanimously adopted and it 
was understood^ that amendments of mere form might be made thereto 
by the Joint Committee.' He thought that the text summarized the 
opinions which had been expressed at the meeting of the two Working 
Gorups:

"Joint Groups 7 B and 10 A proposed to Committees 7 end 
10:

1, To refer the following question to
Committee 7 '(jointly with other committees 
or groups, dr separately).:;; ■
"Is it possible to include in the functions 
of the intended organization (see paragraph 
5 of Document No. §27), the study of modi­
fications to the plan to be valid for a ma­
ximum period of , which might be
requested by a country because of exceptional 
.and temporary events and which might neces­
sitate adjustments ad hoc with a view to
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eliminating interference?"

2. To insert tie. following text at the end of 
paragraph 8 (modification of the plan), 
which had been adopted by the two Committees 1 
"With a view to meeting urgent needs in rela­
tion to unforeseen events, and a temporary and 
exceptional derogation from the plan for a 
period of less than a week, any country may 
consult the countries concerned (all the coun­
tries) through the intermediary of the organi­
zation and by telegraph. The objections of a 
technical nature of these countries shall be 
formulated within *+8 hours. In the absence of 
any objection,, the modification requested shall 
be considered as authorized. If, during the 
authorized period of derogation any harmful in­
terference is reported by any country, the authoriza­
tion of derogation shall be suspended immediate­
ly".

He (Mr. Meyer) pointed out that the Working Groups had una­
nimously decided to distinguish between t emporary but foreseeable 
events (General Assemblies of the U.N., Olympic Games, etc, • •) 
and unforeseeable events (catastrophes, death of an internationally 
known ‘personage,, etc,..) precluding the systematic consultation 
of the countries, through the intermediary of the organization res­
ponsible for applying the plan. Accordingly, it remained for the 
Joint Committee to settle the question which had not been decided 
by the W0rking Groups: should paragraph 2 read "the countries con­
cerned" or "all the countries"?

After thanking Mr. Meyer for his report, the Chairman invited 
the delegates to submit any objections.

Mr. Acton (Canada) had no objection to present.'

Mr. Morales (Cuba) pointed out that the words "derogation 
from the plan" could give rise to confusion in Spanish5 he requested 
that the word "transmission" be substituted for them.

Mr. Meyer did not.see any disadvantage in the change since 
it was. a question of "a transmission in derogation".

Accordingly, the Chairman decided that the following would 
be substituted for the proposed text: "where transmission in dero­
gation is authorized".
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Colonel Simson (U.S.A.) and Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian
S.S.R.) preferred "modification", the "meaning of'which caused 
less confusion in English and Russian. FurthermoreColonel 
Simson proposed two amendments:

Instead of "countries", say "parties to the Agreement";

Instead of "unforeseen events", say "events, the dates of 
which are unforeseeable".

Mr. Jacques Meyer (France) said that there were events 
which in themselves were unforeseeable and not only in the sense 
of time. lie was of the opinion that the broader definition was 
preferable since it automatically implied the narrower definition,

Mr. Morales (Cuba) thought that "signatory countries of 
the agreement" was ̂ preferable to "parties to the Agreement".

The Rev. Soccorsi (Vatican City) felt that the mbaning 
of the expression "signatory countrios" was not broad enough. Ac­
tually, there could bo countrios which would accede.to tho Agree­
ment after its signature. He proposed "contracting parties",

► ■ Mr. Lazareanu (Roumanian P.R.) thought that the text should
abide by the terms employed in the otjE r articles of the Agreement,
that is to say, "signatory countries of the Agreement (Convention) 
or which have acceded thereto".

Mr, Morales (Cuba) supported Mr. Lazareanu’s opinion.
Mr. Jacques Meyer (France) pointed out that the expression

"parties to the Agreement" was the only one which embodied both the
countries which had signed the Agreement and those which had acceded 
to it later.

Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian S.S.R.) was of'the same opinion 
as Mr. Lazareanu. On the other hand, he had two amendments to pa­
ragraph 2 to submit (underlined passages);

"In.the absence of any objection, and in ■ conformity with 
Article 8 (h), the modification requested shall be considered as 
authorized. and tho organization shall inform all the JAojmtihLes 
of the face and shall make known the dates of the" beginning- "and~ 
end of tho temporary modification". '

The Rov*_JS 00 cjqr si. (Vatlean City) wondered what was 
Understood by "all the countries". Did it mean the signatory coun-
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trios' to tho Agreement or merely those which occupied the same 
channel or adjacent channels?

Mr.' Egorov (Bielorussian'S.S.R.) withdrew his first 
amendment, • ••

Mr. Lazareanu (Roumanian P.R,) proposed the following:
"and the organization shall notify all the admi­
nistrations of the effective date of the change 
and tho. termination date thereof".

.Dostert made the following slight change in form:
"and tho organization shall inform all countries of 
this, as well as of the duration of this temporary 
modification".

Sincu there was no objection to the latter wording, the 
Secretary read paragraph 2, amended as follows:

"2, To insert the following text at the-end of Article
8 (Modification of the Plan), which had been adopted 
by the two Comrni11o e s :
’With a view to meeting urgent needs . in relation 
to events the dates of which are unforeseeable, any 
country may, by a temporary and exceptional dero­
gation from tho Plan during a period ,o.f less than 
a week, consult all the countries (the countries 
concerned) (the countries parties to the Agreement) 
through the intermediary of tho organization and by 
telegraph. The objections of a technical nature of 
these countries shall be formulated within b8 hours.
In tho dbaence.of any objection, the modification 
requested shall be considered as authorized and the
organization shall inform the countries o’f this, as
well as of the duration of the temporary modification. 
Xfy during the period of the authorized modifica­
tion, harmful interference is reported by any coun­
try, tho authorization of modification shall be sus­
pended immediately:

Mr. Jacques Moyer (France) pointed out that only those 
countries which broadcast on tho same frequency or on:adjacent fre­
quencies would be interested in making • their' objections known within
^8 hours. He thought it would be necessary to establish a very
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clear d ?stinetion between tho countrios to which the notifica­
tion would be sent and those which were invited to reply to it 
within J+8 hours. That was ..a question upon which a ruling should 
be made in order that there would be no further ambiguity in the 
meaning of the text.

Mr. Nerurkar (India) thought that the only countries 
using tho channel considered or adjacent channels should be con­
sulted and that it was unnecessary to ask for the consent of coun
tries which were not interested in the modification. He proposed
that the text be amended as follows:

M . * . all the countrios parties to this agreement
which use the frequency or frequencies considered
or those which use adjacent frequenciesM.

" . . .  harmful interference is reported by one of 
the above-mentioned countries’1.

Mr. Lazaroanu (Roumanian P.R,) felt that since the 
latter amendment involved studies which the organization would 
have to undertake, discussion thereof should be referred to 
Committee 7*

The Chairman,invited the delegates who had amendments 
to propose to submit them to Committee 7? inasmuch as the text 
which Mr. Jacques' Meyer had read was a proposal which was made 
to Committee 7.

Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian S-.S.R.) was afraid that the 
interference which might result from the temporary modification 
would not occur only in the adjacent channels. For that reason 
he considered it logical to inform all the countries of the modi­
fication. Furthermore,- tho text of Mr. Jacques Moyer's report to 
the meeting contained the exp cssion "all tho countries" and it 
.had been approved unanimously. Accordingly, he requested Mr. 
Nerurkar not to revert to rthat subject.

Mr. Jacques Mover (France) reminded Mr. Egorov that 
when he had read tho text approved by Groups 7 B and 10 A he 
had indeed pointed out that the following two variations had been 
purposely left in the text?

"consult (the countries concerned )
(all the countries concerned)... by telegraph”.

Obviously, it was more in accordance with the regulations
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to say "all the cou'tries". But as it was a question of an 
exceptional measure, the two opposite points of view might be 
reconciled 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 should noti­
fy every one 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 
in the event their transmissions suffered any interference.

Mr. Faulkner (U.K. supported the proposal in the sense 
that the”organization should concern itself only with tie coun­
tries affected by the temporary derogations and should await 
their objections before notifying the other countrios. Ho felt 
that, inasmuch as such a modification v/as valid for only a week 
at the most, it could result in only a minimum of inconvenience 
to the other countrios. He concluded by inviting all the delega­
tions to adopt that solution.

In summarizing tho discussion, the Chairman pointed out 
that there were two distinct points :

Tho consent to be obtained from the cjeuntries concerned;
the information to be given to all the countries.
Mr,,. Faulkner (U.K. felt that this distinction might in­

deed be established in the text of the proposal.

Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian S.S.R.) v/as afraid that the Me­
xico City Convention in that way would create discrimination with 
regard to certain of the signatories. In order to avoid creating 
such a situation , while satisfying tho various points of view 
expressed, he proposed:

That tho text of the Agreement (Article 8) should mention 
"all the countrios which have signed or acceded to the Agreement 
(Convention)and the Plan annexed thereto";

That the Committee recommend that the list of functions 
of the organization should provide for tho prior notification of 
all tho countries transmitting on the same frequency and adjacent 
frequencies, followed by a general notification to all the other 
countries•

Mr. Nerurkar (India) said that actually there were three 
separate stops to be taken:

To consult the countries transmitting on the same fre­
quency and on adjacent frequencies;

To assemble the objections of those countries;
To inform all tho other countrios.



-  8 -
(Doc. No. 709-E)

Although the third step would entail unnecessary expense -for 
the, I.T.U.,, he had no objection to its being approved,

Mr, Kito (Albanian P.R.) said that Messrs. Faulkner and 
Nerurkar were in disagreement with the text proposed for Article 8 
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 application of the third step, the 
organization should wait until the countries had made known their 
objections. The authors of the text of Article 8 had provided that 
"if harmful interference v/as 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 modification, of the possibility of requesting 
the cancel]ation thereof.

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 pov/er station, for example, in creating a high field 
in a region which in principle 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 signatories to the Agreement. 
Furthermore, that provision would be in conformity with Article 8, 
which had been adopted.. . To amend that article in the. sense advocated 
by certain delegations would be equivalent to revising a text already 
adopted,

Mr.- Metzler (Switzerland) agreed with the . opinion that only 
the countries transmitting on the same or adjacent frequencies might 
be inconvenienced by a modification of the Plan and consequently they 
were the only ones v/hich the organization ought to advise. However, 
he felt that in order to satisfy Mr, Egorov the organization could 
send a circular letter to all the other countries ter advise 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 possible to adopt 
Mr, Egorovfs proposal, which could not bo a compromise solution 
because it did not take into account tho amendment of the Delega­
tion of India.

Mr. Faulkner (U.K.) thought that if the word ’Nevertheless" 
were placed ~at the beginning of the text to be inserted at the end 
of Article 8, it would better 'establish the connection with what 
went before. He pointed out that it was not a question of contra­
dicting the rest of the text of the agreement but merely of inserting 
a clause therein.

Returning to the question of interference, he admitted that 
unforeseeable interference could be caused elsewhere than in the 
shared and adjacent Channels, But normally only the latter would 
experience any interference. Furthermore, Article 8 contained a 
clause which made it possible for all the countries to request the 
immediate cancellation of the modification. Accordingly, the opinions 
expressed were not so different basically and the discussion could be 
ended immediately by a vote,

Mr, Egorov (Biolorussian S.S.R.) shared the opinion of Mr, 
Goroshkin concerning the question of interference. He insisted on 
the point of view that the latter had already expressed; the signa­
tory countries of the Agreement should enjoy the' same rights, without 
distinction.

Mr. Lazareanu (Roumanian P.R.) anticipated the case where 
the organization might fail "to inform one of the countries directly 
affected by the modification. He felt that the following text would 
enable that eventuality'to be avoided;

" . , . to consult the countries concerned by telegraph 
and to notify all the member countries of the I.T.U. 
by telegraph".

The Chairman said that as a matter of .feet he had just pre­
pared a compromise text in tho same sense, a s .follows;

"2. To insert the following text at the. end of Article
8 (Modification of tho Plan), which had been adopted 
by the two committees:

"Nevertheless, with a view to meeting.. to consult the coun­
tries directly concerned, through the■intermediary of the 
organization and by urgent telegram, which countries shall 
report their.objections of a technical nature within W  
hours. On the other hand",all the signatory "countries of 
the Agreement (Convention) or those, which have acceded 
thereto shall receive notiricVtiorT by~ ordinary telegram"•
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The last sentence would be amended as follows::
"If, during the period in which the modifi­
cation is authorized harmful interference 
is reported by any other country whatever, 
the authorization for- modification shall be 
suspended immediately",

TEc Rev. Soccorsi (Vatican City) thought it preferable 
to specify "the countries concerned which use the same or the ad­
jacent frequency".

Mr. Egorov (Biolorussian S.S.R.) was not satisfied with 
the expression "countrios directly concerned". He insisted that 
the text of Article 8 should be so worded as to be logical and 
consistent with the other articles of the Agreement. Article 8 
should state that the organization would consult "all the signatory 
countries" by telegraph. Then the "countries concerned" might be 
mentioned but only after the Committee had clearly defined what 
it understood by that expression.

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 (Biolorussian S.S.R.) found the reply to the 
Chairman’s question in the text of Article 8, which stated: "all 
the countries" must give their .consent. With respect ‘to the "coun­
tries concerned", the Committee should instruct a limited group'to 
seek a definition of the expression, since the Committee could not 
include it in the text of the Agreement without having defined it.

Mr. Jacques Meyer (France) regretted to liave to state that 
after several' hours'discussion it seemed that the meaning of the 
expression "countries concerned" still had not been defined, vhen 
it had been clearly expressed that the moaning of those words was 
"the countries which transmitted on tho same frequency or on the 
adjacent frequencies". On the other hand, it appeared impossible 
to send any such question back to a Working Group. He concluded by 
stating that if a decision was not taken immediately, he would no 
longer take the responsibility for joint meetings of Groups‘7 B and 
10 A.

Tho Chairman took cognizance of Mr. Meyer’s statement.
Colonel de Albuquerque (Brazil) proposed the immediate 

formation of a restricted group composed of the Delegates of the 
Bielorussian S.S.R., Vatican City and France, which the Committee 
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 temporary modification could be possible only 
with the consent of the countries concerned (coun­
tries transmitting on the' same or on the adjacent 
frequencies);

- the temporary modification could be possible only 
with the consent of all the countries.

Accordingly, under those conditions the only choice- left to
tho Committee was to settle; the question by a vote.

The Chairman said that he would withdraw his proposal and that
the Committee would first vote on the proposal of the Bielorussian
Delegation and then on the Indian proposal.

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

Mr. Goroshkin (U.S.S.R.) supported Colonel de Albuqueruqe1s 
proposal.

Mrr Melgar (Mexico) supported Mr. Jacques Meyer’s motion
and sugges'tod that the meeting proceed to the vote,

Mr. Jacques, Meyer (France); recalled that the text which he 
had read at the beginning of "the meeting had been adopted unanimously 
that same morning by Groups 7 B and 10 A. He was amazed at being 
requested to resume the discussion of the text during the afternoon.

Colonel de Albuquerque (Brazil) pointed'out that his pro­
posal to assign to a restricted group the task of drafting a compro­
mise 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 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. Goroshkin*s motion.

Nine delegations supported the motion of the U.S.S.R. Dele­
gation; 20 voted against it; 3 abstained., The motion 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 he read as follows:

"Wfth a view to responding to tho urgent needs . . . .  
to'consult by urgent telegram all the signatory coun­
tries of the Rgrroenent (Convention) and Plan or those 
which have acceded thereto, through the intermediary 
of the organization. The notifications shall be sent 
first to the countries using the frequency considered 
or the adjacent frequencies. The objections of a tech­
nical nature . . . .  and the organization shall inform
all tho countries of this, as well as of-the duration
........  the authorization for modification shall be
suspended immediately and tho countries shall be noti­
fied thereof by the organization."

Mr, Egorov's proposal was rejected by the meeting. Ten 
(10.) delegations voted in favor, of it, 20 against, and 2 abstained 
from voting.

The Chairman then requested the Committee to vote on Mr. 
Nerurkar’s proposal, as follows:    ‘ ■.

"With a view- to meeting the urgent needs • to
consult the countries which use the frequency or fre­
quencies In question and those which use the adjacent 
frequencies. The objections of a technical nature shall 
bo formulated by the latter countries within N8 hours.
In the absence of any objection . . .  . harmful in­
terference is reported by any country whatever, the 
authorization of modification shall be suspended imme­
diately".

Mr., Jacques Moyer (France) requested that the words 
"the countries which use . . . ."be replaced by "the signatory 
countries of the Agreement (Convention)'and the Plan or those 
countries which have acceded thereto which use . . . "

Mr. Lazareanu (Roumanian P.R.) might be able to.support 
the text proposed but without the Indian Delegation's amendments, 
which ho considered to be in contradiction with the text as a whole 
of the Agreement already adopted by the Committteo,

~Mr.~Nerurkar (India) pointed out that the proposal of 
Groups 7 B and 10 A was incomplete, because the latter Groups had 
left to the Joint Committee Ahe task of choosing between the two 
expressions "the countrios concerned" and "all the countries".
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The Indian Delegation'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 wore no abs­
tentions,

The text as a whole proposed by the Joint Meeting of 
Working Groups 7 B and 10 A v/as then put to the vote and was 
adopted. Twenty-two delegations voted in favor of the text and 
10 against it. There was no abstention.

Accordingly, the text adopted was as follows:

"1, To refer to Committee 7 (jointly with other 
committees "or groups, or separately) the 
following question: *Is it possible to include
in the functions of the intended organization 
(see paragraph 5 of Document No. 627) to study 
of modifications to the Plan to be valid for a 
maximum period of , , . , , which modifications 
might be requested by a country because of ex­
ceptional and temporary events and which might 
necessitate adjustments ad hoc with a view to 
eliminating interference? »

M2. To insert the following text at the end of Article 
8 (Modification of the Plan) adopted by the two 
Committees:

’Nevertheless, with a view to responding to urgent 
needs with respect to unforeseen events, any coun­
try may, by a temporary and exceptional derogation 
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 Agreement (the Convention) and the Plan, or those 
countries which had acceded thereto which use the 
frequency or frequencies in question or the adjacent 
frequencies. Objections of a technical nature shall 
be formulated by t he countries within 4-8 hours. In 
the absence of any objection, the modification re-„ 
quested shall be considered authorized. If, during 
the period in which the modification is authorized 
harmful inter-ferenco is reported by any country 
whatsoever, the authorization for modification shall 
be suspended immediately’

The results of the vote gave rise to the following state­
ments:
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Tho Delegation of the Biolorussian S.S.R,:
"Referring to the discussions of the proposal 
with respect to ’the procedure.contemplated 
in order to satisfy the countries1 temporary 
needs in certain special cases ’, the Delegation 
of the Biolorussian S.S.R-. finds it necessary to 
state.:
'The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R., considering 

that this proposal is radically inconsistent with the procedure 
established with respect to tho methods of implementation and mo­
dification of the High Frequency Broadcasting Plan (HFB) 
and that it is contrary to a number of Articles of the draft 
Mexico City Convention previously prepared and approved;

'Considering, on the other hand, that it (the proposal) 
makes a revision of the Convention as a whole compulsory, that 
it introduces an arbitrary element, that it completely under­
mines the bases of the HFB Plan founded on well-defined tech­
nical principles and' on a series of general provisions which guaran­
tee the proper application of the Plan;

'Formally objects to the- insertion of the said proposal 
in the draft Mexico City Convention’".

The U.S.S.R. Delegation stated that tho decision just 
taken amounted to a revision of the whole of Article 8 of the 
draft Agreement and that under those conditions, therefore, the 
U.S.S.R. Delegation could not be bound by that Agreement.

The Delegation of the Roumanian P.R. and the Delegation 
of tho F.P.R. of Yugoslavia made the same reservations as the. 
Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R. and the U.S.S.R,

Mr. Kito (Albanian P.R.) called attention to the fact that 
in voting on the amendment to. Article 8 as a whole his Delegation, 
like a great many others, had voted against the first paragraph, 
which had not been their intention. He said that the Delegation 
of the Albanian P.R. supported the reservations made by the De­
lations of the Biolorussian S„S.R. and the U.S.S.R.

The Chairman reserved the right to resume the discussion 
of the question of interference.

The Delegate of France said that the text on which the 
Committee had just taken a decision was not in contradiction 
with any other provision of the Agreement previously adopted.
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He called the delegate'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
ticle 8 which had been adopted in the meanwhile:

"If during the period in which the modification 
is authorized harmful interference is reported 
by any country whatsoever, the authorization for 
modification &hall bo suspended immediately".
On the other hand he was amazed that the delegations 

should so prematurely make reservations concerning an Agree­
ment and Plan which had not yet oven been signed.

The Delegation of Czechoslovakia said that "it had 
voted against the proposal containing the Indian Delegation's 
amendment because it believed that the amendment might in-fact 
restrict the equal rights of all the countries which signed the 
Convention. For that reason the Czechoslovakian Delegation 
supported the statement of tho Biolorussian S.S.R. Delegation".

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

The meeting v/as adjourned at 8:30 p.m.

The Reporter: 
Jean Millot

The Chairman: 
Milan Lali6
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REPORT OF THE PLAN COMMITTEE TO THE PLENARY ASSEMBLY
OF THE 3rd MARCH. 19k9

In accordance with the decision adopted by the Plenary Assembly 
held on Thursday the 2H-th February, 19*+9* 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 Committee 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.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Committee 6 agreed that detailed plans should be prepared for 

six seasons to be encountered between the sunspot activity numbers 
70 (median) and 5 (minimum). The first detailed plans prepared being 
for the seasons 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*

The six plans prepared should be considered by the Special 
Frequency List Conference which convenes in Geneva on 17th October. 
19^9.

Proposal 1 (U.S.S.R.)
(a) If 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 
carried out in proportion to the totals of channel hours of the 
corresponding seasons.•
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(c) This Conference will finish its work by the signing of an Agree­
ment or special protocol, approving the distribution of the chan­
nel hours per country ana per band for June 70,

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

(I) 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,

(II) 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 tho specified re­
quirements of the countries,

(e) The Technical Plan Committee is to be composed of eight members 
and should bo established on tho basis of regional representation, 
namely, two representatives,

(f) This Committee should moot on tho 30th May, 195-9, in one of tho 
European countries (preferably Geneva if the practical conditions 
will allow this) with a date-limit of the 31st July, for carrying 
out its task,

(g) The specified requirements of tho various countries arc to bo 
submitted by the Administrations of the countries at the meeting

. place of said Committee before tho 25-th May, 195-9*
(h) The draft plans drawn up by the Technical Plan Committee for'the 

six seasons of tho median and minimum phases of solar activity 
before the 15th August, will be distributed to all. the Adminis­
trations of the.various countrios so that they can be studied, 
and the reactions of the/administrations obtained*

(j) The reactions and comments of the Administrations of the various
cpuntries shall be forwarded to Geneva by the 1st October, ■ 195-9, 
and on that date the Technical Plan Committee will moot for a 
second session.

(k) 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 Con­
ference in Geneva,
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Proposal 2 (Franco)

(a) Immediately after the discussion by the' Plenary .ssombly on 3rd 
March of the channel hour distribution by country, and by band 
elaborated by the Special Revision Group, and on the-assumption 
that the Conference decides to proceed with the preparation of
a detailed assignment plan for one or more seasons of: sunspot 
activity, a Plan Group will undertake, the ’elaboration of a draft 
plan for frequency assignment for the June median season, taking 
into account the revised needs of the countries,

(b) This draft plan’ will be submitted to the delegations at the latest 
on 20th March, and the delegations will make known their••obser-

■ :vations within 2k hours. Taking those observations into ac­
count to the greatest possible extent the Plan Group shall es­
tablish the final draft by 25th March.

(c) In the meantime efforts should also be made to draw up prelimin­
ary channel hour assignments for the December minimum season,
on the condition that such work does not impede the normal r 
activity-in regard to the drawing up of the detailed assignment 
plan for the June median season.

«

(d) .During the interval the text of tho Agreement must be established. 
... The Conference may finish its work on or about the 30th March
after the. adoption of the wording of the Agreement and the plan 

- .. -for June median season ..attached thereto.

(o) Before the Conference closes it shall decide on the establish­
ment of a Technical Plan Committee whose task will be to. continue 
the work for the elaboration 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.

Reservations *   * 1 1 «1 11 11 »
The following Delegations made reservations to these proposals 

which are given in the form of proposed amendments.
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1» By the delegate of Brazil. With reference to. Proposal Is Para­
graph (a) instead of "unanimous approval" should read ."approval 
by 80% of the delegations present."

Paragraph (f) that the Technical Plan Committee shall con­
tinue its work in' Mexico rather than'in a European country, and 
that its first meeting shall be held'Immediately after the clos­
ing of this Conference,

Paragraph (g) instead of "before 2lth May, 19^9" should read 
"ten days before the scheduled meeting time".

Paragraph (h) should read "that the date for the distribution 
of draft plans prepared by the Technical Plan Committee should 

; be Ijth June" instead of 15th August,

2. Bythe'delegate for'Egypt. With reference to Proposal 2: (
Paragraph (a) add the following sentence. "The work of the 

proposed Plan Group shall be based on the channel hours as assigned 
• by the Plan Revision Group and approved by the Plenary Assembly",

Paragraph (e) 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 prepared. Furthermore, this Technical 
Plan Committee., should-"commence its work immediately after the 
closing of the Conference".

3* The Delegation for Switzerland

The Delegate of Switzerland does not find it possible to 
agree With either of the above two texts for the following reasons:?

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

That is why we cannot support the French proposal,,

: But also the U.S.S.R, proposal seems to us too optimistic.
We cannot expect unanimous agreement on the revised proposals 
of the Planning Group and without this unanimity, the rest, of 
the U.S.S.R. proposal cannot work.



- 0 -
(Doc. 710-E)

That is why we come back to our proposal contained in Docu­
ment 661~e ' '(revi sed). ~

It seems to us more realistic than the other proposals.
Its principal 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,
(c) The Technical Planning Group - which can be organized in the

manner proposed by the U.S.S.R. and France - has to work out 
the plans on the basis of the revised 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 then possibly consent to further 
corrections imposed by common sense,

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

. GUNNAR PEDERSON 

Chairman of Committee 6
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G U A T E M A L A  
The Chairman of the Conference has 

received the following communications

Having received the documentation corresponding to the Draft 
Plan presented by the Delegation of the U.S.A. (Document No,1-)^), 
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 deduce the prodominance 
of certain vested interests 5 but with the good will of the 
U.S.A. Delegation, these vested interests could be dispensed 
with, and I do not doubt that the U.S.A. will be prepared to 
correct this for the general good.

II. During the writer’s attendance at the Conference, he 
presented a COMMENT concerning the Draft Plan of Assignments 
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. L65.

III. The Delegation of Guatemala appreciates and applauds 
the work achieved by the Delegation of the U.S.A., which 
doubtlessly will serve for the formulation of a definite Plan, 
which will command general 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 reciprocal agreements between the

Document No. -ZUji 
2 March 19^9
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countries listed in the attached Annex. 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 therefore if the Chair of our Conference will 

take the necessary steps in order that, by-' these means, all efforts 
for the formation of a definitive Plan may be successful, for the 
general benefit of all Nations there represented.

Respectfully, 

(signed)* Felix P. Monteagudo
Delegation of Guatemala,
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Pages ; Country § Power s Chan

99 Turkey 20. » (5)
100 Kenya 1 0. » (1 0)
109 British Guiana 20. » (10)
109 British Guiana 1 .' " (1 0)

The Delegation of Guatemala notes that many of the countries 
which have heen 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 DOCUMENT NO. 693 - ANNEX B :
RESERVATIONS OF THE REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA

1) 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*

2) 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.

3) 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) Five members of the Working Group understood the intent 

of 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);

/
b) Five members of the Working Group were in agreement that 

it was necessary to follow the directives given by the 
Plenary Assembly in the sense of offering "the maximum 
amount of satisfaction to each country" (paragraph 1),

c) 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 area, 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 ) 5
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d) On no occasion did the Group refuse to observe the direc­
tives given it by the Plenary Assembly; but it most em­
phatically did refuse to serve as an instrument for the 
ambitions and injustices to which the U.S.S.R, aspired 
(paragraph 2);

e) 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 meetings or in the Plenary Assem­
blies, by which it sought to benefit at the expense of the 
absolute majority of member countries of the Union (para­
graph 5, page 12);

f) In order to be able eventually to finish the work, the 
Group had no other recourse than to agree substantially, 
with understandable reservations, to the exaggerated assign­
ments, Whenever it v/as a question of one of its popular 
democracies, the U.S.S.R, Delegation supported the exag­
gerated assignments with no other argument than its % "  
factor. In so doing, the U.S.S.R. Delegation deliberately 
ignored the UNANIMOUS decision of the Plenary Assembly (see 
Document No, 590), continuing the never-ending statements
by which it has furthered its policy of hindering and de­
laying to an incredible degree the work of this Special 
Group AS WELL AS THE REST OF THE CONFERENCE (paragraph 2, 
page lb).

g) The Working Group was not in the least impressed by the 
atheistic statement explicitly made by the U.S.S.R, Dele­
gate in considering the assignment to the Vatican City,
That statement v/as certainly not an objective consideration, 
but a declaration of antipathy. The Working Group, on
the contrary, regarded the Vatican City transmissions as 
calculated to maintain universal peace and concord (para­
graphs h and 5, page lh).

h) The examples cited by the U.S.S.R. Delegation in subsequent 
paragraphs demonstrate the insincerity 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 
attitude toward the rest of the world. They have been very 
careful not to make other comparisons, which would make 
their undeniable desire to absorb universal broadcasting 
even more clear (e.g., in the case 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, will 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 s In concluding its protest, the U.S.ScR. Dele­
gation, in Annex B, page 17, completely ignores the truth, 
when it says: "Consequently, Mr. Arkadiev, representative
of the U.S.S.R., who at first presided over the Group, v/as 
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 Group, in at­
tempting to interpose political subjects, as well 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 v/ithin the Special Group to the full
knowledge of all the delegations.

Head of the Delegation of Colombia

C. E. ARBOLEDA
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REPORT OF THE PLAN COMMITTEE 

2Rrd Meeting

- 2oth February 19k 9
1* The 23rd meeting of Committee 6 was opened at 10.20 a.m. by the 
Chairman Mr. Pedersen, assisted by the second Vice-Chairman Mr. 
Trimmer.

2. The Agenda for the meeting contained in Document 687 was approved 
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.S.R. said:
3.1 "Item k .22 should read as follows:

lThis statement of the; Delegation of the U.S.S.R. is 
supported by the Delegates of the Bielorussian S.S.R. and the 
Ukrainian S.S.R.; at the same time the Delegate of the Bielo­
russian S.S.R., Mr. Egorov, emphasizes that the material 
submitted by Group 6d is incomplete, it lacks the tables and 
diagrams showing the true picture of the satisfaction of 
requirements and the sharing of- channel-hours, and that the 
first aquaintanco with the diagrams in the Group has shown 
that in the work of Group 6D there are grave errors.

For instance: the channel of the Bielorussian S.S.R. to
the Georgian S.S.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 I

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

This shows that before the work of Group 6d may be con­
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.

INTERNATIONAL
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On the basis of the foregoing the Delegation- of the 
Bielorussian S.S.R. supports the proposal of the Delegation of the USSR . 1

3*2 The delegate for Cuba wished to add to paragraph k.lk the 
following "because wo consider that this Group was sot up exclusively 
for the purpose of preparing a list of the distribution of channel 
hours by country and by band that tho results of Working Group 6D 
should be referred to Working.Groups 6a and 6b."

3*3 With those amendments the report of the 22nd meeting was 
approved•

Item 2 of tho Agenda.

Thev Chairman said that the Plenary Assembly held on February 
2kth 19k-9 had d ecided to refer paragraphs 7 to 9 of the proposal of. 
the Chairman of the Conference and also tho proposal of Switzerland -' 
contained in Document 68l to Committee 6 for recommendations. He 
considered it essential that Committee 6 should give at least a 
preliminary report on these o.uestions 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 idea of tho possibilities at hand.

Briefly, points 7 to 9 of the document submitted by the Chairman 
of the Conference proposed that the Conference should terminate when 
the following work had been concluded:- ' .

The drafting of texts in connection with the Agreement and 
the Plan. -
A complete frequency assignment plan for tho period June 
Median had boon prepared.
A channel hour list by country and by band for December 
Minimum and for certain other seasons had boon prepared.
A decision should bo taker, regarding tho setting up of a
Plan Group to work, out the necessary frequency assignment
plans for tho seasons in which only a channel hour list 
had been cgrcod. This Plan Group to moot some time between 
the closing of this Conference and tho beginning of the 
Frequency List Conference in Geneva during October. The 
results of this Plan Group should he confirmed by the 
Conference in Genova.
proposal contained in Document 681 revised, -suggested that 

the work of the Conference should be suspended as soon as the text
of the Agreement had been adopted and the list of channel hours for
the season June Median had boon submitted to the Plenary Assembly 
by the Plan Revision Group. Work in connection with channel hour 
lists for the other seasons should bo left to the Plan Group which

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

The



would meet either in Washington or Genova. Tho final results of 
this^Plan Groups work should then he communicated to the Adminis­
trations and approved by the Geneva Conference in October®

The Chairman then proposed to open discussion on these two 
proposals in order to obtain tho views of the various members of 
the Committee and, after the conclusion of this discussion, to 
establish a small Group with the task of preparing a draft report 
for tho next Main Committee meeting to bo hold on, Wednesday, 2nd 
March® It might then be possible to give a preliminary report to 
the Plenary Assembly on the following day.

k.l Tho delegate of Switzerland said that the Chairman had summed 
up the two proposals very accurately, and that he would be 
prepared to give any additional information required regarding 
Document No8 68l revised. Regarding the unnumbered document, 
paragraph 7 ? ho did not believe that this proposalTould bring 
forth the results required as he had always believed that the 
work of the Conference should bo kept at a minimum and that * 
an experienced Planning Group should work out the necessary 
plans for all seasons. It would be impossible to set up 
several teams to work in parallel on the production of the 
various plans as this would lead to considerable chaos. He 
felt, regarding paragraph 8 , that this would bo too optimistic 
as the situation regarding the June Median claims at the 
present moment was that the bands of 6 , 7 end 9 Mc/s might 
be finished by March 5th, and then tho 11 Mc/s band would 
take a further week to complete0 Also tho 15^ 17 and 21 Mc/s 
bands .would take perhaps even longer. He believed that it 
was not possible to sign a convention for only one season as 
this would not be a very practical measure for any of the 
Adninistrations.

k 02 The delegate for the U.S.S.R. made the following statements
1) In the first place I wish to express the opinion of my

Delegation about the proposal of the Chairman of the Conference.

"To mo the meaning of the proposal in Point 7 (a) con­
cerning fFormation of a Technical Group charged with complet- \ 
ing the Assignment by countrios and by bonds of the channel 
hours agreed to in the Plenary Assembly1 is incomprehensible*

"Should tho Plan Revision Group complete tho distribution 
of channel hours by countries and by bands, and should this 
distribution be unanimously approved on March 3 9 then why 
should we again review this list after its approval by the = 
Plenary Assembly?

"We consider that the Plan Revision Group has the task of 
compiling a list of channel hours for June 70 by countries and by 
bands, having in mind the maximum possibility fQr reaching an 
agreement.
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"If this list wore to bo unanimously approved by the
Plenary Assembly, that would constitute the basic result of
the work of the Conference.' »

2) - "The proposal of the Chairman in Point 7 (c) is, in our
opinion absolutely unrealistic, as no Group could elaborate a 
final plan for frequency distribution within a period of 10
days. ’ ’

"Basing ourselves on the experience of. our Delegation, we 
may say that a well organized group composed of engineers and 
professors will require considerably more time than 10 days 
for this task. * ■

"The Conference is aware--that the U.S.A. Delegation spent 
more than 2-1 /2 months on the elaboration of a plan for- 
Juno 70.

3) "Points 7 (c) and (d) contain a proposal' to form two 
more Technical Groups charged 'with the assignment of channel 
hours for the December minimum solar activity or- for the 
equinox median solar activity.

"The Delegation of the Soviet Union considers that the 
formation of separate Groups for these purposes is useless.
We consider it quite possible that, in the case of unanimous 
approval for the distribution of channel hours for June 70 , 
by countries and by bands, the distribution of channel, hours 
by countries and by bands for the remaining seasons might 
be made in.proportion to the totals of tho channel hours for 
the different- seasons.

"I wish this proposal to be discussed in tho Committee.
"As a result of the foregoing, my Delegation considers 

that the proposal submitted- by the Chairman of the Conference 
in points 7 ? 8 and 9 cannot be considered as a basis for 
discussion.

"In regard to Document 681 - proposal submitted by the 
Delegation of Switzerland.

"In the opinion of the U.S.S.R. Delegation this Document 
might serve as a basis for discussion; but our Delegation 
wishes to introduce a number of amendments and additions.

5) "Concerning the first, point, we. agree that the maximum
result to be expected from our Conference is an approval of 
tho list of the distribution of channel hours for Juno 70 by 
countries and by bands, provided a unanimous agreement is 
reached by the Conference on the subject.
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6)1 v "Concorning point 2, our Delegation proposes that the
special Plan Group should consist of 8 members chosen on a 
rcgicnar'bases ? i.e. twe membe' S from each region. Such 
membership will permit parallel work in the two Sub-Groups.

■■•"'The Soviet Delegation further submits an'addition to 
Point 2 as follows:

"After unanimous approval cf tho distribution of channel- 
hour's by countries and by bands by the Plenary Session of the 
Conference, the Administration of all countries shall be asked 
in the shortest'possible period cf time (not exceeding two 
months), to revise their requirements in accordance with such 
number of channel-hours as may bo approved by the Conference 
for each country, provided that .such-aporoval...is found possibl 
on. condition of a unanimous agreement of tho delegations•

" "The revised ‘ requirements f-shall bo submitted to tho Plann­
ing Committee in Genova.

"Submission of the revised requirements, corresponding to 
tho:-approved list" of channel hours distribution- by'countries 
and by bands, will considerably' simplify and lighten tho 
work hof the Planning Committoo.

7) ' "Concerning Point 3? our Delegation-suggests that the
newly created- Planning Committoo of 8 members should assemble 
in Genova on or about June 19̂ +9 for a working period of about 
two months•

8) "Conco ning Point h, tho Soviet Delegation suggests that
the'Planning Committe should elaborate draft•plans for the 
seasons of Juno. December and Equinox median solar activity, 
as well as for oho seasons of minimum solar activity.",Tho 
draft plans thu's elaborated should be distributed to'the 
various Administrations for study and submission of their 
comments, before October 19^9.5 i*c« before the convocation of 
the Special Administrative Confer once, in .Genova...•

9) "We support’the proposal submittod by Mr. Pedersen, 
Chairman of our Committee, for the formation of a small draft­
ing group for the purpose of putting into final form the 
decisions taken by the Committee--coneorning those questions.

10) "Tho Soviet Delegation demands the discussion of its 
■above-mentioned proposals."

W.3 Tho delegate for Brazil pointed out that the basis- of the 
proposal by the Chairman of the Conference was taken from 
Document No. tf33 submitted by tho Brazilian delegation.
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He felt that the Agreement prepared should he a provisional 
one only for the season June Median, and he believed that 
after the approval of the results of'the Revision Group it 
might be possible to sign a provisional Agreement for these 
proposed channel hours. He thought it would need at least 
six months to got signatory agreement to the plans. He 
supported the first paragraph of the Swiss proposal and 
considered that this should be immediately approved. He 
believed that the Planning Group should either remain in 
Mexico or reconvene in Geneva, and after completing its work 
a definite Agreement could bo signed. If the basic list of 
channel hours could be approved, then the Conference could 
terminate within a few days.

bnb The delegate for France agreed to a certain extent with the
Swiss proposal but disagreed mainly on ona.point, whichWwas to 
signify agreement to a mere list^of figures' . of channel hours 
as propsed in Document 681* He considered it necessary that 
countries should know the times at which these channels would 
be granted to them and this must be decided at the present 
Conference. He believed the proposal by the delegate for the 
U.S.S.R. regarding the necessary revision of the requirements 
to fit tho proposed essignmcnt was very constructive. He 
also felt that it would be necessary to adopt these requirements 
for the other seasons as suggested by the delegate for the 
U.S.S.R. He supported the idea that the Planning Group should 
meet in Geneva after a short break following the termination 
of this present Conference.

1+.5 Tho delegate for Egypt agreed v/ith the delegate for France
on the necessity of knowing the times to which the assignments 
given in the list referred, as a list of channel hours would 
mean nothing until this information was available. He con­
sidered that this Conference should complete work on the 
Juno Median plan end then form a Planning Group which would 
use this completed-plan as a basis for the other seasons.

h .6 ^he delegate for Yugoslavia said that he was astonished by the
unrealistic approach of the proposal contained in the unnumbered 
document-. He considered that the Conference should limit itself 
to the approval of the channel hour list and to the sotting 
up of a group of 8 countries, 2 from each region, to work 
out the necessary plans. He was inclined tocgree with the 
delegates for France and Egypt regarding the question of 
knowing tho time for the assignments but these delegates had 
not stated how long it would take to establish-this data# If 
this work could be done quickly, then the work of the Conference 
should be regarded as being reasonably complete. He als<? 
supported tho proposal to make Geneva tho meeting place for 
the Planning Group,
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*f.7 ■ The delegate for Blelorussia then made the following state­
ments v

’’The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R. presumes that 
in considering the proposal of the Chairman of the Conference 
and Doc. 68l, ’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 tailing place in our Committee, it will:, 
be possible to formulate a number of definite proposals for 
which purpose it will be necessary to form a small revision Group 
and entrust to it this work.

"In the elaboration of the recommendations.for the Plenary 
Assembly of the Conference it is necessary, in the opinion of the 
Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.,R. to t ake into consideration 
that; '■
1) "Owing to the laclr-of time and-.becaus.e 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 form a special Plan Committee composed -of 
highly qualified experts and-engineers .and entrust them with the 
working out of a draft HFB Plan for the June median season which * 
is to be presented in'due tine for the consideration of countries, 
and after that to work out a Plan for the other seasonscf solar 
activity.

3) "She membership, of this Committee, as is being- proposed by 
the Delegation of the U.S.S.R., will be most effective if it be 
composed of 2- representatives from each of the k zones of the 
world^ in other words the Committee will be composed of repre­
sentatives of 8 countries. The headquarters of the Committee 
must be in Geneva.

k) "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 City, for. each country.
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5) "Depending on the results of the consideration and 
adoption by the Conference of a table for the distribution of 
channel hours, a provisional agreement can be signed regarding 
the method of forming a Plan Committee, its relationship to the 
countries, the duties of the Administrations, etc,
6) "Concerning the signing of the Convention and the actual 
HFB Plan in its final form, these can be signed at the Special 
Administrative Conference to be held in Geneva in October, 19^9.

"As can be seen from the above, the opinion of the Dele­
gation of the. 3ielorussian S.S.R. coincides fully with the pro­
posal put forward by the Delegation of the U.S.S.R. and a num­
ber of~ other Delegations, and therefore the Revision Group.must 
take them as a basis, and establish the dates-and tho method of 
working out the draft plan so that it could be accepted in its 
final form at the Conference to be held in Geneva".

b.Q The delegate 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 tho case of smaller countries, on get­
ting a useful operational schedule. He thought that if a sound 
basis was not established before the Planning Group was formed then disagreement would be highly probable. If the Conference 
did not benefit by the experience gained, then'it would run the 
risk of starting all over again when it reassembled in Geneva.

1+.9 . The delegate for the U.S.A. supported strongly the neces­
sity for producing one plan for period Juno sunspot. mQ.dian in 
ordor to give the necessary guidance to the Planning’’Group in 
order to produce the plans for the other seasons.

1+.10 The delegate for the U.KT said that it was quite probable
that if a channel hour list v/as passed to a Planning. Group that . 
the work would never be 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 necessary to complete 
the June median plan and get this approved’before tho Conference 
adjourned. He also considered it necessary to prepare,a plan for 
the period December Minimum so that the two extremes of the sun­
spot period between the possible date of implementation of the 
first plan and the period 1953 would be available, . It would then 
be a comparatively simple matter to prepare the various plans 
for the other periods during this portion of the sunspot cycle.
He believed that the time necessary to make these plans had been 
over-estimated, and he referred to the work of Group 6 D which .
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.>.12

had boon able to prepare the 9 Mc/s band chart in throe days.
Ho considered that one month would be sufficient for the com­
pletion of one plan and he ’thought that it should be possible 
to make the plan for December Minimum at-the same time as the 
one for Juno median. He- stressed that the four months so far 
used by the Conference should not be wasted, , ■

IMc delegate for Switzerland said that although many 
speakers had stressed the need for a complete plan to be made 
for Juno median he still believed it not necessary to -have an 
actual draft plan agreed by this Conference, Regarding the 
statements by delegates wishing to know the specific times of 
their assignments he suggested tint countries should indicate the 
actual times of starting and finishing of the transmissions and 
the tolerance which could bo used with these.times. The Planning 
Group would then do its- best- to fit these-in*-at*-some period dur­
ing the specified tolerance. The technical standards employed 
would 'be reflected by the true situation. Administrations could 
then decide afterwards whether they could accept these standards 
or not. He thought that if the U.K. proposal was accepted the 
Conference would have to be extended by two months at least.
He felt that even if a plan for June median was produced that 
the views expressed by the delegations would"necessitate revision 
and after this revision it v/as probable that tho percentage of 
dissatisfaction would still be tho same and the plan would still 
not recoive full support. He agreed with the delegate for the 
U.S.S.R. in tho respect that it would be necessary to revise the 
requirements when the agreed list of channel hours was available.

At this point the Chairman summed up the discussion as 
follows. General agreement was apparent on*

(’a) The setting up of a draft group., „...,,
(b) The outcome of the Conference should iso a number of 

plans to extend until somewhere about 19?3*
(c) That the work on all seasons could net'possibly 

finish at the Mexico City Conference.
(a) Plans not approved in Mexico City should be ap­

proved at a meeting in Geneva in October 19^9.
(e) That the protocol should be agreed at this Conference,
(f) That the requirements should be revised to the agreed 

list and re-submitted by all the countries.
The•main disagreement in the Committee was between the 

two ideas, one of which was to make one or tv/o plans in Mexico 
and tho other not to.make any plans in Mexico but to agree on 
tho list of channel hours per country and per band.



^.13 The delegate for Indonesia said:
nThc Indonesian Delegation shares the point of view expres­

sed by the Swiss and the U.S.S.SR. Delegations as amended by Mr. 
Mercier of the French Delegation.

MThe Indpnesian Delegation thinks it absolutely necessary 
that a complete plan for Jur.6 median has to be drafted by this Con­
ference® As soon as this has been done the remaining work may be 
done, with the June Median Plan as a basis, along the lines as -pro­
posed by the Swiss Delegation.

"We agree that the Group will be composed of 2 members of 
each region meeting at Geneva where many facilities arc available.
As the P.F.B. is still in session at G.uieva this group will also 
have the opportunity to consult with representatives of tho various 
countries, if it so desires.M

-̂.l̂ f The delegate for the Netherlands supported the statement by
the delegate for ‘Indonesia and he felt that the proposals of the 
U.S.S.R. should be discussed in a small working group. Also a work­
ing group should be set.up to decide the questions^relevant to the 
number of plans required and to rhe prospective dates of implemen­
tation of these plans,

e .15 The delegate for Cuba agreed with the necessity for establish­
ing a group to consider the proposal by the Chairman of the Confer­
ence and by the Swiss Delegation and he also agreed with the neces­
sity for knowing the times of operation v/ithin the allocations made 
in tho list of channel hours. He believed that the work of Group 
6 D gave a good idea of the possibilities which could be expected 
in the other bands. He felt that the Drafting Group to be set up 
should take into account all the various views which had been ex­
pressed® He then made a proposal for the composition of this Work­
ing Group (this proposal was' later withdrawn).

if. 16 The delegate for the Ukraine then made the following statement:
"In the opinion of the Delegation of the Ukrainian S.S.R., 

our Conference should, in its present position, limit itself to 
the elaboration of a channel hour distribution list by countrios 
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 
special protocol or a provisional agreement. This agreement should 
provide proportionate changes in the number of channel hours for 
the other seasons.

"This result would be the sum total of the work of onr Con­
ference. After that, the Conference may form a Planning Committee, 
which .should, meet at Geneva for the purpose of elaborating a final 
plan on the basis of the agreement reached by the Conference.

"The Planning Committee should be formed on a regional basis 
and consist of 8 members; each region should be represented by two 
members.

"After the conclusion of the agreement concerning the distri-
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bution of channel hours by countries and by bandsj the Conference 
should apply to the Administrations of the countries requesting 
then to reduce their requirements to fit them irito the accepted 
agreement and in accordance with the datcTof these revised and re­
duced requirements the Planning Committee in Geneva will elaborate 
final plans for the 3 seasons of median solar activity as well as 
for the' three seasons of minimum solar activity, within a working 
period from July to September.

"These plans should be distributed--to■ the- Administrations of 
the countries in order to receive their comments before the start 
of the next Administrative Conference which is to convene at Geneva 
in October 19^9*

"This Special Administrative Conference will ratify the plans 
and the Convention attached theretowhich..could not bo ratified un­
til tho elaboration of the final plan,

"This possibility of carrying out the work seems to us to be 
most reasonable and practicable as it will permit us to create a 
plan and to effect considerable economies,

"Our Delegation considers that it will be fruitless to con­
tinue tho work of the Conference, waiting for tho completion of tho 
plan for June 70 and December minimum, as was proposed by the Dele­
gation of the U.K., because the elaboration of these plans will re­
quire 1 1/2 to 2 months. The example given by Mr. Faulkner about 
the preparation of a draft plan by Group 6 D in a few days, does not 
convince us at all of the possibility of speedily completing this 
work, because the work of Group 6D contains.a very large number of
technical errors; standard protection ratios are too low; a large
number of channel sharings require revision and this work could in 
no case’serve as a variant of a plan, a draft plan or even an ex­
ample of how to elaborate a plan. It is impossible to elaborate a 
...technically perfect draft plan in a few days.

"Our Delegation supports tho proposal submitted by the Chair­
man for the formation of a drafting group in Committee 6 for the 
editing of the final decisions on the questions referred to above".

*t.l7 The delegate for Italy said that his delegation was in sym­
pathy with the Swiss proposal but stressed the need to overcome the 
major difficulties before passing the work to a Planning Group. He 
believed that if the difficulties were not overcome then they would 
prevent the Planning Group from successfully completing its task.
For these reasons he believed' it necessary to■have one plan for 
June median, which should be prepared as soon as possible, in order 
that the Planning Group should have a basis from which to work,

i+,18 - The delegate for the French Overseas Territories said that
he was in sympathy with the Swiss proposal but ho also felt the 
neod for a Plan for June median to be produced before the Confer­
ence adjourned. He stressed the need for a decision to bo taken 
on whether or not a Plan was to be produced.
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>+.20

>+.21

>+.22

>+.23

>+.2*+

b.25

^.19 The delegate for Sweden supported those delegates who 
had spoken on the necessity of having at least one complete plan 
for the season of June median as he could not agree in any way 
to,.a mere channel hour list. He would have little confidence 
in a Planning Group working without sufficient directivesi

The delegate for Norway also wished to associate his dele­
gation with those delegations‘who had spoken in favour of pro­
ducing a complete plan for June median and he supported the 
planning of the future work as suggested by the delegate for 
the United Kingdom.

The delegate- for New Zealand supported the statements made 
by the United Kingdom and; United States delegations as he felt 
that it would be entirely* wrong for the Conference to adjourn 
before considering a draft plan for at least one season. Further­
more, he considered that by taking into account zonal separation 
and being reasonable in the matter of technical standards, con­
siderable sharing could be accomplished.

Ihe delegate for Argentine supported the proposal to con­
tinue work on the. June Median'plan although he would point out 
that an unfavourable report from the Revision Group may force 
a change of'opinion. ' ' ■

The delegate for India agreed that a list of channel hour 
totals had little meaning as it could not be visualized how these 
could'be fitted into a plan, and a small Planning Committee could 
not make decisions on these matters and would require the opinions 
from the delegations at this present Conference. He felt that it 
was too early to discuss the full details regarding the setting 
up of this Planning Group but he would reserve the right to com­
ment, when the subject was discussed.

The delegate for Turkey was also in agreement that a plan 
for June Median would be necessary as a mere assignment list 
would not satisfy his delegation. ... He agreed with the proposal -..;.r 
of the U.3.S.R. for regional representation on the planning 
group.

The delegate for Switzerland said that his proposal had in 
mind the fact.that all the necessary instructions and all the 
valid requirements would be given to the Planning Group, He 
agreed that changes in the technical standards established may 
be necessary and may result in the plan being unacceptable, but 
at least it would "serve the purpose of putting tho actual pos­
ition before the Administrations. Ho did not agree that a plan 
should be made before the Conference adjourned but he felt that 
possibly some mean might be found between his proposal and tho 
ideas expressed by other delegates.
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*+.26 The delegate for Befteium in principle agreed with the Swiss
proposal but thought that the Conference must follow the line 
suggested by many delegates on the production of a plan for June 
Median, A list of channel hours vould be a bad basis for future 
work and may load to an embarrassing situation. He stressed the 
fact that the small countries in particular., must know the time 
at which the channel hour s' would be granted. c felt that if 
the plan was made at Geneva and then circulated to the Adminis­
trations ft would bo some time before the necessary replies were 
received and this would lead to considerable delay, Ho believed 
that this present Conference could achieve the necessary result 
within a comparatively short time, but it would be necessary to 
end the lengthy discussions which were still occurring. The 
U.S.SIR,' proposal to proportionately reduce or increase the 
channel hours allocated for June Median when dealing with the 
other seasons, scemod to bo a v^ry practical suggestion,

h.27 The delegate for Brazil considered that there was too much
discussion of the future and not enough-on the past, H'c drew 
attention to Document 189 submitted by the Brazilian Delegation 
and also Document 88 submitted by the United Kingdom Delegation,
In Document 88 the United Kingdom had adopted a somewhat pes­
simistic attitude towards tho future work of the Conference and 
it now appeared that there was good ground for this attitude, 
although it appeared that this Delegation had a somwhat different 
opinion today. He pointed out that Committee 3 had, after lengthy 
discussions, been unable to obtain any definite results. Al­
though- he agreed that a channel hour list did not take into ac­
count the schedules of the various countries, he considered this 
as an interesting approach and he would remind the Committee 
that the Plenary Assembly had decided to appoint a group to pro­
duce this list and it appeared that delegations were not pre-- 
pared to give this group the opportunity of presenting its work 
for decision. He questioned what value was attached to this re­
vision group and also to the work of group 6 D as it appeared 
that delegations were already considering methods of substitut- 

• ing for these groups. He reminded the Committee further that 
tho Conference must decide in the Plenary Assembly scheduled for 
March 3rd whether or not to accept the revised channel hour list. 
He felt that if this list were accepted it would be a practical 
measure to leave only the necessary technicians to make the plan 
which would be circulated to the various Administrations for ap­
proval or disapproval. It might also be possible to sign the 
initial channel hour list proposed.

v >.28 The Chairman pointed out that some of the points mentioned
by tho Brazilian delegate were not within the terms of reference 
of Committee 6, but he felt it necessary to say that tho changes 
in points of view were due mainly to the experience which had
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boon gained as tho Conference proceeded. Committee 6 had only ' 
to make suggestions to. the Plenary Assembly in the light of the 
procedure to be followed should it be decided to accept the bas^j 
list of channel hours.

^.29 Tho delegate for Albania considered that tho Swiss proposal
should 'bo taken as a basis for the future work as no delegate 
could deny the reasoning behind this proposal. He pointed out 
that many target dates had been established and not kept and his 
delegation was against the further continuation of the Conference, 
With reference to the United Kingdom proposal to make not one 
plan but two plans, he would point out that this delegation did 
not seem able to say how long this task would take. He agreed 
that the list of channel hours could be the basis for a propor­
tional distribution for the other seasons. He f0lt that the dele­
gations could be asked what .changes they would be prepared to 
accept relative to this list of channel-hours. He stressed the 
situation of certain delegations with regard to the information 
that they must send to their governments concerning the position 
of the Conference and its prospective continuation or termination.

*+.30 The delegate for Czechoslovakia said that it was evident
that all delegations wanted results from the Conference and he *.

“agreed that it would be better to have a plan for June Median 
but he wondered if it could be achieved within a short time as 
it was certain that this plan would require revision and pos­
sibly several revisions. f this plan was to be made at Mexico 
it would require only a small group, which would mean that 
.hers would have to wait an indefinite time until this was com­

pleted,

^.31 The Chairman thought that all delegations who had wished
to express opinions had now done so and that the Committee could 
now return to the establishment of tho Drafting Croup, In sum­
mary it appeared that delegates were generally agreed on the 
fact that the plans must cover the period from the time of im­
plementation to approximately one year after the Buenos Aires 
Conference scheduled for 1952. Also the work which was not com­
pleted in Mexico should be continued and the results approved at 
the Conference scheduled for Geneva in October of this year. A 
further suggestion had been mad.e that there should be a scaling, 
either up or down," in proportion to the June Median season for 
the other seasons of sunspot activity. The main disagreement 
was on whether or not a plan should be made before the Confer­
ence adjourned. This decision should, of course, be taken in 
the Plenary Assembly as Committee 6 had only to make proposals. 
for the Plenary Assembly to consider.

He then proposed that the composition of the group and its 
terms of reference should be decided.
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if.32 Tho dole,gate for Yugoslavia wished to correct the'point of
view which ho had expressed earlier regarding the French pro­
posal* He wished to specify that the delays involved must be 
very reasonable only and that, his support for this proposal was 
conditional'on only:a short time being taken to complete this 
work* 'He felt that the Conference should >first approve the basic 
list of channel hours before passing to further considerations*

if, 33 Discuss ion then took place on tho composition and terms of
reference for the new Working Group 6F, and the Committee finally 
decided that the^composition should be as follows:

C ana da (Cha irman)
Switzerland Egypt U.S.A,
France Yugoslavia India
U.S.S.R. Brazil .

and the terms of reference to be:
"To prepare a draft report on the proposals for the future 

work of the Conference taking as a basis:.
1) The document of the Chairman of the Conference: 

items 7? 8 end 9*
2) Document No. 68l (Revised)
3) Comments and proposals expressed at the Committee 6 

meeting held on February 28th,

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

lf.3*t A point was then raised by tho delegate for the U.S.S.R.
regarding the procedure to be adopted if tho Plenary Assembly of 
March 3rd was not in favour of continuing the Conference* He 
suggested that possibly this new group should put forward some 
further suggestions in the light of this possibility.

However, it was generally agreed that this was' not within 
the terms of reference of Committee.6, and would.have to be de­
cided within the Plenary Assembly,

^•35 The Chairman:pointed out that this group 6 F should in­
vestigate all the proposals made during this meeting and if 
necessary,, draw up' two alternative proposals for consideration 
at the Plenary Assembly.
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5* , Before passing to the. next ,.it.pm .an. tho Agenda, the Chairman
read a letter which’ had boon rccoivod from tho Revision Group 
concerning tho work of Group 6 D, The Plan Revision Group found 
it necessary to query the inter-zonal sharing proposed by Group 
6 D, The Chairman suggested that the Committee should pass 
this work to Group 6 C for checking, in preference to setting 
up a now Group. This was agreed'by the Committee*

6, Regarding items 3. and '*+ of the Agenda, the delegate for
Biclorussia said:

!,At the last Session of the Plenary‘Assembly the Delegation 
of the B.S.S.R. drew the attention of the Assembly to the fact 
that lately, a number of documents have been presented in an in­
complete form, without a signature and even without the approval 
of the appropriate Groupj at the time, it was agreed.that such 
procedure was incorrect,

"Nevertheless, today, in this meeting we arc again request­
ed to consider an imcompletc Document, No. 686. containing a re­
ference to "Annex A", which as a matter of face is not attached 
to the Document,

"No document could be considered which gives, references 
only to the basic Report,

"It may happen that a very large number of prcplexing ques­
tions, will arise, tho answer to which could be given only by 
the missing "Annex A Therefore the Delegation 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 
"Annex A" (or a table of channel hours as distributed in the 6 
Mc/s band) which will permit the corresponding recommendations 
to be made,

"The second example concerns item h of the Agenda of Com­
mittee 6, 28 February 19*+9*'

"Again, Document 693? was submitted for approval having 
been received by us only five minutes earlier, containing a num­
ber of reservations and remarks of a serious character made by 
the Committee itself,

"Therefore, this Document too, should .be■further studied.*
• Until we have studied it, our Delegation does not consider it of 
any value to start discussing it* • y

"Therefore we submit the following proposal: fItems 3 and'






















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































