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RESERVATION

 State of the Vatican City

The Delegation of tle State of the Vatican City regrets
to have to reserve its position concerning the commitment to be
.applied to the low frequency fiiters.

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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VATICLN CITY

RESERVLAT TON

Taking into account the extreme limitation of the
program hours granted (in the 15 Mc/s band) 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,

14, 15, 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 Assenbly 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 1949
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INTERNATIONAL Document No, 90N~B
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING
CONFERENCE 7 April 1979
Mexico City, 19*+8A-9 Committee 8

INTERNATTIONLL HIGH TFTREQUENCY BROADCLSTING AGREEMENT

The Drafting Committee suggests that the Plenary
Assembly add the following text to the International High
Frequency Broadcasting Agreement:

) Article 1 - DEFINITIONS

"The word ‘administrationl 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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INTERNATIONAL Document No. 906-E
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING
" CONFEERENCE 7 April 19%9
Mexico City, 19*+8A-9 Committee 8
-ANNE X I -

TO THE INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT OF HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING

+unctions 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.

(@ 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 iIn 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 iIn 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 iInformation 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.
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(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)* -
Propose, 1if necessary, to the Administrative Council
of the Union to call an Extraordinary Administrative
High Frequency Broadcasting Conference, in conformity
with the regulations in force,
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, 1in other conferences or meetings concerning
the implementation, the application or the rearrangement
of the Mexico City Plan,- -
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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(@ 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.

e (13) Submit annually to the appropriate authorities a
budget for the expenses of the Organization.
In order to exercise the above-defined functions, the 1.F.R.B., if

charged with this task, shall proceed iIn 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 1_.F.R.B. shall use the technical
means available to the administrations, the specialized
regional organizations and the C.C.1.R. in everything
concerning technical observations, éeasurements and
studies *

In conformity with the Radio Regulations, the I.F_R.B*
shall consult with the Vice-Director of the C.C.1.R*
regarding technical high frequency broadcasting matters#
The 1.F.R.B. shall use the existing means available to -
the General Secretariat of the 1.T.U. with respect to
the publication and distribution of documents.

The 1.F.R.B., in the light of the experience acquired
through the i1mplementation 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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1.3

R.Te

CONFERENCE o
o 5 _April 1949

Mexico City, 1948/49

- MINUTSS OF THE PLENGRY ASSEMBLY

Fthy seventh Se351on
Monday, L april 1949 (nght)
The Chairman, Mr. Pereyra, (Mexico), declared the session
open at 21:30, '

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

Secretary: Mr. L.E. Dostert:

Assistant Secretarys Mr. Jean Millot

CONTINULTION OF THE CONSID&RLTION OF THE SECOND.POINT OF THE -

AGENDL: REPORT OF THE SPQCILL STUDY GROUP.

The Chairman stated, as dlscu331on was rbsumed that the
issembly would decide by vote on the adoption of tho Soviet
proposal.

Mr, Sterling (U.S.:i.) requested that the original question
concerning unused frequencies be discussed. He made the
follow1ng proposalt '

"The countrles 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 itlantic. Clty Radio
Regulations, prov1doa that thcy will relinquish their use as
soon as the country to which they werc assigned shall have
given notice of its intention to use them., The organization
rospop51blo for inplcnentation shall deterrine the channcle
hours which are not uscd and shall notify the parties to the

Agrecment of thls 1n good tines

Mr, Stoyanov (USSR) pointed out that the propeosal of the
U.S. L. Dologatlon rcferred to the same gquestion as the proposal
of the Ukrainian SSR. However, the U.S.4. proposal did not -
¢stablish the rcasons for the non-use of the channel-hours,
nor the method of 'their usc by another country. It would be
advisable to draw up a text that would take into account the
two proposals, '
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Mo, - pp (U K.) agreced in principle with the U.S... proposal,
but suggcested that the word "signatorices!" should be replaced
bJ "partics to the dgrccaent. SRR

Hc pointed ocut that the intercsts of third partics should
bc protected so that the counirics which would usc the unused
frequencices would not causc interfercnce to _the transmissions
of other countries.. '

Mr. Stoyanov (USSR) again took thc floor to request thot
the Asscnbly state tnc cxact rmethod -by which unused frequencics
would be deternined. In his opini-n, it would be advisable to
obtain the agreemcent of the country concerned. Morcover, it

-was nccessary to de t rulno tho method for using_unusod frcquencics,

Mr., Dostort (Socreuary) rcad the text of th U.5.4. Proposal,
taking into account thc rcquest for correction made by the
U;K. delcoato: o ' .

HThe countrlps partics to the grecnont nay -temporarily usc
the unused channcl-hours listed in thC’BSlbnh nt Plan, in
accordance with paragraphs 86, 87 and 88 .of. irticle 3 of
Chapter III of the 4flantic Clty Radio Regulations provided
that they relinquish the usce of these channcl- ~hours as soon
as the.country to which they were assigned shall havp'flven
notice of its intention to usc then,

"The organizationArosponsiblc'for the inplerentation of the Plan

-shall ascertain the channcl-hours which -will not-actually be
used and shall inform the countrics partics to the present

dgrecment of this in goed time.®

‘Mr, Sterling (US.) proposcd that the. following text be addeds
"on condition that such usc docs not causc greater interfercnce
than that forescen in the Flan to the countrics operating accord-
ing to thce conditions stipulatcd in thoe rlan or’ on an L~dgaccnt

*Nfrequency at: +he hours in question.

Mr., Schwcff r (Morocco and Tunlola) sald that the UsSd proposal

‘raiscd many problens wh¢chxvould nake furthcr study by thc
Study Group noccs SaTY ..

-~ He asxod tnnt article C of ;ppcndix 4 be discussed and voted
on, and thnt the question subnitted by the US4 Delcegation be
rcfcrrcd to the Study Gioup.

Mr, Lazaroanu (Rounania) suppoftod the questions put forward

-by the Sovict delegation and pointed out that Article VIII had

already Dbcen adﬂptcg by Cormittece 7 and th-t it was not
advisablc to nodify it,



1.10

1.11

1.12

1.13

1.1k

1.15

1.16

R
(Doc. No. 907 -E)

Mr. Dostcrt (Scérot ary) said that if it was truc that the

- toext regarding the functions of the organization responsible

for implementation had becn approved whcn the Report of Cormittee
7 was considered, thc Plenary Jassembly had not yct approved its
final drafting,

Mr: Jacqucs Meyer (Fra ﬁcb) said that only with the agrccment
of the country holding the unused frequencics would it be known -

that the frequencics were available and could be assigned to
another country. It would not be rcspectlng the rights of

countrics to disposc of these frequencics without their pr°v1ous

gérbemont

Mr. Stoyanov (USSR) askcd thnt the proposal of the Ukrainian
SSR which best answered the needs of the situation, be submitted

- point by point for the approval of the Asscmbly.

Mr, .Dostert (Sceretary) rcad the text of thp flrst para"raph
of tho _propcsal of the Ukrainian SSR‘

"However, any country shall hqvo the rlght to TGQUOot the

. usc of fregquenciecs unuscd by another country prOV1ded that the
- latter has informed the o qnlzatjon charged with the inplementae

tion of the Plan in erthV that 1t will not usc such frequencies
at the hours indicatcd in the plan during the whole period of
opcration of- the plan or during a definite period which has been
determined,. ' . ‘

The Chairman put this text to a vote by roll call,

The result of the votcwms s follows:

57 Delegations werc present:

19 delegations were in favor of adopting this toxt;

31 werc opposcd;

7 delegations ébstained,f‘

This text was rejcected, and it was, thereforce, impossible

to votec on the adoption of the toxt of the ofhor'mm parabraphs
of the Ukrainian prOﬂosal.

S Mr. Stoxanov (D.S S, R ) p01ntcd out thqt thc qucgtlon of
bilateral agreements contained in the following narabraph had
not yct been sottlud~
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"The frcquoncics a551vnud to countrlﬂs may bc uscd only
by transnitters locatcd within their governnental beundaries,

and they nay be transferred to anothor country only after rcceive

ing the asscnt of 211 thc countrics which have signed the
Lgrcenent ! '

He rcquested that-ﬁhc Asscnbly vote on this toxte

The Cha 1fman'statod that this proposalwnu contrary to the
decision taken during the afturnoon s¢ssicn, 'It_could n.t be
put to a vote, ' :

Mr. Stoyanov (U.S. S R.) then propoged to anbnd this text,

-maintalnlng only thce following wording:

"Frequencics assigned to countrics rnay, as a general rule,
be used only by transmitters located within their govern~-
riental boundarics.," = : T

Mr. Heoncrickx (Belgiunm) pointed out that there were-two -
thesess One was a principle of right: a country having received
channel-hours could dispos: of them as it wished through bi-
latcral agrecnents. - The other cohcorned the disposal of unused
channel-hours, They fell to the community. It concerned whether
a country, which did not usc thesc frequencies, had the right to
disposc of them as it deemed dceirable, or whether it were
possible to disposc of them without obtnlnlng the country!s
prior agrccrcnt. 4

Mr, Jacqucs Hcycr (France) pointed out that the text
proposed by the Soviect Delegation, to whicn he had no objection
in principle, had lecss force .than the text of sub-paragraph b)
of article 2 of the pink doecument (Docuncnt No. 872).

Mr, Bivar (Portugal) fully agrced with the Fronch Dclegate,

. but this gave a new form, not without scricus inconvenience,

to the U.S.S.R. proposal

‘Mr. Stovanov (U.S.S.R. ), tdking 'into account the statement
of the French Dolegato, withdrew his proposal.

Mr. Destort (Sceretary) again- rch the ~ toxt under discussion'

"Countrics partics to thc uorecment nay tenporarily usc

the unusced channcl-hours assigned in the Plan in accordance
with paragraphs 86, 87 and 88 of 4rticle 3 of Chapter III
of the 4tlantic City Radio Regulations provided that they
relinquish the use of thesc channel-~hours as soon as the
.countrics to which they were assigned shall have notified
thelir intention to usc them, on condition, however, that
such us¢ shall not causc grecater interfercnee than that
provided by the Plan to other countrices operating in .
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accordance with the Plan on the same or adjacent fregquencics
at the hours in question.

MThe Orgqnlzatlon rocpon51blc for the implémentation’ of
the Plan shall ascortain the channcl-hour$ which will not
actually be uscd and shall inforn the countrles partics to
the ugPGONLnt of th:s in good tine."

1.24 . Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) p01nted out that this toxt stlll did
not fix the method of determining these unused frequencies or '
the manner in which they would be distributed so as not to
create interference.

The Session was rcco SSwd from ll 05 to 11:50 pem,

1.25 Mr. Sterling (U.S.4.), upon resumption of discussion,
informed the Asscmbly that his Declegation withdrew 1ts proposal.

1.26 The Chairman stated that the Asscmbly would, therefore, go
on to. the consideration of the text of article C of Appendix A
of Yocument No. 864,

1.27 . Mr. urboloda (Colombla), supportod by tno Dolouauos of the
- U.K., Morocco and Tunisia,-and thc U.S.4., agrecd with the
wording of this articlc subjecct to line 4 of paragraph 4 being
arcnded as follows: '"the change shall be made only if the organ
responsible for the 1mplementatlon of the Plan conblders it
technically feasible'ts :

1.28 Mr. Dostert (Secreta ry) then read paragraph 1) of article
' ;VIII of Document No. 836, which had been previously adopteds:

tiny country w1sh1n" to effect a change in this Plan must
follow thc{procedure stlpulatod in the provisions of this

article,
1.29 The text of this'ﬁnragraoh was adopted withcut any objections.
1.30 A pfolongod dléuuq51on ensucd on the subgoct of the toxt

of paragraph 2 (4rticle C of Appendix & of Docunent No., 864)

during which the Delegates of the U.8.8.R., ‘Morocco and Tunisia,
United hlngdom! France, India, The P,R., of {lbania, the P.R. of

Roumania, the bhalrman and the Secretary took sucéessively the
loor.

1.31 - On the proposal of the Soviet Dole ate, thé Chairman put -
to vote by roll~call the adoption of the tcxt of paragraph 2
of frticle VIII, Column I of Pocument No. 836, The result of
the wn*e wag as follows. 55 Delegations prescnt, 16 Delegations
in favor of the adoption. of the: teyt 39 Deleg atﬂons abalnst it
and 5 abstentlons.
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The adoption of the text was,thus rejected and the wording
of paragranh 2 of Articles € of Doc. No, 864 was adopted, as
follows: . , . ’ T :

"The country regucsting a change shall inform the organi-
zation in charge of implementation of the plan, which organiza-
tion shall. "cqucst an opin*on of theo- propoacd ‘change from all

~ intorcsted countries.®

Mr. Stovanov (U.S.S.R.) tncn proposed hc adontion of the
text of parasgraph.3 of Artiele VIII, Column I, of Locument 864,
with'the,followin ‘modificatlon of the last sentence:

"Aftcr vhich the orgenization shall imricdintely notify all
signatory countrieq of tho -Plan, of tho cntry-into force of
such ch ngo." . .

- The amondment vwﬂ‘ﬂccoptcu by tho Dclcﬁate of Morocco and
Tunisia, and supported by the Delegation of France which added -
the following modification: After the words ''signatories to the

. agrecment and the PlanY, rcad "....and those which have approved
;the entry *nto force of th"s nodificaticn.": 4

- The tcxt thus modifipd read 2s follow5°

"This organization shall take all nccessary measurcs to
cnsurc rcc01pt ‘of the communication by the avove mentioned
countrics, . If, within a pcricd of two months from date of .
recelpt of the said en~-nication, ro'country opposcs the proposed
change, the proposal shall be considereda adopted. d4fter this,
the Organlzation shall inforn irmediatcely all the countries
signatorics to the (!grcement and the Plan, and thosc which have
approved thoe cntry into force of this modification.”

Thqt wordingz wa< ~2dopted unanlmnublx..‘

4 long dis ﬂusalon “ensucd ca the °ub3uct of tIo proposal
for the wording of paragraph 4.of &rticle € of 4ppendix A of

Document Ko. 864, In it took part the Delegates of the United

Kingdom, U.S.4., P.R. QfLAlbﬂnla, u. S.o.R., India,nas‘wcll as -

Aftor a scrics of pr opvg11s of amendments nade by thc
Dclugates of Cuba, India, Morcceco and Tunisia, and the Soviet
Union, the Chairman put to. the votv by a shnw of. hands the
followirg text' . v [

"In thc cvent that an intorcstéd ceuntry party to the o
Agrecement which has signed the dgrecement and the Plan
anncxed thercto, and wiich has accepted it, does not.
accert the proposcd change becausc itvvould causc harn-
ful interference to its own high froquency broadcasting
scrvico, the change shall not be made until the
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Organization chargcd with the implementation of the Plan
declarcs it tcchnﬂcally permissible. Nevertheless, if,
after the change has beon nade, one of the countrics

.concerncd proves that it suffors harnfu ntorfoiﬁpge"from
the change s sshe change in gquestion shal e annulled.

The result of the vote was as follows: 52 Delcgations
present, 42 Delegations in anow of thc gdoption of tha text,
10 DOlL atlons opposcd it, no a@bstcntions, .

1.39 J_; ,1ho text of paragrapb o was thus adODuOd in thce form in
which it had bcen read by the Scerctaryv.

1,40  Mr. Stoyanov (U«S.SR.) then made the following statement:

"The Delegation of the Soviet Union considers that the vote
which has just been taken is incorrcct as immediately pre-
eeding it a vote had boen taken in favor of the adoption of
the Text of paragraph 3, contents. of which are in total
contradiction- with thec addltloﬁq und amcndments now adopted
for parasraph 4,

"4t tho same time the amendment, voted upon now, fully
contradicts the decision provzoucly acceptod by ‘the Plenary
asscribly concerning the list of functions of the Organization
for the 1mplemontaulon of tno Ilan.

"0n this basis, the U.S.S.R. Delegaﬁion'considors that the
vote. which has been taker is not in accordancce with our
own Rules of Procedure. and.we cstablish the fact that a :
violation of the Rules of' Proccdurc has occurcdas

nWe do not agrcee with the accepted decision which gives

such broadly outlincd functlops to the Organization for

the implementation of the Plan to which is entrusted only

the task of controlling and supcrvising the implementation
of the Plan, but not tho nodification of it

"The U. 6 S.R. Dclegation COPS“dch the*ﬂforn that this
decision is unlawzul and uontrqq1ctorv to our Rulcs of
Procedurc and the U.S.S.R. Dclegation docs not agree with
this decision,"

141 Mr. Egorov (Blcloru551an S. S R.,) then mado the fo:LII.ow:LnfT
statcmcnt°

"The Delegation of the Biclorussian S.S5.R. and that of

the Ukrainian S.S.R.which it represcents, fully support the
statenent of the U.S.S.R. relative to the vote wnich has
just takcen placc,
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"In tbu socond DlaCG,‘thSC t WO, Dolc"atlons wish to call

" the attention of the.Chairman of the Confercnce to the

. inadmissable character of the adoption of a decision
contradictery to onc and. the Sanc Artlclo of thc Agreement
rcgarding winich a doci“’on had alrcady ‘been taken in due
“time. - - : .

"The Dolo*ﬂtc,of Aregentine has referred to 4rticle XII
concerning the functions of the organization cqarf ed with
~the dmplementation of the Flan., We nmay draw the attuntion

of the Delegate of Argentine to Othuf h01nbs whﬂch determning.
and define thc role wr dch the ganization -in guestion is to
assunc. We are in a’position, to toll the Delegate of
argentine and our otaor collcagucs thnt the Plan-which we are
going to sign-has been elaborated by us and not by the organ-
1zatlon charged  with the 1nplemnntation of that samc Plan,
It is no% W1th*m the province of that organization to dictate
to us its will and we arc not disposed to concede such a right
to the or”anlzatlon, of deciding in our stcad the quustions
referring to the Flan or to the H’ﬂlflc°b7un5 to be nade 1in
ite

“"When the oruanlzatlon coorﬂlnxtus Ehb stujy of the questions
rcecsulting from the efficicnt anl! just application of the Plan,
and when it controls such application, it cxercises a function,
its true function., But this is a diffcrent matter, It is

a question of the right to decide whother or not modifications:
should be-introduced.,  We have ncver centrusted the organization
with such functions, anil we 20 not inten! to do so. The right
to solvé those questians and to know whether or not it is
advisable to nake nmodifications, belongs te us, Consequently, ¢
since we are the ones to sign the agrecnent, we are cntitled

to do it, :

"Furthermore, we censiler that the decisions taken on this
subject by the Aissombly are entirely unjust,.m -

Mr, Guilliani (4rgentine) refeorring to the preccding state-
ment of the Sovict Delebaue, sustained that the vote and the
decision emanating fromn 1t were perfectly correct and valid,

Mr. Kirk (Unitcd Ksngdon) ontirely'shgrei the .view points
of the Delegatc of "irgentine and “OQUthC that the JAssenbly
should take a decision in favor of the adoption of the text of
para ;raphs 5 and 6 of “ppenaix A of Document 854,
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1oLl Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) proposed the following wording for
- the first sentence of paragraph 5 in order to ellmlnate the part
referring %o aroltpatlon.

"If a country requestlng 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 Broadcastlng
Conference,"

1.45 77 Mr. Morales -(Cuba)-recallsd that” the part -of the sentence,
which The Delegate-of~the H.S.S.R. proposed” to- eliminate had al=
"ready been the subject of dlscue51ons which had ZIasted -for hours,
end opposed to ellmlnatlon.~

1.46° - - Mr, Lazareanu (P.R. of Roumanla) adv150d that he would
submit a written statement referring to the preceding vote,

1,47 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 arbltratlon since the I F.R.B.
-had become +he arbltrabor.

1.48 Mr. Egorov' (Bleloru551an S.S. R.,) supported the Sov1et
pr‘OpOSq_g :
1.49 The Chairman consilteéd the Assembly.by.a vote by show of

hands, at the suggestIon of “the Delegation.of the U.S sAdy as
to whethep it w1shed to continue the dlscu5510n on the subgect.

‘ii5©?;g:{ﬁ' Lackirg two votes for a unanimous approval, the Assembly
decided that the question had been diécussed sufficiently.

21.5L_ . . . The Chairman then put to a vote the Sov1et proposal with
the following result? - 12 delegations in favour of the adoptlon
of the proposal, 27 against and 7 abstentlons.f"

1.52 "Consecueﬁtlv, the adoptlon of the text proposed by -the
Soviet Delegavion was thus rewected.

- 1.53 " 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 Documont No. 836




1.60

1.61

1,62

=10 = ,
(DOC; RFO. 9C7—E)

, 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,

Tho text of paragraph 5 of Article VIII of Document No.,
864 was therefore adoptcd with the elimination of the word

"extraordinary" before the word "Confercncc',

- Mr., Stcyanov (U.S.S.R.) supported by Mr. Egorov (Bielo- .
russian S.,S.R.) proposed to eliminate paragraph g, while Mr,
Kirk (U.K,) objected to the elimination and asked that, on the
contrary the text of paragraph 6 of Artlclo VIII of Document

~ No. 86% should be maintaincd,

1.57°

Th@ Chalrman consulued the Assembly by a uhow of hands

as .to the possibility of eliminating the text of paragraph 6 -

of Article VIII of Document No. 86li,  The result of the.vote
was as follows: 10 delegations were in favour of the elimirnge
ticn of paragraph 63 31 delegations were against it, and
there were 5 abotenulons.

The text of paragravh 6 of Article VIIT of Document No,
86l would not bec eliminated.

The Chairman consulted the Assémbly by a4 show of hands és
to the adoption of the text of paragraph 6 of Article VIII of

Document No. 86%, The result of the vote was as follows: 31

delegations in favour of the adoption of paragraph 6, 11 dele~-:

.;8&t10ns a"alnsf 1t and 4 abstentions. -

The toxt of baraaraph 6 of Article VIII of Document No.
864 was thus adopted, . - :

Mr. Lazareanu (P Rs of Roumapla), supported by the
Soviet Delegate, asked that the following sentence should be
added to Article VIII of Document No, 86k; ,

"The p”oV181ons‘of'ﬁfticlo”VIII“donccrh’SOlélymfﬁé;
froquon01es in 31mu1tanoouoly shared channols."

Mr. Klrk (U K. ) obgcctod to that addition and Mr,
Schaeffer (Morocoo and Tunisia) pointed out that the discu551on
of the subject of Article VIIT had bzcn closed.
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The Chairman put to a vote by a show of hands the Rou-

manian proposal. The rosult of the vote was as follows: 48' .

delegations were still present in the room, 10 declegations
in favour of the proposcd 1oa1t10n, 36 delegations against it,
and 2 absbontlono.

Thﬁ Roumanian prooos“l was thus rcgecfﬂd.

II, CONSIDERATION OF TH% FQURTH POINT ON THE AGENDA:

FIRST READING OF THE TWXTS REVISED BY THE DRAFTING COMMITTEE.

Mf Jacgucs Meyer (Franue) recalled that the texts had

“been adopted unanimously by the Drafting Cormittee and that

uhoy might well be adopted without discussion,

| Mr, Schaeffcr (Norocco and Tunisia) proposed that no dis-

~cussion as to the substance.of the foxts in question should

bo opcned.

Mr, Stoyanov (U. S.S R.) DOlntod out that these texts had
becen dlstrlbutod durlng April, It was necessary to read
them, but it was even moro nccessary to discuss the draft Plan

itself, aftor which it wovld be possible to discuss the texts
‘referring to the. A“r\omont

Mr, Kirk (Unitcd Kingdom) supported the French proposal

~.with the rescrvation that Article XI should be made the  sub-
1qoct of a speovﬂl study. Tat T on.

The Chairman asked tho Asscmbly to take a d60151on, by
roll call, if it wished to leave, for:thc time being, the
first Teadlnp of the text reviscd by the Drafting Commlttoe
in order to pass on to the study of. the fifth p01nt of the
Ageonda, - The result of the vot was as follows: 47 delegations

~present, 10 delegations in favour of the adoption of the pro-
posal, é

3 delcgations against, and 4 abstentlons.’

The proposal was thus reijccted.

Mr. Sterling (U.S, A.) proposed that thc scssion be ad-
journcd, .

"‘Mr, Stoyanov (U.S.S.R,.,) asked that the proposal of "the
U.S.Ae 0of adjourning the session should be put to a vote., He
protested against the violation of the Rulecs of Procedure
consisting in adopting a Report without having discussed it,
when it had bcbn possiblc to leave the dlSChSSlon for the next
scssion of the Plenary Assembly,
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Mr. Sastry (India) and Mr, Aoton (Canada) supported the '
Frcnch proposal,

Mr. toyanov (U.S.S.R.) again protested against the pro-
cedure of adopting a document. WLthout previous dlscu551on.,

Mr. Jacques Nevor (nrancc) obgbctbd to the obstructive
tactlcs of the Soviet Delegation,

Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) then made the following statements

"The Soviet Delegation had asked for the floor %!
point of order, and has been denied it, while other delegatlons
have been grwnted the floor

. "The Delegate of France has stated that he was not in
agrcement with the obstructive tactics of the Soviet Delegation,
I cannot sce how our delégation could have used obstructive
tactics in this Assembly, The Soviet Delegation, in accordance
with its preceding spceches, had presented its reservations™
concerning the impossibility of discussing, in duc time, the

- draft toxt of the Agrcement. That was its legal right, 1n ac=

cordance with the Rules of Procedure, The Sov1 t Delegatlon
has then asked that the discussion$ should be limited to the
points which appear on the Agenda, which roads. FIRST READING
OF THE TEXT, . IR :

"I have asked that one should at least glance at the
text, ©Since the Agenda recads: "FIRST RE ADING" the text
should be read and discussed. The' Agdnda has been adopted, and
should be ob%e“vod, ‘

"In the sccond place, the Soviet Delegation has not only
never obstructod anything, but has simply insisted on the ree-
spock for 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 text of the Agree-
ment without dicussion, when a number of delegations insisted
on the discussion of the text, constituted a discrimination
against thosc delegations. Thws is my reply to your charge of
obstruction, Mr. Meycr, It is not a matter of obstruction; it

“is a matter of the soverecign 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 bocausc 1t is throo o'clock in the

morning.
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‘BT am roady to ropﬂwn here until morning and shall be
roqdy for another scssion at 9 c'clock, -

"Gcntlomon, 1bt us ?copoct our own Rulcs of Procedure."

The Chairman then put to a vote, by o show of hands the
proposal of the U.S.4., Dc 1ogatlon that the subjeoct should be

" " considered sufficiently discusscd.. There were 47 delegations

prescnt, 36 delegations thought that the matter had been suf=-
ficiently discusscd, 8 delegations wern against it, 2 delega-

" tions did not take puIt in the vote, and. thorc were no abs-

tentions,

The discussgion on the subijcet was thus closcd,

The Chairman then ﬁut to a vote by a show of hands the

. proposal of the Doclegate of France to adopt Document lNo. 872,

with a reservation as to article XI, The result of:the vote
was as follows: "47 delegations present, 37 delegations in
favour of adoptlny Document No, 572, lO declegations did not
take parv in the voting, no contrary votes and no abstentions,

Mr. Stoyanov (U.S.S.R.) then made the following state-

mont:

"The Delegation of the U.S.S5.R., rcfuscd to participate
in the vote becausc it holds the opinion that the vote which
has just bcen taken is incorrect and éntirely contrary to the
Rules of Procedurc of this Conference, The subject inscribed
in the Agenda has not been discussced at all, The text proposed
has not boen read to us, althcugh on point 4 of the Agenda it
is stated: 'First rcading of the text rovised by the Drafting
Committeel!? ‘ e o

‘"The decision adopted with the reservations of the Dele-
gatlon of the United Kingdom must ‘be. considercd as discrimin-

" atory against .the countrics which previously had presentod

thelr reservations concerning the text of the Agrecoment, evor
since the first discussion of it in the Plenary As sombly.

"The “PlfCTOhco should takc' into considerotion those re-

scrvations and duly discuss them, This, by no means, is an
obistructicn, as Mr. Mcyer has sald, but a request that the
_.logltlmath and sovor01gn rlghus of oach dolcgwtlon bc respected,

"The Dmlegation hf tho Sov1et Union bollovos that the

'tqdoptlon of documents without dlscu551on, with ‘disrcgard for

a scrics of ‘reservations. prescnted by various countrlos, repre-
sents a refusal to collahorate and a dlscrlmlnqtﬂon.
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"We have met here to take decisions not upon a basis cf
dlscrlmlnatory methods, of idiktat!, of mechanical voting,
but in order to take decisions, and moreovor important de-
cisions, as thosc referring to thc text of” tho Agrcement, af-
ter a discussion and a study of the matter,

"The adoption of the Agrccment ropresants a voluntary
gesturc on behalf of cach country, and nobody can force us to
accept or to subscribe to the Agrcement against our wild,

"Alrecady in a pzocodlng Session of the Plcnary Assembly

did we stoate our rcasons for not being able to participate in
‘the discussion of the text of the Agrcement and that fact

should have been taken into consideration by the Conference,

- "We are very much surprised, Mr, Chairman, by the fact

that yocu have p@vml*tod a v1olat10n of "the RUlcs of Proccdurc
of our Confercncb, by omitting the discussion of this question
which is dinscribed in the Agenda, by orditting ¥the first read-
ing of the texti, as. 1ndwoated in point 4 of the Agenda (Docu~
ment Ne. 860) . : :

LN 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,

"We also state that the Delegation of the Sov1et Union
will be forced to raise the question of the violation of the
Rulcés of Procedurc of our Confercence at the next Plen1poten~

, tlary Conference of the I.T.U.

"Any obsorvat¢ons and proposnls concerning the text of
the Agrécment will be brought up again by us before our Con~
ference,"

The Chairman pointed ocut to Mr, Stoyandv that the rcser-
vation he attributed to the U.K. Delegation appearcd at the
bottom of page 13 of Document No., 872, It could not, there~

forc, be attributed to the U. Ke Dclegation,

Mr, Egorov (BlleTUSSl&n S.8.R.) then madé the folléWing
statecnent:

"The Delogatlons of the Biclorussian S.S, R anc the
Ukrainian S.S.R. have not rartlclpatod in the vote on the
illcgal proposal of the.French Delegation.. These two Delega-
tions rescrve the right-ta state their reservations on this
subject at the approprlate time., They fully support the state-
nent of the Soviet Delegation protesting against the injustice
and dlscrlmlnation of thls procedure."
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‘Mr.“Lazaroanu'(P.R._of Roumania) stated:

. "My Dclecgation has not taken part in the preceding vote,

os the proposal of the French Deolegation is contrary to the

Rulcs of Procedurc of this Comfcrence and Article 13 of Chap-
tor VI of the General Radio Regulations,

"Morcover, this document has not been discussed by our
Dclcgations tne first time, because i1t had just becn distritw
butOd,and now, bccause our Delegation has been unable to study
lu.»

"Finally, a documont is submitted to this Asscmbly in two
recadings, not to make thecrecof a formal sham, but ‘truly to dis-
cuss 1t, s¢ that the countrics may be in a position to sig-
nify their agrcement, These arce the most important acts of
our Confercnce, and for all these rcasons as well as for the
rcasons previously stated by the Delegations of the U.S.S.R.,
the Ukrainian S.S.R., and the Biclorussian S.S.R., our Dcle-
gntion also considers that this act is an act of discrimination
against our countrics, ' S

"Our Delegation reserves all rights with rogaid to all
the Articles of the text of the Internwtlonal Agrccement, print-
cd in Document No. 872,"

- Mr. Jacqucs Mcycr (France) pointed out that when dele-
gations scparated themsclves from their colleagues in order not
to participate with them in the discussions, this, indced,
constituted a discrimination., This had occurrcd on two oc-
casions, first in the discussion on the substance of the ques-

“tion and then in the Drafting Committee wherc-- and this regret

was addressed to the entirc Asscmbly-=only four countrics, out
of the M3 which had requested to take part, had come and had
been active in the work of this Committec., A fifth country=--
the. Biclorussian S.8.R.--came to the Drafting Committce, but

- rcfusced to participate in its work, Thesc discriminations were

voluntary on thc part of thosec dolegatlons which did not par-
ti01pqte in the work of the Committec,

Mr. Klutnor (U S A.) then made the'fOilowing statement:

”I wish to make sevcral vmry brief oommcnts. In the
oplnlon of my Delecgation, the cxplanation of thc term, "discri-
mination', which has becon given here by the Soviet Delegate
and by othcr sympathetic declegates, offers an incorrcct state-
ment of what has transpirecd, There has been no discrimination
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against these delegations, In fact, this Conlercnce has been
too paticnt with them. It is improper, at this late date, for

- any delegations to make such unjustificed accusetions whon there

remain but a few days in which to complete our work, I should
then like to say thot contrnry to whaot has beoen said by these
Delegations, I do not belicve that substanticl rescrvations
have been made in regpect of this document. The note at the
end of the Article refers to additional questions which had
been raised within the Committee, When this woes discusscd, the
Committce drew the attention of the Plenary Asscmbly to these |
'blanks! or gaps, in order to lecarn whether the Pleonary Asscem-=
bly considercd it necessary to fill in thesc gaps or 'blanks!,
This is the meaning of the notes which are found at the cnd of,
Article 11, and it is on this that the discussion of Article 11
shall be focused." (Applausc).

_ Mr, Kito (P.,R., of Albania) then made the following
statement: :

"On behalf cf my Delcegation and of ithe Delegation of the
Bulgarian P.R., which I rcpresent, I must surporf the state-
ments made by the U.S.S.R. Delegation. and, in addition, I
shall meke a few, very brief comments. The French Delegate
told us that it is the countrics now speaking which are dis-
criminating against themselves, because they 4id not participate
in the discussion oI the Agrecment at “he time the Assembly had
this under consideration. I must say that cach delegation which
docs not feel in a position to take part, at a given time, in
the discussion and voting of an act of our Cecnfercnce, has the
right to formulate 1ts reservations. The Conference does not
have the right and may in no way force a declegetion to partici-
pate in a discussion when this deicgation is not in a position
to do sc, neither having read nor studied the acts in question.,
And now 1t involves the Agrecment, the most important act of
the Conference. When certain delegations, minc among others,
made reservations in respect of  the "Agrecement, the honorable
Mr, Barajas, who was precsiding, told the Bieclorussian Delegation:
'You have the right to return <o this question and to make your
proposal at any time.'! The Plenary Asscmb™ly did not comment
on this statement by *he Chairnan orf the Ascombry. t is said
that substance should nct be discussed during the first and
seccond readings, but I rcmember that the Frerch Delegate stated
that the first reading did not take place mcrcly for the purposec
of cliciting comments on drafting bt nlso on substance and that,
furthermorc, the second recading was to discuss the substance,
For this rcason, my Delegatio~ considers that fthe decision taken
by a majority vote is a violation of ftiie 2ules of Procedure as
well as of all procedures followed in all irternantional
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confercences, If it is said that the Plenary Assembly has the
right to rcject the proposals submitted by a country, the right
sholild be granted to submit such proposalss but the decision
taken did not grant the right to the dolegations, 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 fornulate."

M, Baraijas (Vice~Chairman) confirmed the fact that whén,
during a previous meeting, the U.S.S5.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 decigion on the procedurc to be followed. His statement, as
it applied to the U.S.S.R. Delegation, was corrcct, and any
other delegation could, at any time, submit to the Plenary
Assembly for its consideration any point which it might deem
necessary, and the Plenary Assembly would decide whether it should
be discussed,

The session was adjourned at % a.m., 5 April 1949,

The Assistant Secretary: The Sécretary: APPROVED :

Th, Wettstein L. E, Dostert The Chairman
M. Perecyra

The "Reporter:
J«E. Castaingt
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MIﬁUTES OF THE PIEVLRY LSSEMBLY

Fifty-eighth Séssion

5 April 1949 (Morning)

The Chairman, Mr. Miguei Pereyra, declared the session
open at 11:30 a.me : :

Delegations present: People's Republic of Albania,
firgentine Republic, fLustralia (Commonwealth), fustria, Belgium,-
Bielorussian S.5.R.,; Burma.(represented by Pakistan), Brazil,
Popular Republic of Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, China, Vatican
City, Colombia (Republic), Portuguese Colonies, Colonies,
Protectorates and Overseas Territories of United Kingdom,
Belgian Congo, Cuba, Denmark, Dominican Republic (represented
by Nicaragua),Egypt, L1 Salvador (represented by ruguay),
Ecuador (represented by Brazil), United States of America,
Finland, France, Guatemala (represented by Cuba), lungary,
India, Indonesia, Iran (represented by Switzerland), Iceland,
Italy, Liberia (revnresented by the United States of fmerica),
Luxembourg (represented by the Netherlands), Mexico, Monaco,
Nicaragua, Norway, lNew Zealand, Pakistan, Panasma, Netherlands,
Poland, Portugal, Morocco and Tunisia, People's Federal
Popular Republic of Yugoslavia, Ukrainian S.5.R. (represented
by the Bielorussian S.5.R.), Southern Rhodesia, Popular
Republic of Roumania, United Kingdom, “iam (represented by
France Overseas), Sweden, Switzerland, Syria (represented by

. Egypt), Czechoslovakia, Territories of the United States of
America, Overseas Territories of the French Republic, Turkey,
Union of South Lfrica, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Uruguay (Oriental Republic of), Venezuela (United States o%),
Lthiopia, : : T ’

. Also presaet: Mr, L. Barajas, Vice-Chairman of the
Conferences - : o

‘Other members: Mr. Catd y Galt of the I.F.R.B.
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The following wecrce represented by Ovservers<- P.R. of
Mongolia, 0.I.R., United Nations, S.C.L.P.

Secretariat: Hr. L. E. Dostert, Secrétary of the
Confercnce.

CONSIDERATION OF POINT FIVE OF THE AGENDA (DOC. 860):
REPORT OF WORKING GROUP 10~B- 0N THE. RULES OF rROCLDURE FOR
THE TECHNICAL PLAN COMMITTEE.

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

Mr, Albuduerque (Brazil) gave a.brief explanation and
sumrary of his proposal with regard to the confefrlng of

: teMporary mandates by members of bhe Technical Plan Committee.

(Document o 857)

The Assembly anoroved Artlcles 1 to 5 1nclu51ve of
Document No. 870,

Article 6

‘Mr. Dostert (Secretary) read a proposal which took into
‘account the views of the Brazilian Delegationj -this vroposal,
with an aﬂeﬂament aaae by Mr. Jacques Meyer (France3 was:

_ ‘”Nembers of tho Lechhlcal Plan Committee are not authoriz-
ed to confer p@rma“enb mandates, and temporary powers of

- representation may. only be conferred for a oeflod not exceeding

two weeksy such powers. noL belpg renewable.”,f

Mr. Stovanov (U 5.8 R ) con51dered 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 nembers,
according to its terms of reference, were international repre-
sentatives and not delcegates of thelr various countries. If
a member of the Committee was unable to take part in the work
for say, ten days, because of 1313655, the transfer of his
nandate would-serve no:purpose since the absent member would
not be able to take part in thc-worke. He could not see what
would be achieved by such a transfer and he was, -therefore,
opoosed to including an additional text in Article 6 which
should be malqtajneo in its present form,




3 -
(DOC . OO()-* )

1.6 HMr, Albucucrque (Brazil) callec attention to Chapter. 3

‘ paragraph 3 of the Atlantic City General Regulations according
to which "a duly accredited delegation may give a mandate to
another duly accredited delegation to exercise its vote at
one or morec sessions at which it is unable to be present',

1.7 The Assembly aporoved Article 6, discussion of the
Brazilian vroposal being adiourned until the end of the
session.

The Assembly avpnroved Articles 7 to 10 dnclusivee.

Article 11 -~ Voting Procedure.

SLLICAC 4o '

1.8 Mre. ¢s Co Buchanan (Mexico) nroposed that the following
text be added as paragraph 1l)a of Article 11:

"The meetings »f the Working Grovps shall start at the
nour established, with the numbe: of delegations who are
nresent.!

hlS amendment was accepted bv the Assemblyve

1.9 Hr. Buchanan also suggested that the first part of
parazraph 2 should read: '

"In order that a vote bc valid, normally 50% of the
delegations accredited....'" then the paragraph would read as
in the original text. :

The fcllowing text should be added as paragraph 2)a:

"If no quorum is ob btained, the vote shall take place af
the rext meeting, whatever number of delegations be vresent.”

1.10 Mr, Stovanov (U.S.S.R.) nroposed that in-paragraph 2 the
phrase '"fifty percent of the delegwtlons” be replaced by
"eighty percent of the delegations'. ‘

l.11 Mr. Jacgues leyer (France) cxnressed ourpriso that the
U.5.8.R. Delegation, vhlch aad ftalten part in the unanimous
aporoval of this document in the Forklng Group, should now
wish to raise the guestion 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
Comumittee would not prevent the work from continuing,.




l.12

1.13

T
(DOC. 908-E)

Mr. Stoyanov (U.5:8.R.) declared that his Delegation
had the right to raise this questlon in the Plenary Session
and asked that his nronosal be put to the vote.

Mr. Egorov (Bielorussian and Ukrainian S.S.R.) said that

- the Conference,. in setting up the Technical Plan Committeé,

- had the right to expect all the latter's members to be present

1.1k

1.15

1.16

1.17

1.18

1‘19

at its meetings. The U.S.S.R. proposal to increase the per-
centage to 80 merely served to stress the 1mbortaqce of the
work which the Committee would carry out.

The Chairman then put the U.S.S.l.. proposal to the vote
with the following results: 10 Delegations 1n favour of tho
proposal, 40 against and 9 abstentions. - ‘

The Assembly relected the U.S.85.R. proposal.

The Assembly also decided by a large majority to deletec
the word "nmormally" included in the Mexican proposal to amend
paragraoh 2e

Mr. ILalié (Yuvoslav1a) w1shod the Follow1na text to be
added to Article 11

”The absences must be justified."

ThlS nroposaT vas aoproved by the Assembly.
Article 11 was now composed as follows:

Paragraphs 1 and 2, as in the text of Document No. 870;
sub-paragraphs 2)a anc¢ 2)b would be the two proposals of
Mexico as approved by the Lsscmbly; sub-paragraph 2)c would
be the text proposed by Mr, Lalié (Yugoslavia). Paragraph
3 would remain as given in Document No. 870, '

The Assembly aonrovcd Article 11 as amcnded. as WGll as
Articles 12 and 13,

Mr. Jacoues Meyver (France) drew attention to the nced to
decide in what circumstances the Committcc would be entitled

to transmit to the countrics the draft proposals for the

1.20

various phases of thc Plan,

Mr, Stoyanov (U.S5.S5.R.) said that if the Committece drecw
up a draft Plan which 1t wes unable to approve, then there
wag only onec alternative -- to start the work again and draw
up a better Plan., A4rticle 13 should be retained in 1ts prescnt
forme






























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































