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RESERVATION 
State of the Vatican City

The Delegation of tl e State of the Vatican City regrets 
to have to reserve its position concerning the commitment to he 
.applied to the low frequency filters.

While making every effort to abide, as much as possible, 
by the rule established, nevertheless it cannot consider itself 
unconditionally committed.
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VATICAN .CITY 
RESERVATION

Taking into account the extreme limitation of the 
program hours granted (in the 15 Mc/s hand) for the Americas 
(from 15?00 to 16:00 during the day) and the fact that broad­
casting services have been requested in the past by many different 
countries of the Americas within considerably broader time limits, 
the Delegation of the Vatican City reserves the right to use the 
15 and 11 Mc/s frequencies assigned to it for the hours between 
1900 - 2000 GMT and 2100 - 2200 GMT, respectively, for a desti­
nation other than the Americas, for transmissions to the 8, 12,
A ,  1 5, 11 and 13 areas, as the occasion demands.
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RESERVATIONS OF BELGIUM AND THE BELGIAN CONGO

As has been already stated by the Delegations in the 
Plenary Assembly of Tuesday, 5 April, Belgium and the Belgian 
Congo reserve the right to make certain exchanges in the channel 
hours with each other, in order to remedy' certain deficiencies 
in the channel hours allocated to them in the Plan for the June 
Median, or in the assignment of hours which are unsuitable for 
their programmes, on the condition that no new interferences 
result therefrom to the countries concerned.

R. CORTEIL

Mexico City, 7 April 19^9
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The Drafting Committee suggests that the Plenary 
Assembly add the following text to the International High 
Frequency Broadcasting Agreement:

' Article 1 - DEFINITIONS

"The word ’administration1 is taken to mean the 
Atlantic City Convention. ■

"Any department or service of a government responsible 
for implementing the obligations undertaken in the International 
Telecommunication Convention and the Regulations annexed thereto.
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- A N N E X  I - 
TO THE INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT OF HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING

•Functions of the Organization Entrusted with the Implementation 
of the High Frequency Broadcasting Mexico City Plan.

In order to facilitate and ensure the implementation of the Mexico 
City Plan, the Organization shall:

(1) Supervise the correct and effective application of the 
Mexico City Plan and formulate any necessary and useful 
recommendations for its strict observance in conformity 
with the Convention, Regulations, and Agreement in force. 
In addition, make any useful recommendations on questions 
of a technical nature concerning the application of the 
High Frequency Broadcasting Plan.

(2) With a view to applying the Mexico City Plan correctly, 
check periodically the fundamental technical characteris­
tic's of high frequency broadcasting transmissions, using, 
in conformity with Article 18 of the Radio Regulations, 
the means for monitoring provided for in the same Article 
Carry out special checks by the same means, at the reques 
of one or more administrations. Publish the results of
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the observations and of the measurements made in the 
course of such monitoring and communicate to the ad­
ministrations with an indication of the appropriate 
means for eliminating the faults which have been pointed 
out.
Supply information and make recommendations to all the 
administrations on the subject of propagation; give 
notification, at least a month in advance, to all ad­
ministrations of the date at which the change-over from 
one -phase of the Mexico City Plan to another will be 
effected•
Collect all reports and other useful information con­
cerning high frequency broadcasting received through 
the usual channels, from the various organs of the Union, 
from administrations, from international organizations 
and other sources*- Analyze and co-ordinate these docu­
ments and on each subject formulate the necessary 
recommendations for the interested administrations. Take 
the necessary measures for publishing and distributing 
these documents to all administrations and organizations, 
with a view to eliminating any faults which have been 
found in the application of the Mexico City Plan.



PINK PAGES

(5) (A new drafting of this Article will be submitted to
the Plenary Assembly as a separate pink document when 
final decisions concerning Articles 8 and 9 have been 
taken)* '

(6) Propose, if necessary, to the Administrative Council 
of the Union to call an Extraordinary Administrative 
High Frequency Broadcasting Conference, in conformity 
with the regulations in force,

(7) Take part, in conformity with the regulations in force,
in conferences or meetings dealing with technical questions 
concerning high frequency broadcasting, and if necessary, 
and with the agreement of the International Telecommuni­
cation Union, in other conferences or meetings concerning 
the implementation, the application or the rearrangement 
of the Mexico City Plan,- '

(8) Prepare, on the basis of. the experience gained during 
the period of operation of the Mexico City.Plan for high 
frequency broadcasting, or on any suggestion made by an 
administration for the work of a future conference, 
recommendations which would be useful to the work of 
such a conference charged with modifying the plan then 
in force,- with improving it, or with drawing up a new 
one * .
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(9) Collect data regarding the use and loading of the
high frequency broadcasting bands with a view to making 
such data available to the next administrative radio 
conference. . '

(10) Establish and keep up to date the general list of working 
schedules for the high frequency broadcasting trans­
mitters of the various countries, arrange for the

• periodical publication and distribution of a bulletin
containing the necessary information or the latest 
modifications on this subject.

(11) Recommend and encourage the exchange of general 
statistics on high frequency broadcasting among the 
interested administrations,

(12) Fulfill such other functions of coordination and study 
which would be necessary for ensuring the satisfactory 
operation of the Mexico City Plan, as well as those 
functions which would be within the terms of conventions 
or agreements in force directly concerning high frequency 
broadcasting.

• (13) Submit annually to the appropriate authorities a
budget for the expenses of the Organization. .

In order to exercise the above-defined functions, the I.F.R.B., if 
charged with this task, shall proceed in accordance with the 
method specified in the following points?
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In the application of the High Frequency Broadcasting
Mexico City Plan, the I.F.R.B. shall use the technical
means available to the administrations, the specialized
regional organizations and the C.C.I.R. in everything

*

concerning technical observations, measurements and 
studies *
In conformity with the Radio Regulations, the I.F.R.B* 
shall consult with the Vice-Director of the C.C.I.R* 
regarding technical high frequency broadcasting matters# 
The I.F.R.B. shall use the existing means available to • 
the General Secretariat of the I.T.U. with respect to 
the publication and distribution of documents.
The I.F.R.B., in the light of the experience acquired 
through the implementation of the Mexico City Plan, 
shall present to the next Plenipotentiary Conference, 
in the' manner prescribed by the regulations of the 
Union, suggestions or information concerning the 
advisability of forming a special organization en­
trusted with coordinating and implementing the High 
Frequency Broadcasting Assignment Plan*
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MINUTES OF THE PLENARY ASSEMBLY 
Fifty-seventh Session 

Monday, h April 19^9 (Night)

The Chairman, Mr. Pereyra, (Mexico), declared the session 
open at 21:3 0.

The same delegates, members and observers who attended the 
fifty-sixth session, held in the afternoon, were present*

Secretary: Mr. L.E. Dostert
Assistant Secretary: Mr. Jean Millot

■ CONTINUATION OF THE CONSIDERATION OF THE SECOND POINT'OF THE 
AGENDA: REPORT OF THE SPECIAL STUDY GROUP. '

1 The Chairman stated, as discussion was resumed, that the
Assembly would decide by vote on the adoption of; the Soviet 
proposal.

2 Mr. Sterling (U.S.A.) requested that the original question
concerning unused frequencies be discussed. He made the 
following proposal*

r,Tho countries signatories to the Plan nay temporarily use 
the unused channel-hours assigned in the Plan in accordance 
with paragraphs 86, 87, and 88 of the Atlantic City Radio 
Regulations, provided that they will relinquish their use as 

• soon as the country to which they were; assigned shall' have 
given notice of its intention to uso thorn. The organization 
responsible for implementation shall*determine the channel- 
hours which are not usod and shall notify the parties to the 
Agreement of this in good time.

3 Mtf* Stoyanov (USSR) pointed out that the proposal of tho
U.S.A.‘Delegation referred to the same question as tho proposal 
of tho Ukrainian SSR. However, tho U.S.A. proposal did not • 
establish the reasons!for tho non-use of tho channel-hours, 
nor tho method of their uso by another country, it would bo 
advisable to draw up a text that-would 'take into a ccount tho 
two proposals.

Document No. -2S2.rS
5 -April 19^9
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He pointed out that the interests of third parties should 
bo protected so that the counirios which would use tho unused 
frequencies would not cause interference tojgthc transmissions 
of other countries.,.,

•

1.5 Mr. Stoyanov (USSR) again took tho floor to request that
tho Assembly state the exact method -by which unused frequencies
would bo determined. In his opini-n, it would be advisable to* 
obtain tho agreement of the country concerned. Moreover, it
■was necessary to determine tho method for using unused frequencies.

1.6 Mr. Dostcrt (Secretary) read tho text of the U.S.A. Proposal,
taking into account tho request for correction made -by the
U.K. delegate: ■ -
"The countries parties to tho Agreement nay -temporarily use 
the unused channol-hours listed iri the assignment Plan, in 
accordance with paragraphs 86, 87 and. 88 of. Article 3 of 
Chapter III of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations provided 
that they relinquish the use of these channol-hours as s.oon 
as the .country 'to will eh they, were assigned shall have given 
notice of its intention to use thorn,
"The organization, responsible for the implementation of the Plan 

■ shall ascertain the channol-hours which -will not‘actually bo 
:usod and shall inform the countries parties to the present 
Agreement of this in good time."

1*7 Mr. Sterling (USA) proposed that the: following text be'added#
"on condition that such use does not cause greater interference 
than that foreseen in the Flan to the. countries operating,accord­
ing, to_ the conditions stipulated in tho Plan or on an adjacent 

■frequency at-the.hours in question. ■ .
1.8 Mr. Schaeffer (Morocco and Tunisia) said that the USA proposal

: raised .many problems which would nake further study by the ...
Study Group necessary.*
~ Ho asked that Article C of Appendix A be discussed and voted
on, and that the question submitted by the USA Delegation be
referred to the Study Group.

1.9 Mr. Lazarcanu (Rounania) supported the. questions put forward
• by the Soviet delegation and pointed out that Article VIII had
already boon, adopted by Committee 7 and that it was not 
advisable to modify it.

l.*f- Mr~. Rapp 'I U.K.) agreed in principle with the U.S.A. proposal,
but suggested that the word "signatories” should bo replaced
by "parties to the Agreement".
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1.10

1.11

1.12

1.13

l.lb

1.15

1.16

Mr. Dostort (Secretary) said that if it was true that the 
text regarding the functions of the organization responsible 
for implementation had been approved when the Report of Committee 
7 was considered, the Plenary Assembly had not yet approved its 
final drafting,

Mr; Jacques Meyer (Franco) said that only with the agreement 
of the country holding the.unused frequencies, would it.be known • - 
that the frequencies were available and could" be assigned to 
another country. It would not bo respecting the rights of 
countries to dispose of these frequencies without their previous 
agreement,

•Mr, Stoyanov (USSR) asked that the proposal of the Ukrainian 
SSR which best answered the needs of the situation, be"submitted 
point by point for the approval of.the Assembly.

Mr, .Dostort (Secretary) read the text of the first paragraph 
of the proposal of tho Ukrainian SSR: . '■•••

"However, any country shall have the right to request the 
use of frequencies unused by another country provided that the 
latter has informed the o, yanization charged with the implementa­
tion of the Plan, "in writing that it will not use such frequencies
at the hours indicated in the plan during the whole period of 
operation of the plan or during a definite period which has been 
determined.n

The Chairman put this text to a vote by roll call.
The result of the vote vas ns follows:.
57 Delegations were present:
19 delegations were in favor of adopting this text;
31 were opposed;
7 delegations abstained,'

This text was rejected, and it was, therefore, impossible 
to vote on the adoption of the text of the other to paragraphs 
of the "dkrainiari proposal. ' • ’ ’ ~

Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) ^pointed out that the question of 
bilateral agreements contained in the following paragraph had 
not yet been settled:
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1.17'

1.18

1.19

1.20

1.21

L.22

1.23

"The frequencies assigned to countries nay be used only 
by transmitters located within their governmental boundaries, 
and they, nay bo transferred to another country only aftpr roceiv** 
ing the assent of all the countries which have signed the 
Agreement.11

Ho requested that the Assembly vote on'this text.
Tho Chairman stated that this proposal m s  contrary to the 

decision taken during the afternoon session. It .could not be 
put to a vote,

Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) then .propo sod to amend this .te;ct, 
maintaining only tho following wording:

"Frequencies assigned to countries nay, as a general rule, 
be used only by transmitters located within their, govern­
mental boundaries,"
Mr. Honerickx (Belgium) pointed out that there were two 

theses. One was a principle of right: a country having received
channel-hours could dispose of thorn as it wished through bi­
lateral agreements. • The other concerned tho disposal, of unused 
channel-hours. They fell to tho community. It concerned whether 
a country, which did not use those frequencies, had the right to 
dispose of them as it deemed desirable, or whether it wore 
possible to dispose of them without obtaining the'countryfs 
prior agreement. . '

Mr. Jacques Meyer (Franco) pointed out that the text 
proposed by the Soviet Delegation, to which he had no objection 
in principle, had less force .than tho text of sub-paragraph b) 
of Article 2 of tho pink document (Document No. 872).

Mr. Bivar (Portugal) fully agreed with the French Delegate, . 
but this gave a new form, not without serious inconvenience, 
to the U.S.S.R. proposal.

Mr, Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.), taking into account tho statement 
of the French Delegate, withdrew his proposal.

Mr.-Dostort (Secretary) again read.the'text under discussion:
"Countries parties to the•Agreement nay temporarily uso 
the unused channel-hours assigned in the "'Plan in accordance 
with paragraphs•86, 87 and 88 of Article'3 of Chapter III. of the Atlantic. City Radio Regulations provided that they 
relinquish the use of those channel-hours as soon as the 
•countries to which they were assigned shall have notified 
their intention to uso them, on condition, however, that 
such'use shall not cause greater interference than that 
provided by tho Plan to other countries operating in

s
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accordance with tho Plan on the sane or adjacent frequencies 
at the hours in question.
■'"The Organization responsible for the implementation of 
the" Plan "Shall "as certain the channel-hours which will not 
actually be used and shall inforn the countries parties' to 
the Agreement of this in good tine.”

1.2*+ . Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) pointed out that this text still did
not fix the method of determining these- unused frequencies or 
tho manner in which they would be distributed so as not to 
create interference.

The' Session was recessed from 11:05 to 11:50 p.m.
1.25 Mr. Sterling (U.S.A.), upon resumption of discussion,

informed the Assembly that his Delegation withdrew its proposal*
1.26 Tho Chairman stated that the Assembly would, therefore, go

on to. the consideration of.tho text of Article C of Appendix A 
of document No. 86*+.

1.27 Mr. Arboleda (Colombia), supported by tne Delegates of the
U.K., Morocco and Tunisia,-and the U.S.A., agreed with the 
wording of this article subject to line *+ of paragraph *+ being 
amended as follows: "the change shall be made only if tho organ
responsible for., the implementation of the Plan considers, it 
technically feasible1.1•?

1 .2 8 Mr. Dostort (Secretary) then read paragraph 1) of Article
-VIII of Document No, 836,: which had been previously adopted;

"Any country wishing to effect a change in this Plan must 
follow tho procedure stipulated in the provisions of this Article."

1.29 The text of this *-paragr aph was adopted without any objections.
1*30 A prolonged discussion-ensued on the subject of tho text

of paragraph 2 (Article C of Appendix A of Document No. 86*+) 
during which the. Delegates of the U.S.S.R., -Morocco and Tunisia, 
United ̂ Kingdom* France', India', • The P.R, of Albania, the P.R. of 
Roumanla, the chairman and the Secretary took successively the 
floor.

1.31 On tho proposal of the'Soviet Delegate, the Chairman put '
to vote by roll-call the adoption of the text of paragraph 2 
of Article VIII, Column I of document No. 836, The result of 
the wns as follows: 55 Delegations present, 16 Delegations
in favor of the adoption.of the text, 39 Delegations against it 
and 5 abstentions.
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L,32 The adoption of tho text was ^hus rejected and tho wording
of paragraph 2 of Articles C of Doc. No. 55*+ was adopted, as

9 follows:
'' * *

"The country roquosting a change shall inform the organi- 
■ zation in charge of implementation of the plan, which organiza­
tion shall-request an opinion of the' proposed'"change from all 
interested countries."

L.33 Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) then proposed the adoption of the
text of paragraph. 3 of Article VIII, Column I, of Document 86*+, 
with the .following modification of tho last sentence:

"After which tho organization shail inrniedlately notify all 
signatory countries of the Flan, of tho entry into force of 
such change,".

1.3*+ The amendment-v^s accepted by the Delegate of Morocco and
Tunisia, and supported by the Delegation of France which added 
the following modification: After the- words "signatories to the

. Agreement.and tho Plan",.read and those which have approved
; tho entry into force of this modification."-

L.3? The text-thus modified read as follows:
"This organization shall take all necessary measures to 

ensure receipt 'of the communication by the above mentioned 
countries. If, within a period of two months from date of 
receipt of tho said co1*" unicat ion, no'country opposes the proposed 
change, tho proposal shall be considered adopted. After this, 
the.Organization"shall inform immediately all tho countries 
signatories to the Agreement and the Plan, and those which have 
approved tho entry into forco of this modification."

L.3.6 . " That wording was adopted unanimously. .
L.37 A long discussion'.ensued cii the sub ject of tho proposal

for -the. wording- of paragraph Articlo C of Appendix A of
Document No. 86*+. In it took part tho Delegates of the United 
Kingdom, U.S~. A.. P.R." of .Albania, U.S.S.R.. India." as well as • 
the Chairman and tho Secretary, •

..38 m o r  a series of proposals of amendments made by the
Delegates of Cuba. India, Morocco"and Tunisia, and tho Soviet 
Union, the Chairman put to. the vote by a show of hands tho 
following text: ' - • ‘ i

"In-the event that an interested country party to the 
Agreement which has signed tho Agreement and the Plan 
annexed thereto, and v/.iich has accepted it, docs not. 
accept tho proposed change because it would cause harm­
ful- interference to its own high frequency broadcasting 
service, tho change shall not bo.made until tho
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Organization charged with the implementation of tho Plan 
doclaros it technically 'permissible. Nevertheless, if,
.after tho change.has boon made, one of tho countries 
■.concerned proves that it suffers harmful interference ttfrom the -change*, :#he change in question shall^be annulled*
The result of the vote was as follows: 52 Delegations

present, h-2 Delegations in favor of tho adoption of the text,
...10 Delegations opposed it, no abstentions*

1*39 The text of paragraph .1 was thus adopted in tho form in
which, it had been road by the Secretary*

l.kO Mr, Stoyanov (P»S*S.»K«) then made tho following statement:
"Tho Delegation of the. Soviet Union considers that the vote 
which has just been taken is incorrect as immediately pre­
ceding it a vote had been taken in favor of the adoption of 
the Text of paragraph 3, contents', of which are in total 
contradiction-with the additions and; amendments now adopted 
for paragraph k,
"At tho sane • time tho amendment, voted upon now, fully 
contradicts tho decision previously accepted by trip Plenary 
Assembly concerning the list of functions of the Organization 
for the implementation of the Plan*
"On this basis, the U.S.S.R, Delegation considers that the 
vote. which has been taken is not in accordance with our 
own Rules of Procedure. and,.,w-e establish the, fact that a 
violation of the Rules of . Procedure has occured.
"We do not agree with tho accepted decision which gives 
such broadly outlined functions to the Organization for 
the implementation of the Plan to which is entrusted only 
tho task of controlling. and supervising the. implementation 

of the Plan, but not the' modification of it*‘
"The U.S.S.R. Delegation considers therefore that this 
decision is unlawful and contradictory to our Rules of 
Procedure and the U.S.S.R. Delegation does not agree with 
this decision,"

l.kl Mr* Egorov (Bielorussian S.S.R.) then made.the,following
statement:'

"The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R* and that of 
the Ukrainian S.S.R.which it represents, fully support the 
statement of the U.S.S.R, relative to the vote which has 
just taken place.
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"In tho second placethese t wo. Delegations wish-to call 
' the 'attention of tho.Chairman of .the Conference to the 
: inadioissable character".of the adoption' of a decision 
contradictory to one'and-the sane Article of the'Agreement 
regarding which a decision had already "boon -'taken in duo 
t ime.
"Tho Delegate. of Argentine has. referred to. Article XII. 
concerning the functions of the' organisation charged -with 
• the- ..implementation of the Plan. . .We .may draw the attention 
of tho Delegate of Argentine'' t0"~ other -points -•■which, de tormina. 
and define the role which tho" organization -in--question is to 
assume. We are in a'position, to.:.toll the Delegate of 
Argentine and our other colleagues"that tho Plan-which wo are 
going-to sign-has boon elaborated by.us and not by tho organ­
ization charged- with.tho implementation of that same Plan.
It,is not within tho province of that organization to dictate 
to us its will and we arc not disposed to concede' such a right 
to the organization, of deciding in our stead the questions 
referring to the Flan or to tho modifications to bo made in 
it.
"When the organisation coordinates the study of the questions 
resulting from tho efficient and just application of the Plan, 
and when it controls such application, it exorcises a function, 
its true4function, But this is a different matter. It is 
a question of tho right .to decide whether or not modifications- 
should be•introduced. We have never entrusted the organization 
with such functions, and wo do not .intend to do so. The right
to solve thbse question^ and to know whether or.not it is
advisable to make- modifications, belongs' to us. Consequently,
since we are the ones to sign the agreement, wo are entitledto do it,
"Furthermore , v/e -cprisi ler that the decisions, taken on this 
subject by the Assembly are entirely unjust,".

I.k2 Mr, Gullliani (argentine) referring to the preceding state­
ment of the Soviet -Delegate, sustained that the vote and the
decision emanating' from it were perfectly correct and valid,

l.k3 Mr. Kirk (United Kingdom) entirely shared the .view points
of the Delegate- of-Argentine and requested that the Assembly 
should take a decision in favor of tho adoption of the text of 
paragraphs 5 and 6 of Appendix A of Document 85k, •
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1 .1+J+

' l.b5 

l.b6

I.V7

I.1+8

1.1+9

1 .9 6

.1 .9:1 _

1 .5 2

1 .5 3'

Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) proposed the following wording for 
the first sentence, of paragraph 9 in order to eliminate the part
referring to arbitration:

"If a country requesting a change has not obtained it, 
it shall have the right to transmit through the ‘organ­
ization that same request for consideration, and decision 
of the next extraordinary High Frequency Broadcasting 
Conference." *
Mr . a s -  (Cuba)— recalled tha t~ the' part "of . the sentence, 

which the Delega-t-e-of '-thm-..Il.aS.S.R, proposed' tc-"eliminatie had al­
ready been .the subject of discussions which had "lasted-for hours, 
■and"'6ppc5Se&~'to elimination. •

Mr, Lazareanu-(P.R. of Roumania) advised that he would 
submit a written statement referring to the preceding vote,

Mr. Jacques Meyer (France) indicated that the signification 
of the request for the elimination of certain words consisted in 
the.fact that there .would,; be no arbitration since the I.F.R.B. 
-had become the arbitrator.

Mr. Egorov (Bielorussian S.S.R.) supported the. Soviet 
.proposal.

The Chairman consulted the Assembly- by-.a. vote by show of 
hands, at the suggestion of"the -• Delegation ..qf .the_U .S .A., as ; 
to whether it wished,to continue the discussion on the" subject.

r Lacking-two votes for a unanimous approval, the Assembly
decided that the question had been discussed sufficiently.

_ . The Chairman then put to a vote the Soviet proposal with
the foil owing result-: 12 delegations, in favour of the adoption
of the proposal, 27 against and 7- absdent ions'.""

" Consequently, the adoption of- the, text proposed by -the. 
Soviet Delegation was thus rejected.
ii • ;. Mr,.'Jacques Meyer (France) • supported by Mr. Stoyanov

' (U.S.S.R.) proposed to eliminate the word "extraordinary" be­
tween the words "next Conference" In the final part of
the first -sentence of the•text.of paragraph 5 of Article VIII 
of Document.No.'836, ’ "
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1.5k ■ The Chairman put to a vote by a show of hands, the adop­
tion of the text of paragraph 5 of Article VIII of Document 
No. 836, taking into account the elimination proposed by the 
head of the French Delegation. The result of the vote was 
as follows: 33 delegations in favour of the adoption of the
text, 1 delegation against and 11 abstentions.

1.55 Tho text of paragraph 5 of Article VIII of Document No.
86k was therefore adopted with tho elimination of the word 
"extraordinary" before tho word "Conference".

‘1.56 Mr. Stoyanov (U. S. S. K.) supported by Mr. Egorov (Bielo- .
russlan S.S.R,) proposed to eliminate paragraph 6, while Mr, 
Kirk (U.K.) objected to the elimination and asked that, on the 
contrary, the text of paragraph 6 of Article VIII of Document 

. No. 86k should bo- maintained, ....
1.57 5 The Chairman consulted the Assembly by a show of hands

as .to the possibility of eliminating the text of paragraph 6 ■
of Article VIII of Document. No. 86k." The result•of the vote 
was as follows: 10 delegations were in favour of th§ elimina-

* ■ ticn of paragraph 6; 31 delegations were against it, and
there were 5 abstentions.

1.58 The toxt of paragraph'6 of Article VITI of. Document No. 
86k would not bo eliminated.

1.59 Tho Chairman consulted the Assembly by a" show of hands as 
t?o tho adoption of the toxt of. paragraph 6 of Article VIII of

* Document No. 86k.' Tho result of the vote y/as as follows: 31
delegations in favour of the adoption of paragraph 6, 11 dele- 

. ■ k gkki2ns .against,..it.>_..and k .-abstentions. -
1.60 " The toxt of paragraph 6 of Article VIII of Document No.

86k was thus adopted. . ..
1.61 ; Mr. Lazareanu (P.R'. of Roumania), supported by the

Soviet‘Delegate, asked that the following'sentence should be 
added to Article VIII of Document No. 86k;

" The provisions * of'"Article 'VIII' 'concern solely the 
frequencies in simultaneously.shared channels."

1.62 Mr. Kirk’ (U.K.) objected to that addition and Mr.
. Schaeffer (Morocco and Tunisia) pointed out thdt tho discussion 

of. the subject of Article VIII had boon closed.
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1.63- The Chairman put to a vote .by .a show of hands the Rou­
manian proposal. The result of the vote was as follows: k8 1 «
delegations wore- still present in tho room, 10 delegations 
in favour of the proposed addition, 36 delegations against it, 
and 2 abstentions.

1,6k The Roumanian proposal was thus rejected•

II, CONSIDERATION OF THE FOURTH POINT ON THE AGENDA:
FIRST READING OF THE TEXTS REVISED BY THE DRAFTING COMMITTEE.

2.1 Mr.. Jacques Moyer (France) recalled that the texts had
been adopted unanimously by the Drafting Committee and that 
they might well bo adopted without discussion.

Mr. Schaeffer (Morocco.and Tunisia) proposed that no dis­
cussion as to tho substance.of the texts in question should 
bo opened,

Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) pointed out that those texts had 
boon distributed-during k April. It was necessary to road 
them, but .'it was even more necessary to discuss the draft Plan 
itself, after which;it would bo possible to discuss tho texts 
referring., to the Agreement. '

2,k Mr. Kirk (United Kingdom) supported tho French proposal
■ with t.he reservation that Article XI should bo made the. sub- 
- jeet of a special study, later on.

2.5 Tho Chairman asked the Assembly 'to take a decision, by
roll call, if it wished to leave, for* tho time being,- the 
first reading of the toxt revised by tho Drafting Committee, 
in order to pass on to the study of tho fifth point of the 
Agenda. ■ The result of the vote was as follows: k7 delegations
present, 10 delegations in favour of the adoption of- the pro­
posal, 33 delegations against, and k abstentions* :

2.6 - ■ The proposal was thus rejected.
2.7 Mr. Sterling-(U.S.A.) proposed that the session be ad­

journed.
2.8 'Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) asked that tho proposal of;tho

U.S.A. of adjourning tho session should bo put to a 'vote.; He 
protested against tho violation of tho Rulos of Procedure 
consisting in adopting a Report without having discussed it, 
when it had boon possible- to leave tho discussion for the next 
session of tho Plenary Assembly,

, 2.2 

2.3
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2,9

2,10

2*11

2.12

Mr, Sastry (India) and Mr * Ac t on . (Canada) supported the 
French proposal*

Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R,) again protested against the pro­
cedure of adopting a document without previous discussion,.

Mr. Jacques Meyer (France) objected to the obstructive 
tactics of tho Soviet Delegation.

Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) then made the following statementr
"The Soviet Delegation had asked for the floor 

point of order, and has been denied it, while other delegations 
have been granted the floor,

"The Delegate of France has stated that he was not in 
agreement with the obstructive tactics of tho Soviet Delegation* 
I cannot see how our delegation could have used obstructive 
tactics in this Assembly* The Soviet Delegation, in accordance 
with its preceding speeches, had presented its reservations'" • 
concerning the impossibility of discussing, in due time, the 
draft text of tho Agreement* That was its legal right, in ac­
cordance . with the Rules of Procedure. The Soviet Delegation 
has then asked that the discussions should be limited to the 
points which appear on the Agenda, which reads: FIRST READING
OF THE TEXT. . ...

"I have asked that one should at least glance at the 
toxt. Since the Agenda reads: "FIRST READING", the text
should be read-and'discussed* The'Agenda, has been adopted, and 
should be observed* ‘

"In tho second place, the Soviet Delegation has not only 
never obstructed anything, but has simply insisted-on the re,**- 
spoctfor the legality^ of the procedure and has insisted that 
no discrimination be shown against this or that delegation in 
this Conference*

"The proposal for the adoption of the toxt of the Agree­
ment without dicussion, when a number of delegations insisted 
on the discussion of the text, constituted a discrimination 
against those delegations* This is my reply to your charge of 
obstruction, Mr. Meyer* It is not a matter of obs-truction} it 
is a matter of the sovereign rights of my country and'I demand 
that the discussion take place in,-conformity with our Rules 
of Procedure, ’in order that there be no discrimination against 
certain"delegations, just because it is three o!clock in' the 
ynorningp , . '
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"I am ready to remain here until morning and shall be 
ready for another session at 9 c'1 clock. y

"Gentlemen, let us respect our own Rules of Procedure."
The Chairman then put to a.vote, by a show of hands the 

proposal of the U.S.A. Delegation'that the subject should be 
considered sufficiently discussed,. There were *+7 delegation^ 
present, 36 delegations thought that the matter had been suf­
ficiently discussed, 8 delegations were against it, 2 delega­
tions did not take part in the vote, and.there wore no abs­
tentions, ' '

Tho discussion on the subject was thus closed,
2.15 " Tho Chairman then put to a vote by a show of hands'the

. proposal of the Delegate of Franco to adopt Document No. 872, 
with a reservation as to article XI. The result of the vote 
was as follows: 'h7 delegations present, 37 delegations in 
favour of adopting Document No. 872, 10 delegations did not 
take part in the voting, no contrary votbs and no abstentions.

2.16 Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) then made the following state­
ment:

"The Delegation of tho. U.S.S.R. refused to participate 
in the Vote because it holds the opinion that the vote which 
has just been taken is incorrect and entirely contrary to' the 
Rules of Procedure of this Conference. The'subject inscribed 
in the Agenda has not been'discussed at all. The text proposed 
has not been read to us, although on point *+ of the Agenda it 
is stated: fFirst reading of the text revised by the Drafting 
Committee 11

4

2.17 "The decision adopted with the reservations of the Dele­
gation of the United. Kingdom must be considered as discrimin-

* atory against .the countries ..which previously had presented 
their reservations concerning the text of the Agreementever
since tho first discussion of it in the Plenary Assembly.

2.18 "The Conference should take into consideration those re­
servations . and duly discuss them. This, by no means, is an 
obstruction,^ as Mr. Meyer has, said, but a ro.quest that the 
.legitimate and sovereign rights of each delegation be respected,

2.19 ' "The Dolegation of the Soviet Union believes that the
adoption of documents'without discussion, with disregard for
a scries of reservations, presented by. various countries, repre­
sents a refusal' to collaborate and- a discrimination.

2.13

2.1>+
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2.20

2.21 • 

2.22

2.23

2.2^

2.2?
2.26

2.27

f,We have met hero to take decisions not upon a basis of 
discriminatory methods, of * diktat*, of mechanical voting, 
but in order to take decisions, and moreover, important de­
cisions, as those .referring to the text of'thc Agreement, af­
ter a discussion and a study of the matter®

•
’’The adoption of the Agreement represents a voluntary 

gesture on behalf of each country, and nobody can force us to 
accept or to subscribe to the Agreement''against our will®

’’Already in a pi^cceding Session of tho Plenary Assembly 
did we state our reasons for not being able to participate in 
the discussion of the text of the Agreement and that fact 
should have boon taken into consideration by the Conference®

11 Wo. are very much surprised, Mr. Chairman, by the fact 
that you have permitted a violation of "the Rules of Procedure 
of our Conference, by omitting tho discussion of this question^ 
which is inscribed in the Agenda, by omitting ?thc first read*** 
ing of the text*, as,indicated in point b of the Agenda (Docu­
ment No, 860),

”1 request that the text of my statement be inserted in 
extenso in the Minutes, that it be communicated to the United 
Nations Organization, and to the Administrative, Council.

”Wc also state that the Delegation of the Soviet Union 
will be forced to raise, the question of the violation of the 
Rule's of Procedure of our Conference at the next Plenipoten­
tiary Conference of the I.T.U.

’’Any observations and proposals concerning the text of 
the Agreement will be brought up again by us before our Con­
ference®” '

The Chairman pointed out to Mr. Stoyanov that the reser­
vation he attributed to the U.K. Delegation appeared at the 
bottom of page 13 of Document No, 872. It could not, there­
fore, be attributed to the U.K, Delegation.

Mr, Sfcprov (Bielorussian S.S.R.) then uado the following 
statement %

’’The Delegations of the Bielorussian S.S0R, and the 
Ukrainian S.S.R. have hot participated in the vote on the 
illegal- proposal of the French Delegation®. These two Delega­
tions reserve the right - to‘state their reservations on this 
subject at the appropriate time® They fully support the state­
ment of the Soviet Delegation protesting against the injustice 
and discrimination of this procedure.”
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2 .28 Mr. - Lazareanu (P.R. of Roumania) stated:
. nMy Delegation has not taken part in the preceding vote, 

as the proposal of the French Delegation is contrary to the 
Rules of Procedure of this Conference and Article 13- of Chap­
ter VI of tho General Radio Regulations.

"Moreover, this document has hot been discussed by our • 
Delegations the first time, because it had just been distri- 
butG<f>and now, because our Delegation has been unable to study
.• JL ♦
1  ■

"Finally, a document is submitted to this Assembly in two 
readings, not to make thereof a formal sham, but 'truly to dis­
cuss it, so that tho;countries may be in a position to sig­
nify their, agreement. These arc the most important acts of 
our Conference, and for all these reasons as well as for the 
reasons previously stated by tho Delegations of tho U.S.S.R., 
the Ukrainian S.S.R., and the Bielorussian S.S.R., our Dele­
gation also considers'that this act is an act of discrimination 
against our countries.

"Our Delegation reserves, all . .rights with regard to all 
the Articles of the text of tho International Agreement, print­
ed in Document No. 872."

2.29 . Mr. Jacques Moyer (France) pointed out that when dele­
gations separated themselves from their colleagues in order not

• to participate with them in the discussions, this, indeed, 
constituted, a discrimination. This had occurred on two oc­
casions, first in the discussion on the substance of the ques­
tion and then in the Drafting Committee where—  and this regret 
was addressed to the entire Assembly-only four countries, out 
of the *+3 which, had requested to take part, had come and had 
been active in the work of this Committee. A' fifth country-—  
the. Bielorussian S.S.R.--came to the Drafting Committee, but 
rofusod to participate in its- work. These .discriminations were 
voluntary on the part of those delegations which did not par­
ticipate in tho work of tho Committee.

2.30 . Mr. Kittnor (U.S.A.) then made the following statement:
"I wish to make several very brief comments. In the 

opinion of my Delegation, the explanation of tho term, "discri­
mination", which has boon given here by the Soviet Delegate 
and by other sympathetic delegates., offers an incorrect state­
ment of what has transpired. There has been no discrimination
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against those delegations. In fact, this Conferonce has boon 
too pationt with them. It is improper, at this late date, for 
any delegations to make such unjustified accusations when there 
remain but a few days in which to complete our work. I should 
then like to say that■contrary to what has been said by those 
Delegations, I do not believe that substantial roscrvations 
have been made In respect of this document. Tho note at tho 
end of tho Article rofors to additional questions which had 

■ boon raised ’within the Commit toe, When this was discussed, tho 
Committoo drew the attention of the Plenary Assembly to these 
* blanks1 or gaps, in order to loarn whether tho Plenary Assam-* 
bly considered it necessary to fill in those gaps or fblanks*. 
This is tho meaning of tho notes which are found at the ond ef̂  
Article 11, and it is on this that the discussion of Article 11 
shall be focused.” (Applause),

2.31 Mr, Klto (P.R. of Albania) then made oho following
statement: •

"On behalf of my Delegation and of the Delegation of tho 
Bulgarian" P.R., which I represent. I must support the state­
ments made by the U.S.S.R. Delegation, and, in addition, I 
shall make a few, very brief comments 1 The French Delegate 
told us that it is the countries now speaking which are' dis­
criminating against themselves, because they did not participate 
in the discussion of the Agreement at the time the Assembly had 
this under consideration. I must say that each ..delegation which 
does not feel in a position to take part, at a given time, in 
the discussion and voting of an act of our Conference, has the 
right to formulate Its reservations. The Conference does not 
have the right and may in no way force a delegation to partici­
pate in a discussion when this delegation Is not in a position 
to do scj neither having read nor studied tho acts in question. 
And now it involves tho Agreement, the most important act of 
the Conference. When certain delegations, mine- among others, 
made reservations in respect of the‘Agreement, the honorable 
Mr. Barajas, who was pre-siding, told the bielorussian Delegation: 
!You have the right to return to this question and to make your 
proposal at any time,1 Tho Plenary Assembly did not comment 
on this statement by the Chairman of the Assembly. It is said 
that substance should net be discussed during the first and 
second readings, but I remember that the French Delegate stated 
that the first reading did not take pls.ee merely for the purpose 
of eliciting comments on drafting but also on substance and that, 
furthermore, the second reading was to discuss the substance.
For this reason, my Delegation considers that tho decision taken 
by a majority vote is a violation of the Rules of Procedure as 
well as of all procedures followed in all international
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conferences, If it is said that the Plenary Assembly has the 
right to reject the proposals submitted by a country, the right 
should bo granted to submit such proposals 5 but tho decision 
taken did not grant tho right to the delegations, which made these 
reservations, to submit their comments. If the Assembly does not 
accept these comments, it will not be possible to join in with 
the majority, nor is it possible to accept such a procedure which 
violates the sovereign rights of the countries represented. My 
Delegation reserves the right, even during the second reading, to 
return to the Agreement, in respect of which it has certain 
objections to formulate."

2«32. M* Barajas (Vice-Chairman) confirmed the fact that when,
during" a previous meeting, the U.S.S.R. Delegation had expres­
sed the wish not to discuss Document No. 836, he had stated that 
this delegation could return to important questions during any 
other session of the Plenary Assembly, provided that this point 
could be considered by that Plenary session, which could take 
a decision on the procedure to be followed. His statement, as 
it applied to the U.S.S.R. Delegation, was correct, and any 
other delegation could, at any time, submit to the Plenary' 
Assembly for its consideration any point which it might deem 
necessaryand the Plenary Assembly would decide whether it should 
be discussed.

The session was adjourned at b a.m., ? April 19̂ +9.

The Assistant' Secretary: The Secretary: APPROVED:
Th. Wettstein L. E, Dostert The Chairman

M. Pereyra

The"Reporter: 
J.E. Castaingt
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The following wore represented by Ovservers-- P..R. of 
Mongolia, O.I.R., United Nations, S.C.A.P.

Secretariats Mr. L. E. Dostert, Secretary of the 
Conference•

Ic CONSIDERATION OF POINT FIVE OF THE AGENDA (DOC. 860) :
REPORT OF WORKING GROUP 10-B- ON THE RULES OF PROCEDURE FOR 
THE TECHNICAL PLAN COMMITTEE. ' " ■ - ■

1*1 ' Mr. Jacques Meyer (France), Chairman of Working Group
10-B stated that the Report had been unanimously approved 
by the Group with the exception of one problem on which he 
would speak later to the Assembly.

1*2 Mr. A1buguerque (Brazil) gave a.brief explanation and
summary of his proposal with regard to the^ conferring of 
temporary mandates by members of the Technical Plan Committee. 
(Document No.- 857).

1.3 „ The Assembly approved Articles 1 to 5 inclusive of ■:
Documerrt~No V 870 . * ~~~ ~ '
Article 6

loV Mr. Dostert (Secretary) read a proposal which took into
'account the views of the.Brazilian Delegation; -this proposal, 
.with an amendment, made by Mr. Jacques Meyer (France) was:

"Members - of ..the Technical Plan Committee are not authoriz­
ed, to confer' permanent mandates, and temporary powers of 

■■■ ..representation may, only be conferred for a period not exceeding 
two. weeks," such' power s. not being renewable."

1.5 Mr   Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) considered that Article 6
should simply state that no mandate could be conferred, by 
any member of the Technical Plan Group on any other member#
This Committee was to be an international body whose members, 
according to its terms of reference, were international’repre­
sentatives and not delegates of t-he.ir various countri'as. If 
a member of the Committee was unable to take part-in the work 
for say, ten^.days, because of illness, the transfer of his 
mandate would- serve no-purpose since the absent' member, would 
not be able to take part in the-work# He could not see what 
would be achieved by such a transfer and he was, -therefore, 
opposed to including an additional text in Article 6, which 
should be maintained in its present- form.
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1.6

1.7

1.8

1.9

1.10 

1.11

Mr. Albuguergue (Brazil) called attention to Chapter.3> 
paragraph 3 of the Atlantic City General Regulations according 
to which "a duly accredited delegation nay give a mandate to 
another duly accredited delegation to exercise its vote at 
one or more sessions' at which it is unable to he present'’.

The Assembly approved Article 6, discussion of the 
Brazilian proposal being ad.iourned until the end of the 
session.

The Assembly approved Articles 7 to 10 inclusive.
Article 11 - Voting Procedure.

Mr. w. C 0 Buchanan (Mexico) proposed that the following 
text be added as paragraph l)a of Article -11s

at the 
are

of

the
read as

2)as
"If- no quorum is obtained, the vote shall take place at 

the next meeting, whatever number of delegations be present,"
Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) proposed that in-paragraph 2 the • 

phrase "fifty percent of the delegations" be replaced by 
"eighty percent of the delegations".

M r ♦ Jaccues Moyor (France) expressed surprise that the 
U.S.S.R. Delegation, which-hah taken, .part in the unanimous 
approval of this document in the 'Working Group, should now 
wish to raise the question of an increase in the percentage 
In his opinion, the purpose of the Mexican' proposal was to 
ensure that the absence of half of the members of the 
Committee would not prevent the work from continuing.

"The meetings of the Working Groups shall start 
hour established, with the number of delegations who 
present,"

This amendment was accepted by the Assembly•
Mr. Buchanan also suggested that the first part 

paragraph 2 should read:
"In order that a vote be valid, normally 50% of 

delegations accredited,..." then the paragraph would 
In the original text.

The following text should be added as paragraph
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1.12 Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) declared that his Delegation 
had the right to raise.this question in the Plenary Session 
and asked that his proposal be put to the vote*

1.13 Mr. Egorov (Bielorussian and Ukrainian S.S.R.) said that
the Conference5. in setting, up the Technical Plan O0mmitte‘e,

■ had the right to expect all the latter"s members to be present 
at its meetings. The U.S.S.R. proposal to increase the per­
centage to 80 merely served to stress the importance of the 
Vork which the Committee would carry out.

l.lV The Chairman then pht the U.S.S.l-l. proposal to the vote
with the following results: 10 Delegations in favour of the
proposal, kO against and 5 abstentions. ‘ ' -

1.15 The Assembly rejected the U.S.S.R. proposal.
The Assembly also decided by a large majority, to delete 

the word "normally" included in the Mexican proposal to amend 
paragraph 2.

1.16 Mr. Lali<5 (Yugoslavia) wished the following text to be
added to Article 11s

"The absences must be justified."
This proposal was approved* by the Assembly•

1.17 Article 11 was now composed as follows:
Paragraphs 1 and 2, as in tho text of Document No. 870; 

sub-paragraphs 2)a and 2)b would be the two proposals of 
Mexico as approved by tho Assembly; sub-paragraph 2)c would 
be the text proposed by Mr. Lali<$ (Yugoslavia). Paragraph 
3 would remain as given in Document No. 870.

1.18 The Assembly 'approved Article 11 as amended, as well as
Articles 12 and 13. ~

1.19 Mr. Jacques Meyor (France) drew attention' to the need to
decide in what circumstances the Committee would be entitled 
to transmit to tho countries the draft proposals for the

"various phases of tho Plan.
1.20 Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) said that if the Committee drew 

up a draft Plan which it was unable to approve, then there 
was only one alternative -- to start tho work again and draw
up a,hotter Plan. Article 13 should be retained in its present 
form*






























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































