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Page 9 = Para, 2,39 ~ Mr. Sastry (India) - Replace the second sentence
- by the follow1ng ¢ : .

"The question of generos1ty spoken of by eertﬂln delegates did’
not arise and the only important poin% was to adhere to the |
provisions of ‘the Convention.",

Pagemlé-_~Para.2 56 ~ Mr. Jayasekara’ (Ceylon) - 7th llne, in- place ofy 5
: " M4y he did not think that the Conference was competent to consider
the question of its legality." read :

- "yee he did not think 1t was for the Conference to consider the
‘ questlon of its 1egality."

Para.2¢57 ~ Idem - in p]ace cf: "The Delegation of Ceylon did
' not consider itself campetent to votesss.™, read: o

"The Delegation of Geylon would not take part in a vote.... .

Page 13~ Para, 2,62 - Mr, Arboleda (Colombia) = 7th and 8th lines, add after
" eompetent! the words "o modlfy the Atlantlo Clty Convention"
The rest without change.

Page 15~ Paras 2,78 - Mr. Jaxasekara (Ceylon) ~ in place ofs "tﬁe Delegation
of Ceylon could take no part in a vote ..4", read' “ﬁhe‘Delegation
of Ceylon would teke no part in a votesss"e ~
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International High Frequency o Dg' cunent No,20] "E
Broadcasting Conference ‘ ' 25 May 1950

—

Firenze/Rapallo - 1950

MINUTES
of ths
TWELFTR MEETING OF THE PLENARY ASSEMBLY
Friday, 12 May 1950 at 10 a.m. |
' Kurssel-Excelsior, Rapallo -

UESTIONS DI : l. Chairmanship of the Mesting.

2. Telegrams to the Secretary General of the I.T.U.
fron the Auministrations of the U.S.S.R., the
Bielorussian S.S.R., and the Ukrainian S.S.R.
(Doc. no,120), the Hungarion P.R. (Doc. no.12l),
Czechoslovekia (Doc. no.122), the Republic of
Paland (Doc. no.l48) and the P.R. of 4lbania
(Doc. no.149), announcing their refussl to contri-

bute towards the expenses of the present Conference.

CHAIRMAN ' 3 Mr. Gneme (Vice~Chairmen of the Confercnce) .
VICE-CHAIRMAN : General L, Sacoo |
ECRETA : Mr. Jo Millot
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Delegations pregent ¢ Commonwealth of Austraiia - Belgium -~ Burma‘~ Canada =
| Ceylon = China - State of Vatican City = ‘Republic of '
: Oolombia - Portuguese Colonies = Gdlonies, Protectorates,
Oversea Territories and Territories under mandate or
trusteeship. of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and.
 Northern Ireland - Oversea Territories of the Ffench -
Republic and Territories administered ag such = .
Belgian Gongo and Territories of Ruandi-Urundi - Cuba -
Denmark - Dominican Republic - Egypt - United States
of America - Ethiopia - Finland - France - Greece ~
India - Republic of the United States of Indonesia -
Iran ~ Iceland - State of Israel - Italy - Japan -
Hashimite Kingdem of Jordan - Lebanon - Luxembourg =
\VAMéxico,-‘Mohaco - Nicaragua - Norway - New Zealand -~
Pakistan - Paraguay - Netherlands - Fortugal - French
Prbtectorétes of Morocco and Tunisia - Federal People's.
Republic of Yugoslavial~/80uthern Rhodesia = United
Kingdom of Great Britain'anleorﬁhern Ireland - Sweden =
Swiss Confederation - Syrla ~ United States Territories -

‘Uruguay. '
Observer :  United Nations
o_pregent; 3 Mr. Mulatier, Secretary Generdl of the International

Telecommunication Union.

Mr. Gracie, Chairmen of the International Frequency
Registration Board.
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. CHATRMANSHIP OF THE MEETING

Mz, @g}g (Italy), Vice-Chairman, stated that Mr. Vallauri had asked hinm
to assume the Chalrmanshlp in hig unavoidable absence and declaraithe meeting

- opened.

'2, TELEGRAMS TO THE SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE I,T,U., FROM T S
ADMINISTRATIONS OF THE U.S,S.R., THE BIELORUSSIAN S.S.R., AND THE
" UKRAINIAN S8R (Doc. No.120), THE HUNGARIAN PR, (Doc, No,121),-

. CZECHOSTOVAKIA (Dog, No.122), THE REPUBLIG OF POLAND (Doec, No.148),
AND THE P.R, OF ALBANTA (Doc, No,149) ANNOUNCING THEIR REFUSAL TQ
CONTRIBUTE TOWARDS THE_FXPENSES OF TH PRESENT OONFERENCE. .

ygh;ui;;gg Secrotary, read out the telegrams addressed to the Secretary
General of the I,T.U, by the Administrations of the U.S.S.R., the Bielorussian
S«S.Re, and the Ukrainian S.S.Ri, the Hungarian P.R., Czechoslovekia, the
Republic of Poland and the P.R..of Albania, announcing their refusal to

- contribute towards the expenses of the present Conference, and publlshed as

Documents 120, 121, 122, 148 and 149.

. M;4“§4235L41~ (Colombla) recalled that in the course of the nlnth meeting .

'he had already exnressed his general opinion on the subjecte

The problem raised by the telegrams ‘just read out was of a legal nature

and consequéntly an Administrative Conference was not competent to consider

its On the other hand, it was undeniable that a decision should be taken,
otherwise more serious problems could arise in the future. It was inconceiv-
able that a fundamental question could be decided by unilateral declaration,.
or that the Atlantic City Convention could be interpreted according to the
whim of Administrations. If this were not the case, and if, by such a course
of action countries could simply state that they would not bear their share

- of expenses, the whole of the expenses might at any moment. be thrown upon only

few countries or perhaps even on one szountry alone‘

In the clrcumstances, Mr. Arboleda suggested that the question be
referred to the Administrative Council which was competent to interpret the
Atlantic City Convention and that, to this end, the Assembly adopt a proposal -
of a general nature which would not entail a long debate, since in any case

- the Administrative Council would have to review the whole problem and to

discuss it at present ‘would be a waste of time.

T Eaxr;ggg (Unlted States of Amerlca) stated that Mr. Arboledals
remarks were pertinent and were especially valuable since they emanated from
a member of the Administrative Counecil, who, moreover, was considered to be

one of the most experienced statesmen of the I.T.U.
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246 »  The United States Delegation shared to a great extent the p01nt of view

Ed

- expressed by the Delegate of Colombia and submitted the following draft
resolution :‘ N

“Resolved that the Plenary ‘Assembly:

ls Reguest the Secretary General of the I.T.U,. to submit in: accord- o
' ance with the procedure prescribed by the Convention, blllS for
the proportionate share of expenses of the Conference to all
,,nations that have in any way participated in the Conference.

) 2. Direct Committee No. 7 (Budget Commlttee) to review the estlmeted‘.
. asgessments. to be prepared by the Secretary upon the two bases
follownng. ' :

‘ o a) Cost to each country upon the assumption that all participat—
- e ing members are bllled and will meet their obligations;

b) Cost to the balance of particxpatlng countries should those:
- nations which have indicated their unwillingness to meet
.. their obllgatlons in fact fail to do 80.

3, Direct Committee 7 to submit a report to the Plenary Assembly
. containing the above information. This report -will be sent to
the Admlnistratlve Councll of the I.T.U. for information, "

247 S The Qhaigmgg stated that in accordance with the prov151ons of
: ' Resolution No, 83 of the Administrative Council, Committee 7 was not
" competent to consider tis problem. The Conference could certainly entrust ’
it to the«latter, but the Seeretary had already carried out ‘the major part
of the work, He therefore asked the United States Delegatmon if it would
not be prepared to modify its proposal slightly. :

K ] : Mr, Baggggg (Unlted States of America) replled that he was prepared '
e o agree to any amendment thet might be 1n accordance with the Assembly‘s
Wlahes . . ) .
2.9 Mr. Sastry (India) supported the resolution proposed by the United

‘States Delegation. He thoughtthe Secretariat should prepare detailed'.
xaccounts, whlch should be examined by the Budget Committee,

2,10 , In his oplnion para. 2 b) of the United States draft was of a provision-
. .al nature, a point which he thought should be mentioned. Indeed it would '
not be .possible to s-ay, until the end of the Conference, which delegations
‘had been present, throughoute 4 decision as to the principle was more
‘important than the. questlon of how much the delegations present might have
to paye

20,11 : The Administrative Council should therefore decide whether a country
‘that had accepted an invitation to a conference, ar? had taken part in the
work of that conference for a’ perlod which it had itself fixed, should not
pay o share of the costs. s .

Dn/Cp
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. Mro Mulatier, Secretary General- of ‘the I.T. U., restated hls views on-\
the matter. They could be summed up as follows.

Para. 3 (1) of Artlcle 14 of the Atlantlc City Internatlonal Tele-
communlcatlorxGonvention, reading as follows: ‘

" 3 (l). .The‘extraordlnary expenses shall include all expenses per-
t taining to plenipotentiary conferences, administrative
- conferences and meetings of the International Consultative:
Committees., They -shall be borne by the Members and Associate
- Members who have agreed to partlcipate in theoe conferences
. and meetings™ :

was cleor and prec1se, and allowed of no interpretatlon. Apy State that had :

_expressed its desire to take part in a conference, even if not represented

was bound to share the extraordlnary expenses incurred. .

Under the terms of Article 14 "For the purpose of apportioning expenses,
Members and Associate Members shall be divided into 8 rlasses, each contribut-
ing on the basis of the mumber of units of those expenses "

) At a previous meetlng it had been asked what further flnanc1al burden
would have to be borne by the countries actually present if the countries

 whose representatives had left the conference did not pay their contributory
 .shares, Calculations made by the Secretariat revealed that the unit for the .

pregent conference amounted to Swe Frae 1,921.20 and it would be increased
to Swe. Frs. 2,215.70 (dlfference Swe Frse 294450.) if it were decided not
to send accounts to the Stutes thet had -1left. the’ conference.

The Secretarlat had drawn up the following table, which showed the

situation olearly.,

Class - .| No. of Units Expenses ' Expenses if cost

Swigs. Francs

30 | 57,6360 66,471~

1
:3 . 20 ] 38,424 . 4tiy314 0=
A B 28,818~ . -.33,235450
5 10 - 19,212,- - . 22,157~
6 5 © o 9,60be= 11 078450
7. 3 L 5,T63.60 6 »6477.10
8 1 1,923.20 . 2 215.70
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M;4~§;:§g;gg; (Egypt) said that the difference betwsen the amounts
involved ‘waa not very great. He too, however, considered that it was a
question of principle, which concerned the Union as a whole, not only for

the present conference but for future meetlngs as well.

He added that he was not competent to. dlscues the. problem and if a vote
was taken in the Plenary Assembly he would abstain, ..

The th;gmgn agreed that the questlon affected future confeiences as
well as the present one. The accounts would not be closed until two or
thrée mohihs after the end of the Conference, and the Administrative
iﬁouncil could therefore study the matter during that period.

‘The R.F, §gggor§i (Vatican City) shared the views of the Egyptian
Delegate, and added that account should be taken of the fact that in the
- telegrams clrculated, stress had been laid not on the fact that the
gountries in question had participated for only a few days, but on the
'fact that the conference had taken an illegal’ dec181on.

In the 01rcumstances the prlnclple involved should be defined as

: fbllows.'

”Oan an Administration -excuse itself from partlcipating in the ex-
'pénses on the grounds that.a decision adopted by a majority of the
members present at a conference is congidered by that Admlnistratlon

© to be illegal?" :

Mr, Fryer (Unlted Kingdom.Golonies) doubted whether the conference

~ was ‘competent to take a - -decision on the. general princmple.

. Para, 3 of Artlcle 14 of«the Convention, stlpulating that the extra-
ordinary expenses "shall be borne by the Members and Assoclate Members. who

" have agreed to participate in these conferences and meetings", was quite

eclear, and the present administrative conference was bound by those prow’
¥isions, which had been adopted by the most important bcdy of the I.TeU., -
the Plenipotentlary Conference. .

4

) Tt seemed to hlm that it was necessary to decidebhow Article 14 was
to be applied to the present situation, and the questlon of 1nterpretat1on

- rested with the Administrative Councll.

He wondered what repercussions the final decisionlfould have, and
asked for publication of the figures mentioned by the Secretary General

. Mr, Mogssly(Syrla) seconded the Delegate of Egypt and pointed out to
the Delegate of the Vatican City that the delegations in question had '
contested the legallty not only of the decision taken but of the whole
'conference.
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(2429 Mr, Green (New Zealand) supported the. Delegate of the United Kingdom
Colonies and agreed with'the Delegate of India that a question of general
principle was involved. It was of great significance and the consequences,
though hard to foresee, might be manifold. The table submitted by the
Secretary General of the I.T.U, was very ‘interesting but could not be re~

- garded as a dominant factor. In the circumstanges the Delegation of New
Zealand was not prepared to bear the extra expense caused by the departure
‘of certain delegations., The matter should therefore be placed before the

’ Adminlstratlve Councll. S

2,28 At this stage of the meeting several delegates made statements whdoh ‘
: they wished to have 1nc1uded in the minutes, viz. , A :

-a) Mr. Sastzy (Indla)

- "I wish to state categorlcally. -

) "1) that my Admlnlstratlon ‘is not prepared as certaln previoua
-8peakers have sald of their countrles, to pay more than ite normal
. share, -

, "2) that the Gensral Secretariat of the LTV mist send
~ accounts to the varlous administrations in accordance. with para,.3 (1)
' _of Article 14, ) )
"3) that, wherever the accounts are not met, the case will
have to be considered, as the Secrotary General of the I,T,U. has
stated, at the next Plenlpotentzary Conference in accordance with
- the procedure accepted at Atlantic City;

’ ¥4) that there is no obJectlon to the question of prlnclple
- belng submitted to the Administrative Council for study and the
~,necessary recommendations to the next Plenipotentlary Gonference."

2.29 | b) Mz, ggggg, Chalrman

ny wish to state on behalf of the Adminlstration of Italy and the

' Adminlstratlon of Nicaragua that they do not agree to make any
.contribution towards the extra costs in connectlon with the matter
under dlscuss1on.J

"Unless the Secretary General receives instructions to the contrary
from the Administrative Council, to whom the general question 'will
be submitted, he should apply strictly the provisions-of Article 14
regarding the apportionment of expenses, ise, divide the total ex-

penses of the conference among the members who agreed to participate,
. whether or not they attended and whether oy not they withdrew."

]

. Dn/Cp
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c) Daumard (France) ¢

"Mr. Chairman, I should also like to state on behalf of the French
Delegation and the Delegation of Monaco that these two adminisira-
tions do not intend to contribute to the extra costs that would
be caused by the non-payment by the administrations which withdrew
from the Conference after having participated or having agreed to
participate, if those administrations are not prepared to pay their
contributory shares,

BMoreover, Mre. Chairman, I should llke to draw the Assembly's
attention to the proposal that the question of principle thus
raised should be referred to the Administrative Council, I think
a risk is involved, for if we refer this question of pr1n01ple to

. the Administrative Council that will imply that we are -inclined
to agree with its contents; if therefore we do refer the proposal
to the Administrative Council we should make our opinion in this
respect quite clear, In this connection I must say that the Fremch -
Delegation’s opinion is unwavering : we cannot admit the possibility
of Article 14, para. 3 being called into question,.”

d) Mr, Leotte (Portugal) :

"Our Government is not prepared to bear any extra expense as a result
of the fact that certain countries have left or may leave the Confer-
ence, The Delegation of Portugal consgiders that the question of the
‘application of Article 14 of the Atlantic City Internmational Tele=-
communication Convention is the province of the Administrative
Council alone, It is not in favour of sending any recommendation to
the Council with regard to the possibility of debiting the countries
partlclpatlng in the Conference with extra costs."

. Mz. Mglggr (Mexico) wished to state categorically that from the legal

point of view, the present Conference was ruled by Article 14 of the Atlantic
City Regulations and consequently under no cireumstances was Mexico prepared
to bear the additional expenses caused by the withdrawal of certain delegations,.

Mzadgzhglggu (Colombia) asked whether, in order to avoid all delegations
declaring ‘in turn that they were not prepared to pay more than their contri-
butéry share it would not be preferable for the Chairman to ask which ad-
-ministrations were prepared to bear an additional share if the countries
which had left the Conference definitely refused to pay their shares, -

Mo, Metrlor (Switzerland) fully associated himself, in the name of the
Swisg awd Iran Delegations, with the statement made by the Delegate of France.
Neither of the Administrations which he represented would accept any addition-
al expenses which might result from countries which had left *he Conference
not paying thelr shares.

M;;_ggg_ggghgxpgk (Netherlands) considered that reference of the question
to the Administrative Council should in mno way be considered a tacit recog-
nition by the Conference that it assumed any responsibility ih the matter,

The Administrations which had sent the telegrams were fully aware of this,

1; since they had addressed them to the Secretary General of the I.T.U.
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A

The latter had had the courtesy to acquaint the Conference with these
telegramg, but the problem did not officially concern the Conference and it

‘was the Administrative Council that would have to deal with the‘matter.

The ;hg;;mgg expressed the opinion that the Secretary General was
obliged to acquaint the Conference with those telegrams, if only for its
information. It was for that reason that the question had been put on the

~

"He also recalled that it was the rule for the Secretary General of the.
I.T.U. to report to the Administrative Council on every Conference. Conse-

‘quentlyseven if the Assembly decided not to express an opinion, the Ad-

ministrative Council could if it so w1shed, consider the matter and take

t

As Delegate of Italy the speaker expressed the opinion that the
Plenary Assembly should affirm that the Secretary General must apply

Article 14 of the Atlantic Clty Convention; in other words, that he was
- obliged to apportion the expenses of the Conference among all the countries

which agreed to participate, whether or not . they attended and uhether or
not they W1thdrew. , - . ] S

Mz, Sgsggy.(India) tabled a formal motion that the.Assembly should
1limit itself to a statement that the Secretary General was bound to abide
by the provisions of Article 14 of the Atlantic City Convention, and that
the debate should be closed. .The question of generosity did not arise and
unless a delegation made a special request for the Administrative Council
to consider the question of the modification of para., 3 (1) of Article 14 of
the Atlantic City Conventlon, reference to the Admlnlstrative Council was
not necessery. _
: R’ .
‘The Chairman confirmed his previous statement that the Secretary

‘General should strictly apply the provisions of Article 14 of the Convention

and that consequently it was not for the Conference to take mmy steps nor

‘to acquaint the Administrative Council with the matter. If the latter
“wished to deal with the question it could do so on the strength of the

. Secretary Generalls report.

2441
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" If that 1nterpretatlon was accepted the queetlon was solved for the
Plenary Assembly. : :

Mr, E1 gggggg (Egypt) also raised a point of order. In his opinion
the Conference was not competent to take a decision, It was 'a question,

for the Administrative Council as the following prov1s1ons of Article 5 "
’(paragraphs 10 and 11) showed s

Y

C110 (1) The Adminlstratlve Council shall be respensible for taking all"
steps to facilitate the implementation by the Members and Associate Members
of the provisions of the Convention, of the Regulations and of the decisions
of the Plenipotentiary Conferences
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"11l, In éarticular,-the Administrative Counecil shall......

a) supervise the Adminlstrative functions of the Union°"

2;43 -In the cmrcumstanges he wag unable to vote on the question.
2444~ The Chairmen pointed out that in his opinion the Plenary Assembly

- had no decisions to take. The telegrams in question were addressed to

" the Sécretary General of the Unionj who had to communicate them to the
next gession of the Administrative Council, &nd unless the latter decided
to the contrary and. instructed him accordlngly, he would have to apply
Articls 14e ' o _ .

 2;45  . Mr, Jean Meyer (Oversea France) p01nted oub:

l) That the questlon of the generous gesture, that had been |
- mentioned no longer arose, since a considerable number of speakers had
affirmed that their administrations would not be prepared to pay any
*additional expenses resulting from the withdraval of certain delegationsr

_ : 2) That the Conference had no suggestlon to make nor decision to
take with regard.to the appllcation of Article 14,

3) That, hcwever, a question of prlnclple remalned to be settled,
viz: whether a country can refuse to pay its share of the expenses on the
grounds that the Conference had taken a decision it considered illegal.
This question of principle could not be resolved by the Conference but
should be referred to the Admlnlstratlve Council,

2.6 Mr, grgeg (New Zealand) congidered that the discussion could be con~-
~ siderably shortened if Mr, Gneme's and Mr., Leotte!s statements, which they

asked to have inserted in the minutesywere amended so as to reflect not.
only the opinion of the Italidn and Portuguese Delegatlons, but that of
the entire Plenary.Asvembly.

247  The _hg;;ggg considered that the propdsal according to whlch : ‘
"The Secretary General was obliged to apportion the expenses of -the Confer=
ence, among all countries which agreed to participate, whether or not they
attended and whether or not they withdre#® met the wishes of the New
Zealand Delegate. ‘

2.8 . Mr, Moussly (Syria) stated ‘that the Governments of Syrla and Jordan
. would be unable to contribute to the additional expenses resultlng from
the withdrawal of certain delegatlons.

Dn/Cp ' T
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At the resumptlon, a resolutlon by the Delegation of Ggl mpgg;

“appearing in Document 138, was put before “the Assembly. - The text' was
as follows:

"The eeoond Internetiohei High Frequéncy Broedcasting Confersnce

YRESOLVES . | R

"that. the expenses incurred byvthls‘conferehce shall be shared in

aceordance with Article 14 of the Atlantlc City Conventlon, whose
prbvisions are f1na1 L

On behalf of the Delegatlon of Italy, gL‘”gggmg proposed the followe

ing resolutlon'

"The Florence/Rapallo'Conference,

WHAVING NOTED, the telegrams ‘sent to the Secretary General of the Union

by those countries whose delegations have left the Conference, and
containing statements to the effect that !they consider the convening
of this Conference, to which the representatives of the reactionary
clique of the Kuo Min Tang have been invited, to be illegal, and that
their administrations will therefore not contrlbute towards the ex~
penses of the Conference’ - '

| WUNANIMOUSLY EXPRESSES the opinion that the Secretary General of the

Union should apply Article 14, para. 3 (1) of the Atlantic City
Convention, apportioning the expenses of the Conference among all the
- Members and Associate Members of the Union who have agreed to
participate in it, even if they have not actually been present or

: have withdrawn at any time from the Conference."

M;, Bokhari (Pakistan) had studied the two proposals and obsérved that

the delegates to the Conference were not plenipotentiaries competent to

. -discuss financial matters. Any decision that certain countries had or had
not to pay certain expenses was a financial matter; it was the province of
the. Administrative Council and he was not competent to discuss it. He

" therefore proposed that the Conference restrict itself to the task before .
it and consider: problems concerning high frequency broadcasting. .

Barringer (United States of America) explalned that the proposal

~ he had submitted had been intended, above all, to keep the problem w1thin
bounds and facllitate the debate, :

Now that he had heard the newly proposed texts, he withdrew his-

A proposal and seconded the proposal submifted by the Delegate of Colombia,
which had the great merit of being clear and concise,
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T ygg den Broek (Netherlande) thought the Conference would be unwise

Cto adopt the proposal, in spite of its. brevity and clarity; since it was-

xev1dent that the Conference was bound by the Atlantic City Convention, an

, expllclt affirmation in a resolution to the effect that the Convention.

would be' applied was, to his way of thinking, as misplaced ‘as would be a
statement by Parllament to the effect that the Constitution would be
‘applieds - .

Mrs &g;;pp_;s (Indonesia) wondered how the pfoblem’would be solved if
the Soviet Administration, instead of réplying. to the Italian Government's

- invitation, had sent a delegate to Florence who, at the meeting of Heads

of Delegations, had said that he would not take part in the vork of the
Conference unless an invitation was sent to the Adminlstration of the .
‘Chinese Peoplets Republic., '

. Moreover he seconded the statements made by the Delegatlons of Egypt
and Pakistanj ‘Indonesia was prepared to accept a ruling by the Admlnlstrative

“Couneil, to which it would be best to refer the matter.

Mr. Javaseckara (Geylon) considered . that the questlon raised by the -
.telegrams. which had been read out was much more serious than that of share
ing the additional expenses among various countries, The telegram publish~
ed as Document 120 showed, as the Delegate of Syria had pointed out, that
certain delegations were calllng'“”* tan the legality of the Conference
and were therefore rcfusing to pay their share of the expenses. In the’
circumstances, he did not .think that the Conference was competent to
congider the question of its legality. PFurthermore, as had been pointed .
out, the telegrams had been addressed to the General Secretariat, which
was the permanent executive organ, end, 'as the Netherlands Delegation had
suggested, it would be advisable simply to take note of them.and leave the
Secretary General to submit ther to the Administrative Counrml which would
take such action as it deemed necessarys :

The Delegaylon of Ceylon 'did not con31der 1tse1f competent to vote on
a proposal recommending thalt the éxpenses be apportloned in conformlty with

the Atlantic City Conventlon or in any.other manner,’

Mr. Mougs;y (Syrla) seconded the prev1ous speaker.

Mr, Megmler (Swztzerlgnd was prepared to support either the Chairman's
or the Colombian Delegate's proposal. He thought’ that if the word
"resolves" in the latter was changed to "observes", the objection raised
by the Delegate of the Ne*herlands would be met, '

s .

The R.LF Soccor51 (Vatican Clty) seconded the Swiss amendment. The

et o e

legality of the Conference had indeed been called in question, but the -
Plenary Assembly should not on that account be led to declare itself-incom-

. petent in the matter, Moreover, the very fact that the Conference was con~

tinuing its work was a formal affirmation that it cons1dered itself legal.
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2,61 Mg;nggg_g (New Zealand), seconded by Mr. Boghari (Pakistan@, proposed
to smend the - Colomblan text as follows:

"The second ngh Erequency Broadcastlhg Conferance

NOTES

Mthat it has no power to alter the provisions of Article 14 of the
Atlantic City Convention and that all questions concerning the legality
of the present Administrative Conference or the apportiorment of ex~ -

‘penses must be examined by the Adminlstratlve Council."

2.62 Mx,iéxhg;ggg (Colombla, was grat:fled by the support given to his
~ proposal, whose sole aim was to supply a solution to the problem facing the
Conference. He could see no objection to replacing the word "resolves" by
' the word "observes", It had been repeatedly pointed out’ that the Conference
" - was not competent to change the provisions of the Atlantic City Convention.
That was true, but the fact that the problem was referred to the Administra- .
Yive Council was not to be interpreted as meaning. that that Organ was compet=-
ents No one should have any illusions about- the matter, In that regard, he
thought it might be advisable to quote Article 4 of the Atluntlc Clty Gon-
ventions The text was as follows: o ‘ -

"Article 4 ~ vf | - - o ’ s
"Structure of the'Unlon

“The organization of the Union shall be as follows:i

1. the Plenipotentiary Oonference . whlch is the supreme organ of the
Unions . .

-

e Admlnlstrative’Conferences;
3. the permanent organs of the Union which are:

a) the Administrative Council,
b; the General Secretariat, '
¢) the International Frequency Reglstratlon Board (1. F.R.B ),
d) the International Telegraph Consultative Committee (C.C.I.T.),
@) the International Telephone Consultative Committee (C.C.I.F. s
£) the International Radio Consultatlve Committes (C.C I.R.) "

2463 That text showed clearly that the 1mportance of the organs of the Union
- _depended to a great extent on the number of countries that could make their
voices heard in those organs. The Administrative Council was composed of 18
Members, as everyone knew, It was very international in character, but none-
theless, because of the limited number of its members, it was mentioned, in
the Article dealing w1th the Structure of the Unlon, after the idmlnlstratlve
_ conferences.

'Dn/Cp
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: The Conforence should always be guided by the provisions of the
Atlantic City Convention and work in harmony with them. When he had
submitted the extremely simple text that was before the Assembly, he had
had that principle in mind.

However, a far‘more serious question had been ‘raised. It appeared'
from the statements made by the.Delegates of Ceylon and of the Vatican
City that there was some doubt as to the legality of the Conference. If
that was so, it must be romoved as quickly as possible; the question must

“be considered openly and conclusions drawn from the reply given.

At the beginning of the meeting, when, one after another, delegates
had requested the insertion of their statements in the minutes, he had

invited the Chairman to agk the Assembly which administrations were pre=-
~ pared to bear the additional expenses arising from the departure of

certain delegations., He had not asked from idle curiosity; he had been
trying to find out the Assembly!s opinion, 8o as to guide the Administra~

‘tive Council, which was obliged to act in accordance with the lead given

it by the countries participating in conferences and with their attitude.

In the case in question, the very fact that the Conference was going
on with its work clearly showed that it considered itself legal,

Certain facts could not be denied: the Atlantic City .Convention exist~
ed, its provisions were clear, the Secretary General of the I.T.U. was
bound to apply them and his functions were explicitly defineds In the
circumstances, it only remained for the Assembly to note those facts, es~
pecially the fact that the expenses incurred by the Conference were to be
apportioned in conformity with Article 14, para.3 of the Convention,

If certain administrations expressed the desire to pay the additional
expenses arising from the departure of certaln delegations; they were en-
titled to request that a statement to that effect be ineluded 1n the
minutes. .

Mz, El Bardai (Egypt) wished to demonstrate that it was not for the

. Conferense to discuss the problem,

Some of the countries that had left the Conference had not formally
accepted the invitation addressed to them, but had simply sent delegates.

- That was clearly an aspect of the problem that had to be considered by the

Administrative Council,

Moreover, what would happen if the Conference took a decision, and
the countries concerned still refused to pay their share? By then the
Oonference would have finished its work, and it was evident that, once
again, the Administrative Council would be called upon to give a ruling.
It had been set up for just such a purpose and not to discuss technical

‘matterse
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- by %he Delegate of Colombia:
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. \ .

He was prepared to .agree to the Italian Delegation's proposal, pro=-
vided explicit mention of Article 14 were replaced by a general reference
to the Convention. He repeated, however, that he thought the proposal
unnecessary. ' S

CPortugal) considerod the remarks made by Mr. Arboleda
(Golombia and Mr. van den Broek (Netherlands) very pertinent. To reconcile
all points of view, he proposed the following amendment to the text proposed

\

"STATES that the expenses 1ncurred by the Conference shell, according
%o' the Convention, be shared as prescribed in Article 14, the pro-
visions of which are final, and does not recognize the possibility of

' considerlng any other way of sharlng them."_ ,

(Cuba) called for a vote on the Colombian proposal as

- amended by the Delegate of Sw1tzerland.

M;;_lgxgggkgg@ (Ceylon) washed to dlspel any doubts that might have '

. arisen as a result of Mr. Arboleda's speech, He had not expressed any

opinion as to the legality of the Conference, but had merely mentioned. that -
its legality had been contested by some of the administrations thet had \
sent the telegrams published. _

He had emphagized, moreover, that the telegrame had not been received *
by the Conference but by the Secretary General, That was why he had
supported the Delegate of the Notherlands in his opinion that the Assembly
should merely take note of the telegrams and refer them to the Admlnlstra—,

- tive Council for a ruling,

In the c;rcumstances, the Delegation of Ceylon could take no part in
a vote on the manner in which the expenses were to be apportioned.

(India) thought a solution could be found if either the -

~Colombian or the New Zealand proposal were slightly amended s

‘He therefore proposed the following texts o
"The second International ngh Frequency Broadcasting Conference

. WTAKES NQTE
Yof the telegrams recelved from the Administretions of the
.S.S ‘Rl’ etc. .e and
WRESOLVES -

"that the interpretation and aoplication of Article 14 of the Atlantlc
City Convention, as regards the apportionment of the expenses of the
Conference, should be referred to the Administrative Council."

1
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In that way it would be established that relevant provisions existed,
that the difficulty arose from their interpretation and application and
that the Administrative Council was therefore the appropriate organ to
solve the problem.-

‘The Chairmap was astonlshed by the different trend taken by the dis=-
cussion sinece the suspension of the meeting. The draft resolution he had
submitted seemed to express clearly the general opinion of the Assembly,
namely, that no mention need be made of the Administrative Council in the
resolution, and that the Secretary General of the Union should apply

© Article 14 of the Atlantic City Convention, apportioning the expenses of

2,83

2

B84

2485

2486

2,87

2.88
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the Conference among all the countries that had agreed to participate,
whether or not they had been present, and whether or not they had withdrawn,

Now the Plenary Assembly was baginning te discuss the power of the
Administrative Council. In that regard, he recalled the provisions of
Article 5 (10) of the Atlantic City Gcnvention, which were as follows.

110, (1) The Administrative Councll shall be responsible for taking
’ all steps to facilitate the implementation by the Members
~ and Associate Members of the provisions of the Convention,
of the Regulations and of the decisions of the Pleni~
potentiary Conference."

The.AdministratiVe Council constantly acted in accordance w1th that
provision, .

He reaffirmed that reference to the Administrative Council in the
resolution was unnecessary, since it was the Secretary General's duty to
acquaint it with the telegrams he had received from the countries that had
left the Conference and that the Council was by that very fact seized of

.the question.

The Italian Delegation could ‘not accept the Golonbian proposal, and
speaking as the Delegate of Italy, he demanded that his proposal be consider-
ed and put to the vote,

Mr. Mulatier (Secretary General of the I.T.U,) referred to the speech
made by Mr. van den Broek (Netherlands) and said that the representatives
of the countries that had not taken part in the Conference and which re~
fused to contribute towards the expenses, might ask him, when they received
the account requesting them to pay, why he had not officially informed the
Conference of their statements.

In any case, he would follow the usual procedure and submit a report
to the Administrative Council together with his preposals. It went without
gaying that thevlatter would be based on the opinion of the Conference itself.
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289  He could not express alpérsénal opinion and had merely to recall the -
'clauses-of the Atlantic‘City Convention to whdoh he was.bound to conform,

,' o’ .
o )
Tha.meeting roég at ;:g,@’.
(=]
- o o
Rapporteur, . Secretary,
Gs Tripet | J. Millot -

~ Dn/Cp

Seen,. -

~ G, Gneme

Chairman
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' CREDENTTALS COMMITTEE

. Minutes of 4th Meeting
.25 May-l950,f3 p;m.

Chairman : Mr, Milans (Uruguay)-
lst Vice-Chairman : Mr. Green (New Zealand)
- 2nd Vice-Chairmen : Mr, Metzler (Switzerland)

1. Minutes of the 3rd Meeting (Doc.174) approved;

"2, New oredentials submitted by U.S.A., U.S.4, Territories, Costa Rica, and
China were read and classified under A-l, that is, final and complete.:

2,1 Yugoslav Delegate stated he would maintain the reservation to raise
. again at the Flenary Assembly the question of the credentials of the Chinese
,Delegate.

3. Gonsideration of Committee's draft report to the Flenary Assemhly (Doc.187)

. The document was finally approved by the Committes after extended discugsion
of various paragraphs, notably para. 4 and its sub-paragraphs, participated
in by the Chairman, the Secretary, and the Delegates of Yugoslavia, Geylon,
Italy, New Zealand, Caneda, and the U.S.A. :

3.1 Amendments approved for particular paragraphs will be reflected in the
Committee 's report to the Flenary Asaembly.

'"3.2 The word "mendates" was agreed upon as being preferable to "proxies!
in order to meke the English text correspond with the Spenish text.

3.3 Committee aGOpted suggestion of Delegate of Italy for the following
text under para. 4.2 : "Documents considered in categories 4-2; B.l); B.z);
B.3)3 Bs4)3 and C, do not authorize the delegations to sign the documents

and finel acts of the Conference."

5<4.f'_ The First Vice-Chairman and Ddlegate of New Zealand, Mr. Green, gave voice:
- to the sentiments of the Committee in expressing keen appreciation for the
capabl.e leadership and fine working example of its Chairman, Col, Milane._

5. The mseting rose at 5.15 pam.

Mr. B.P. Gordon : . S | o App;oved $ i
Rapporteur . | - Mr, Milans

- Chairman
Dn/ vt ,



International High Frequeney B o o Document_ﬁo.,203-E
Broadcasting Conference - ) . 26 May 1950

‘Firenze/Rapallo - 1950

:“, N -Eeeple’e~Republie of Bulgaria‘

ad . -

The Secretary General of the I.T.U. has received the -
following telegram’from the Director General of Broadcasting ¢

. "We are in receipt ‘of your telegram 9/5/281 and WlSh
to state that we make every reservation w1th regard to
any past cr future de0151ons taken by the Conference,
in view of the fact that these will have been taken 1n
our absence, ‘Bulgaria not hav1ng partlclpated in the
Conference for the reasons clearly expressed 1n the , -
'statement made by the representatlve_of Bulgaria.at |
theIOPening of.the said (3&)'1'1:EferenceA'== Directer_Genéﬁél,
of Broadcasting./. NICOLOV + T

S




Conférence intermationale o " Document No 204~F

de radiodiffusion 3 hautes fréquences  , © 26 mai 1950 '
C " CORRIGENDUM No 1
Firenze/Raﬁaiio ~ 1950 L 29 mai 1950 . ..

MAROC ET TUNISIE
Page 3, alinéa B - 2) A

Au liew de ¢ "(exemples Indone81e)"m

liver "(exemple: Pays-Bas (Nouvelle—Gulnee))"A
- \

Page 4, allnea IV, a):

au lieu de “...pour la phase ch0181e per la Conference com—
me “"premier plan® & élaborervess"

lire :"+ass pour les phases choisies par la Conference com=-
me “premlers plans" & élaborerve." ' '

" International High Frequency | . Document’ No 204=E
Broadcasting Conference. S - 26 lMay 1950
o : , CORRIGENDUM No 1
Flrenze/Rapallo - 1950 o - -29 May 1950 - - - -

MOROGCO AND TUNISIA o

- Page 3, naragraph B 2).
‘ in place of : "(example: rndones1a)"
,'read'~ "(example- Netherlands (New Gulnea))“

Page 4, paragraph v a)
' in place of¢"»:» the phase chosen by the Conference as the
"first plan" to be worked outres"
read : "++« the phases chosen by the Conference as the
"first plans" to be worked out--'"

’

Gonferencia Internatlonal T - Documento. num.04=S

. de Radlodlfudlon por Altas Frecuenclas | 26 de mayo de 1950

gy . * CORRIGENDUM numl
S 29 de mayo de 1950

MARRUECOS Y TUNEZ ‘
Pdgina 3. Apartado B parrafo 2), tercera linea:
’ Sustltuyase~ "(egemplo Indone31a)“ por "(ejemplo -Palses
~ Bajos (Nueva Guinea))".

Pagina 4. Seccidn IV, perrafo a), 2y 3 11neas-
Sustitdyase: "para la fase elegida por la Conferen01a co-
mo "primer plan" que heese" '
por: “"parea las fases elegidas por la Conferen01a como
"primeros planes'que hana..." :
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Firenze/Rapallo - 1956-

< ‘ '
- COMMITT
MOROCCO AND fTUNISIA'
» 13
RELIMINARY CONSIDEI‘"TIOHS CONCERNING THE USE OF
o STATISTIQS :

' As Qiscussion of the statistics drawn up by Groups 4 Al and 4 A3 is

‘about to be undertaken, the Dolegation of Morecco and Tunisia thinks it would
be advisable to draw the attention of the Conference %o the following point.

However valuable the data these statistics sunnly with regard to
difficulties in the structurs of the phases of the Plan, they do. not provide

.& METHOD OF APPROACH for these phases.

- In fact, they only serve to prove to what extent the suocess of the

AConference is jeopardized by an internal conflict; i,es, that many countries

“ have given évidénce of general goodwill in abiding by the general scheme of
~distribution decided upon in Moxico Clty, while others OUTBID one another

- for new requlrements. :

- The Delegation of Moroceo and Tuniéia feels'obliged>to point out the
diserepancy between the results anticipated by the Conference and the smount
of time remgining at its dlsposal -8 matter of six weeks-if the Conxerence
finishes on tlme. .

~In view of the unsurnountoble difficulties raised by the Vhew roqﬁire~
ments", this Delegation feels that the time has come to turn the tide, with

~ the 1ogica1 result that a resolution will be adopted by the Plenary Assembly

to put a stop to the scramble for requirements, It would be sufficient for
the Plenary Assembly to take up 2nd solve one or two non-technical problems
in order to clear the ground for the purely technical problems involved in .
the preparation of the phﬁses of the Plane

The following considerqtions, and in particular, the proposals, should
pot be taken as a final draft. They are submitted to the Conference in the
hope that tley will inspire better suggestions to the seme ende

P G St e oo e B0
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GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

I. The experlence gained both in Mexico Gity and Paris shows that
- it takes six or seven months to prepare a basic Plan, and five:¢r six months
for six phases, . It is utopian to hope to donstruct a new bas1c plan, drafted '
for six phases, in the time remaining, . :

The time has come to face the fact thet either the aims of the Conferénce,
must be restricted, or the Conference must be prolonged, or boths It would
however seem premature to raise this quesﬁion until the Conferende has given
game proof of its willingness and ability to complate at least: ohe: or two
generally acceptable FIRST PLANS (for example June 40 and December 40), to
be regarded as experimental plana. .

II; L The best chances of sticcess fof such plans seems to 116 in the
fact that they wouid represent a MINOR REVISION OF THE MEXICO CITY BASIC,
PLAN, 8t least as far as balancing allocations to countries is caoncerneds -
Imperfect though the Mexico City Plan mey %e it is well to retognize that
.1t explored every posibility in an effort to satisfay countries, and = '
with the exception-of a few very special cases calling for tevigion = it
contains in embryo the promise of an international agreement,

IIT. The peradox of '"new requirements" As several delegations have

pointed out, it would be grossly unfair if, as a result of the generosity

of the last Plenary Assembly in leaving the way open for ™ew requirements",
the"early applicants", who limited their requirements:or agreed to restrictiors .
in Mexico City and Parls, were to suffers THE CONSIDERATION of all new
requirements, whose volume would exceed the total Mexico City assignments
-must be subordinated to the assignments to countries which have abided. by
Nthe generalavmnmeof distribution" in the'Basic Plan, _

. The whole success of the Conference thus depends on the replies. given :
to the following two questions

How can new requirements be limited ?

How to make available the necessary space ?

%

. Hb/Ba’
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‘ PROPOSALS TO THE PLENARY ASSEMBEY
(or to Committeec 4, in oase the latter should wish to deal with
this matter first)

1. ~ The Rapallo Conference decides to consider two distznetcategories
of countries submitting requlrements :}'» .

_ 4w Gountries consenting %o reduce their "new requirements" in order
to correlate them to, the "general pattern of distribution" drawn uwp in Mexico
Gity thus avoiding the risk of pregudicing other countries‘ interests, - :

. B~ Countries that 1nsist on confronting the Gonference with & NEW t
_PROBLEM . v ;

4"1) ‘elther because they do not think that they have been treated
. fairly m the Mexico City Plan, R o

2) or because well—known political circumstances compel them to
" submit new requirements, correlated to their former requirements
(example: Indone51a), or comparable to other Mexico City Assign—
ments (example Israel).

A

CIT - A Plenary ‘Assembly shall be convened very shortly in ordor to
examine the list of countries which con31der they come under Gategory A or B.g-

Gountries W1sh1ng to be entered in Tist B shall :

-

justify their requirements by draw1ng a comparison with one or other of
the assignments made to countries con51dered to be of equal importance in
the light of the General Prlnciples of Mex1co Citys ‘

- indicate to what extent they aggravate the problem of the Basio Plans
" w  guggest, perhaps, how to free~the correSpondlng.number of ohannel hourss

It may be anticipated that the number of countries which will request
. the Conference to be entered on List B will be insignificant and that they
- will do so only for very serious motives, Whatever happens, it will be for
the Plenary Assembly,’ in the last instance, either to accept or refuse to
list a country in this category, L

The countries reclass1fied in & will be obliged to reduce their new
requirements as indicated above,

, III ~ . The total volume of new requirements from countries finally
shown on List B should not exceed the number of ohannel hours which it may
be possible to free in the Basic Plan
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‘ : /
~ elther by'technical‘arrangements

= or by rules for economy in the utilisation of peak hours, generally
accepted by the Conference and leading to reductions by all countries

- or possibly by exceptional deductions from certain assignments.

- These adjustments would be entrusted to a "Group for the revision of

the Basic Plan" wlthin ‘the limits of a Mmean coefficient of revision of the
Mexico City Basic Plan' (for example of the order: of 10 %) fixe& 8 priori
by the Conference, : :

IV. : arget d'ltes. It should be possible to settle the questions of
prlnciple, defined above in a weeki

_; . Two other weeks could be devoted to : , _
'a) f a final adjuatmert by all delegatlons of their own requirements for
: the phase chosen’ by the Conference as the "first plan" to be worked:
. out in Rapallo, bearing in mind certain recommendations of the Conference
on technical points or the use of peak hours (case 4);
'b)  the study and settlement of cases for revision (case B).

Three weeks would remain to prepare AT LEAST two phases of ‘the Plan‘
- which would be considered as IMPROVED VARIANTS OF THE BASIC PLAN,:

1

(Signec) Plerre Schaeffer |
Dalegate of Morocco and. Tunisia

\
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MINUTES -
Cof the

: Page L -

| ;read:
Movo proposed amending the Netherlands text.” p
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Thirteenth Meetlng of the Plenﬂry Assembly
(Document No.205)

Parae 1e6 = Mr. quasekar (Ceylon) - in place of

' ¥y e epropoged deleting from the Netherlands'text all reference( )

to Article 1, para, 3 (1) -",

oo . ~“ '

Para, 1,17 ~ Mrs Spstgx (Indla) = 4th line, put a full stop after.
"ConVention" and replace the rest of the paragraph by the followingz“

"He declared that neither the present Conference nor the Admine -

istrative Council had the right to modify the prov151ons of . the
Convention and. that every chance should be avoided of giving

. the impression that such changes could be made to the text of

“the Convention."

" Para, 1,35 - in place of "Mr, Holmblad", read : "Mr; Nielsen"s
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Mr. J. Millot

26 May 1950

MINUTES.
| of the .

Thiiteenth Meeting of the Flenary Assembly
Friday, 12 May 1950, at 4p.m.
Kursasal/Excelsior, Rapallo

1. Telegrams.to the Secretary General of the I.T.U, by
the &dnministrations of the U.S.S.R., the Blelorussien

8.8.R,, and the Ukrainian S.S.R. (Doc. No.120), the

Hungarian People's Republic (Doc. No.l2L); Czechoslovakia
(Doc. No.l22), the Republic of Poland (Doc. No.148), and
the People's Republic of Albania.(Doc. No.l49) announcing
their refusal to contribute towards the expenses of the
present conference (Discussion continued).

2. Approval of the Minutes of the first,sevén,meetings
of the Plenary Assembly (Documents 56, 57, 58, 59, 60,
6L and 62). - ~

3. Aﬁy‘other busineés {announcements by the Secreteriat).

e

M. Gneme (Vice~Chairman of the Conference)

General Sacco
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Gbmmonwealth of Lustrelia - Belgium - Burma - Canada -
Ceylon - Chind - State of Vatican City - Republic of
Ce}ombia‘-vferfﬁguesevColonies - Colonies, Protectorates,

. Oversea Teffitéfies'and Territories under mandate or

.trusteeshlp of the Unitod Kingdom of Greet Britain and

_Northern Irelend - Oversea Territories of the French
'Republic and Territories administered as such - Belglan

' Congo and Territories of Ruanda~Urund1 - Cuba = Denmark -
.Dominican Republic - Egypt - United States of- Amerlca -

Ethiopia -~ France - Greece - India - Republic of the

> United States of Indonesia - Iran - Iceland - State‘ef

Israel - Ttaly - Japan - Lobanon - Luxembourg - Mexico -
Monaco - Nicaragua - Norway - New Zealand - Pakistan -
Paraguay - Netherlands, Surinom,. Netherlands Antiiles and

New Guinea = Portugal - French Protectorates of Morocco
 and Tunisia - Federal: People's Republic of Tugoslavia -.v

Southern Rhodesia - United Kingdam of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland - Sweden - Switzerland (Confederatlon) -

United States Territorles - Uruguay -

United Nations.

\

Mr. L. Mulatier, Secretary General of the Internatlonal

Telécommunication Union,

Mr, Jehs Gracle Chairman of the International Frequoncy
- ' Registration Board (I F.R.B, )
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'I. TELEGRAMS TO_THE SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE I.T,U. BY THE THE ADMINIST RATTONS

o et e ot i e S

OF THE U.S.S.R., TH THE . BIFLORUSSIAN S.S.R. AND THE UKRAINIAN S,.S.R. .
‘(Doc. No.120), T HUNGARIAN [AN_PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC (Doc. No.l121), CZECHO-
govm{m (Doc. No,122), THE REPUBLIC OF POLAND (Doc. No.l48), AND THE
. ‘PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF ALBANIA BANIA (Doc. No.l49) ANNOUNCING THEIR REFUSAL TO .
- CONTRIBUTE_TOWARDS_THE _ EXPENSES OF THE PRESENT CONFEREL NCE (Discussio_g ‘

' continued)2 ‘ . >
11 At the.opening of the meefing, the'Assembly had-five proposals before
, ‘ it ’ ’ v .

‘Dgcumenp Noa 141 = ;gposal, bx the De]_.__gation of the Ne tnerlar\dg
The Assembly,

' ‘having noted the telegrams sent to the Secretary Geheral of
the I.T.U, by the Administrations of the U.S.S,R. (Doc, 120), the Hungarian

= ~ People*s Republic (Doc, 121), Czechoslovakia (Doc. 122) the Republic of -

' Poland and the People's Republic of Albania,

- ~ considering the provisions of Article l4, sub-paragraph 3(1),
and Article 5, paragraph 10, sub-pa"agrapn 1, of the Convention,

_ _ expresses its warn thanks to the Secretary General for his '
~information .

- and continues with the Agenda. : !

1.2 Dog ccument No. 14,2 ~ Proposal by the Delepation of Portugal

. The Second Internatlonal ngh Frequency Broadcasting Gonference

. states

that the expenses incurred by the Conference shall, according to the Convention,
be shared as prescribed in Article 14 thereof, the provisions of which are
final, and doss not recognise the p0361billty of considering any other way of
sharing them. :

1,3 Docume nt No, ;43-- Proposal‘bx the Dgigg i_g;of India

, - The Second International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference takes

note of three telegrams addressed by the Administrations of U.S.S.R., Blelo-
russian S.S,R., the Ukrainian S.S.R., the Hungarlan P.R., Qzechoelovakla,
the Repuhlic of Poland and Albania P.R. and : S _

z;egpl..lre..

~ that the interpretatlon and -application of the provisions of Abtlcle
14 of the Atlantic City Convention regarding the distribution of expenses of
this Conference should be referred to the Aamlnlstretive Council.,

~

l.4 Document_ﬁg, 44 = Proposal by the Delegation of New Zesland

The Second International High FreQuency_Broadcasting Confe:ence'

- '
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noteg

that it has no power to alter the provisioné of Article 14 of the
Atlantic City Convention whose provisions are finalj and affirms 1ts confldence
in the legality of this administrative Conference.

Documggt Nol.l45 grev1§ed[ - ProgogaL by the Delogations g__gg;xagg_n_ngmbig

The Florence/RapaLlo Conference, havmng noted the tolegrams sent to tha
Secretary General of the Union by those countries whose delegations heve left
the Conference and contaihing statements to the effect that "their administrations
will not contribute towards the expenses incurred by the Conference",

eXpresses ;he opinion

1. that, in apportioning the expenses of the Conference, thers is no
need £ depart from the provisions of Article 14 of the Atlantic City
Conventions

2. that the Secretary General of the Union should apply Article 14, para.3,
sub-para., 1 of the Atlantic City Convention, apportioning the éxpenses
of the Conference among all the Members and Associate Members of the

 Union who have agreed to participate in it, even if they have not been
present or have withdrawn at any time from the Conference.

Mr, Jayasekara (Ceylon) proposed deleting from the Netherlands text all
reference to Article 14, para. 3 (1),

Mr. Green (New Zesaland) withdrew his proposal (Doc. No.lAA), so as to
facilitate the debate.

He added that even if the Conference was neither competent nor bound to give
a final ruling on the question, it should nevertheless give an opinion, since it
was composed of the representatives of more than fifty nations. That was why the
New Zeeland proposal had referred to the important problem of apportioning the
oxpenses and to the still more important problem of the legality of the Conferonce.

After a short discussion, it was decided by 28 votes to O, with 12 abstentions,
zo %iffusg first the text submitted by the Delegations of Italx and Colombia
oc, No.l

= revised).

Broposal by Ttaly and Colombis (Doc, No,li5 rev.)

Mr, van den Broek (Netherlands) observed that the new proposal submitted by

the Delegatlons of Italy and Colombia was considerably longer than that submitted

to the Flenary Assembly in the morning; the additions seemed unnecessary to him.
When read:mg in Document 145 (revised the words ¢ Y"expresses the opinion that
«oss there is no need to depart from the provisions of Article 14 of the Atlantic
City Convention" one could hardly refrain from wondering : would the Conference
really have the right to depart from the Article in question, if it wished to,
and if'so, by virtue of what provision 2

Dr/Vt
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1.10 On the other hand, it could hardly be imagined that the Secretary General
could do anything but apply the Atlantic City Convention stribtly.

1.11 The rest of the text was nothing but a repetition of Article 14 of the
Atlantic City Convention, except for the last two lines ("even if they have
not been present or have withdrawn at any time from the Conference"), which
established a general prlnciple that the Conference was not competent to

establish.,
1.12 In the eircumstances, he eonsidered that the proposel should be rejected.

1.13 - In reply to a question by Mr, Durlan (Cuba) the Chairman said that some

J countries had not, in fact, replied to the Italian Government's invitation,
but had nevertheless sent delegates to the Conference. The same had happenéd
in every provious conference, since many administrations decided at the very
last momente &s the countries in question had sent a delegation, their part-
icipation was in order, : :

1.14  Mr. Daumard (France) adnitted that the Atlantic Clty Conventlon covered
 the problem and that, at first sight, the draft resolution under discussion
might seem unnecessary. However, the Plenary Assembly's debates had convinced
him that it was not unnecessary for the Conference to affirm its opinion,
In the circumstances, the French Delegation would vote for the propossl sub-
mitted jointly by the Delegations of Italy and Colombia.

1.15 Mr. Hendrickx (Belgium) considered that the problem was fundementally far
* from clear and was probably almost insoluble from the point of view of procedure,
Moreover, it was in no way urgent as the Administrative Council would not be
meeting for some time and the work of the Conference did not in any way depend

on the decision reached.

1.16 He therefore proposed setting up a small group consisting of the authors
of the various proposals, to simplify the problem by svbmitting one or two
texts only. However, the board should not be set up unless a solution had not
been found within an hour. _

 Mr, Sagtry (Indie) seconded the Belgian Delegate's motion.

1.17 He believed that a perusal of the draft resolution (Document 145) might
give rise to doubts as to whether the Conference was competent to say that there
was no need to depart from the provisions of Article 14 of the Atlantic City
Convention, and create the impression that other articles might be dercgated.

It was an extremely complex problem and the Plenary Assembly must be very
careful. Neither the Conference nor the Administrative Council was competent
to modify the provisions of the Atlantic City Convention, and they should avoid
any possiblllty that the text might be given a tendencious in! e"pretaqnon,

1.18 Furthermore, the draft under discu951on did not cover all cases, since
certain administrations that had sgreed to teke part in the Conference had not
~attended, whilst others which had not announced their intention of taoking pard
in its work had sent delegates.

1.19 Finolly, the draft resolution made no reference to the Administrative
Council .

Dn/Vt
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1.20 In view of the above, he was led to observe that the resolution did not

cover all the points it should cover and that, in adoptlng it, the Plenary
Assembly would be exceeding 1ts powers.

1.21 The Chairman could not see any4reason for mentioning the Administrative

Council in the text. As he had already said, it was not the Conference that
directed the Administrative Council to consider the problem; the Council would
have the option of taking it up once it had acquainted itself with the Secret--
ary General's report. Since the expenses would be apportioned about three
months after the close of the Conference, the Administrative Council would
have ample time to find another solution of the problem, if .it so wished, and
to give the Secreotary General instructions other than those contained in
Article 14 of the Atlantic City Convention if necessary.. :

1,22 Mr. Mexgg (French Oversca Territorics) supported the draft resolution in

Document 145, but suggested replacing the words "to depart from the provisions
of Article 14" by the words "to adopt any procedure other than that laid down
in Article 14,

1.23 Mr, Gneme, speaking for Italy, and Mr, Arboleda, speaking for Colombia,

agreed to the amendment.

1.24 Mr, Coffey (Canada) had not yet tuken part in the discussion but felt it

his duty to try to help in finding a nolution.

1.25 The Administrative Council would be meeting in a few months and would,

in any case, have to express an opinion, since certain delegations had left
not only the present Conference, but the Technical Plan Committee, asserting
that they‘wou,d not pay their shares.

1.26 If the Assembly agreed w1th him that the Administrative Council was the

competent body, it was important not to complicate its tasks 'However, if it
were affirmed there and then that the Secretary General was to apply Article 14
of the Atlantic City Convention, there was a dangsr that the Council's task
would be complicated, since it would be influenced, if not bound, by the Con=-
ference's resolution, In the circumstances, he would prefer to see the problem
purely and simply referred to the Administrative Council.,

1,27 Mr. Popovig (Yugdslavia) agreed with tho Delegate of Canada,

1.28 The Chairman replied that the draft resolution in Document 145 made no

mention of the Administrative Council and was not even a decision by the Con~
ference, properly speaking, but merely a recognition of the fact that the
Secretary General of the I.T.U, was obliged to apply Article 14. If that Ad-
ministrative Council, once it had Yeen seized of the question by the Secretary
General's report, came to another conclusion, that would not concern the Con-
ference whose members would have dispersed.

1.29 The draft resolution by the Delegations of Italy and Colombis was pub

to the vote,

Dn/Rm -
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1.30 By 27 votes %o ;2, with 7 abstentions, the text was finally adopted, in the
following form s

"The Florence/Rapallo Gonferenee, having noted the telegrams sent to the
Secretary General of the Unlon by those countries whose delegations have left the
Conference and containing statements to the effect that "their administrations will
not contribute towards the expenses incurred by the Conference",

expresses the opinion
1l.. that, in apportioning the expenses of the Conference, there is no need to
adopt any procedure other than that laid down in drticle 14 of the ‘Atlantic Gity
Conventions ' )

2e that the Secretary General. of the Union should apply Adrticle 14, para.3,
sub~para.l of the Atlantic City Convention, apportioning the expenses of the
Conference among all the Méembers and Assoclate Members of the Union who have
agreed to participate in it, even if they have not been present or have withdrawn
et any time from the Conference, "

1.3 The following delegations then explained the reasons for their votes, . asking
that their statements should be inserted in the minutes s

1,32 ‘Mr, EL Bardai (Egypt)

"The Egyptian Delegation abstained from voting because it is not authorised
- to vote on matters of this nature. It believes that the question should be decided
by the Administrative Council,"

1.33 ¢« Yloestalo (Finland) and Mr, Jayagekara (Oeylon) :

"The delegations of these countries wished tm have it noted in the minutes
that they did not take part in the vote," A

4

L34 Mre van den Broek (Netherlands)

"The delegation of the Netherlands voted against the proposal submitted by
Itely and Colombia, not because it desires the opposite of what is written in the
proposal, but bécause its respect for the Convention is such that it considers the
latter ueakened by any such statemént as that in the proposal, to the effect that
the Convention must be applied and that the Secretary General should conform to it."

1.35 HQ_]_-_______ (Denmark) ]

"The Delegation of Demnmark, on behalf of its country and of the Administration
.of Iceland which has given it a proxy, states that it voted agalnst the propogel
submitted by Italy and Colombia for exactly the same reasons as those expressed by
the Delegate of the Netherlands, whose opinion it shares entirely,"

1.36 Mr., Hendrickx (Belgium) t

- "The Delegation of Belgium voted against the proposal under discussion for’
identlcally the same reasons as the Netherlands,"

Dn/Vt
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) Mr'g POQOViE (F.Pcﬁm Of YugOSlaVla)
"The Delegation of this country voted. agalnst the proposal because, in

. adopting it, the Assembly is anticipating the Administrative Council's decisions."

2.1

’

2.‘APPBOVKL OF THE MINUTES OF TE FIRST SEVEN MEETINGS OF HE FL A
ASSEMBLY !Docsa 56, 57,58, 5 60 61 _and 6 » , .

The Ghalrman suggested that delegations should forward direct.to the
Secretary any, draftlng amencments or. mlnor corrections which they wished made .

- t0 the minutes.,

: 2.2.v

Mimies of the lst Meeting (Doc.56)

dpproval of the minutes was deferred to a later meetlng, as the

Delegetion of Portugal asked the Seuretary to check and make additions, where

necessary, to some of the statements., After approval by the Chairman, a new text

* would be distributed to delegations.

2.3

TheyDeleuate o; Cevlon pointed out that Document 56 included a speech

. by @ delegate whoss name did not appear on the list of those attending.

24

2.5

2.6

34k

Mr, Millot, Secretary, rerlied that probably the delegate had not signed or had

arrived while the meetlag was in progress. As cleaﬁly stated in; the minutes, the

list was circulated at the begvnndng of the meeting.

® : - L
L 3 .

o Minutes of the ?nd 3rd, bth ¢ and Q;g_ggetlngs (Do _gg.ﬂzg 5 : 52, QL),

- These ninutes were adopted without amendment.

Minutes o the 5th and Tth meetlng (Docs. 60, 6g1

The mlnutes of these meetlngs were adopted with two minor amendments for

“which corrlgenda would be issued.

it the request of the Delegate 09 Yugoslavia, the Chairman specified -

- that adoptlon of the mlnutes ‘applied only to statements by countries present at

the conferencea

3.~ ANY CTHER BUSINESS
Letter from the. Mayor of Rapallo

o e W A S T A e T e

. The Ohairman read out a letter he had received. from Mre Mﬂgglo, the
Mayor of Rapallo, 1H1ch was greeted with epnlause s
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" 12 May 1950

"The motion carried by the Conference is & very real expression of
expreasion of courtesy on the part of the delegates.

My town is greatly touched by it, and is anxious to make its .
contribution to the Important work of the conference by placing at
1ts disposal the beautiful headquarters and the hospitality of its
citizens, - Rapallo will never forget the honour that has been
bestowed on it and once again, Mr, Chairman, I should like to express
our very deep gratitude to you and your eminent colleagues. It is.
my sincere wish that in this land, where so many international agree-
_ments have already been signed, you may reach the final agreement th&t
Cwill bring order to the ether and achieve the union of nations.

Yours, etc..,\

Giovanni_Maggio
. Mayor

Aggoggogmggta by tgg § g;etagia;

Mr, Millot, Secretary, brought to the notice of the Plenary Assemhly the

‘announcements made in Documents 106, 130, 134, 151, 152, 153 and 154.

He also read out

a) 4 letter from the Brazilisn Corsul in Flobende to the Chairman of the
Conference announcing thet he had been instructed to attend the Conference as an

“observer and asking for copies of all the documents. The Chairmen had requested
further information from the- Brazilian Consul regarding the position of its: '

3ok

3.5

3,6

delegation, . _ .
b) 4 telegram frem the Government of Southern Rhodesia app01nting Mr.

- Charlton Higgs as its delegate,.

Mr, Millot said that the Italian GOVernment had sent an invitation to the
European Broadeasting Union; it had however not been possible to annpounce their
reply at the first plenary meeting as was customary. : *

After the letter had ‘been read out, MMJ&%@&W@M
status or opserwv e _European Broadecasting Union, in conformity with the

© provisions of the Atlantic City Convention,

3.7

Dn/Vt .

Tige-Iath

~ The Plenary 4ssembly decided by 32 votes to 0 to adopt the follow1ng time-
table as & general rule 3 : , S

19!30 8o - 12'30 p.m.

. 3 pom. R 6 pnm.

-
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3.8 - hscension Day would be a holiday.

349 " The Assemhly then approved the list of Gommittee and Sub—Committee meetings
arranged for the fallowing week.
S ‘The m§§§15g ross ap 6¢L§.p.g._ ' A S
Rapporteur 3 . Secretary .: o o
G.. Tripet C o J.Mfllot e

’ : s " Seen.1
Gy Gneme
Chairman
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Conférence internationale - Corrigendum n°
~ de radiodiffusion i hautes fréquences - | - au Document n® 206<F

ler juin 1950

[

Firenze/Rapallo - 1950

HORAIRE DES_SEANCES

Les réunions prévues pour les journées du 2-et du 3 juin sont supprimées,

La Commission 4 se réunira jusqu'a nouvel ordre chaque matin & 9 h,l/2
et chaque aprés-midi & 15 h, Elle décidera elle-méme ohaque jour si elle doit .
tenir séance le soir aprés-diner, Elle pourra, le cas échéant, se réunir éga-

lement dans la journée du dimanche 4 juin,

7 ' . : : ~

Internetional High Frequency o - B . Corrigendum No, 4

Broadcasting Conference C ’ -+ o Document No,~206aE

1 June 1950

Fifenze/Rapalld - 1950

IIME-TABLE OF MEETINGS

Meetings scheduled for 2 and 3 June have been cancelled.

. Committee 4 will meet every morning at 9.30 a.m. and every afternoon at
- 3 peme until further notice. This Committee will decide every day if it is.to
meet in the evening after dinner, If necessary, it may also meet on Sunday,

4th June,
Conferencia Internacional | Gorfigéndum nim, 4
de Radiodifusgién por Altas Precuencias = - o gl Documonto nim, 206-S
'Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 ) _ 1 de junio de 1950

et

HORARTO DE SFESTONFS

'fQuedan suprimidas las reuniones previstas para los dfes 2 y 3 de junio,

. La Comisién 4, hasta nueva-orden, sc reunird.todas las maflanas a las
9,30 y todas las tardes a las 3, y decidira por s nisma, todos los dias, sl
deberd celebrar sesidn por la noche, después. de la cena, Si es del caso,
podrd reunirsé, igualmente, el domingo 4 de junio, ’ -

kY
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. Conférence intefnationale - -~ Corrigendum n0; 3
~de radiodiffusion & hautes fréquences - ' au Document n° 206€F
: 31 mai 1950

Flrenze/Rapallo - 1950

]

HORAIRE,DES SEANCES

Jeudi ler juin - 9M.30 . Ajouter : cminisisibn- 4 - Salle A
Vendredi 2 juin - Sh,.30.

la réunion du W. G. SA est remplacée par une réunion
de 1a Commiss1on 5. - —_—

Samedl.% iuin - .9h.30." ia réunion du WeGo 5A'niaura pas lieu.

_Interrational High Frequency ‘ ‘ Corriggndqg No.3

‘ ’Broadcasting Conference , - to Document No.206~E

- e - L 31 May 1950
Flrenze/Rapallo - 1950 e ) ‘

[, ¢
\

TIME~TABLE OF MEETINGS

 Thursday, lst June - 9 30 a.m.' Add 't Commlttee 4 - Room A,
Friday, 2 June ~ 9.30 a.mn.

The meeting of W. G. 54 is replaced by a meeting
of Committee 5.

Saturday, 3 June - 9 30 _a.m. -
' : The meeting of W, G SA is cancelled.

\

Conferen01a Internacional - | Corrigendum nim,3 al
de Radiodifusidén por Altas Frecuencias . Documento num, 206-S

(

31 de mayo de 1950
Fi?enze/Rapallo - 1950. 4 y

HORARIO DE SESIONES N

Jueves 1'de junio a_las 9.30 a.m. Anéaase : Comlsion 4.~ Sala A,

Viernes 2 de junio a las 9,30 a.m.
‘ Ta reunidn del W.G. 5A ha sido reemplazada por
una reunidn de la Comisidn 5. -

)

Sabado 3 de Jjunio & l2s 9,30 a.m. No se celebrard la reunidn del WG 5A.

Dn/Rg



Conférence internationale

_ - , _ Document Yo 2065F
Ge radiodiffusion & hautes fréquences o 26 mai 1950
| L — © CORRIGENDUM No 2
Firenze/Rapallo - 1960 . = _ 30 mai 1950 -

E———

1

HORAIRE DES SEANCES

Ta reunmon de las Commigsion 1, prevue pour le jeudi l juln, n'aura
pas lieue ' ‘

Lo

' International ngh Frequency

Lo | ,Document No 206-E
: Broadeasting Conference A‘ ‘ : " 26 May May 1950 -
| , o o CORRIGENDUM No 2
Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 - . - . ' o -?O May 1950
T Tnm.-'ragx._g OF MEETINGS

Meeting of Committes 1 scheduled for Thursday, lst Juna, has been
cancelled. o :

, GOnfefehcia Internacional - o Documento nim, 206-8
. de Rediodifusidn por 4ltas Frecuencias = 26 de mayo ds 1950

T R . CCRRIGENDUM Wi, 2
Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 s 30 de mayo de 1950

demglg DE SESIONES

|

Contrarlamente g lo anunczado, no se celebraré la reunlén de 1a Cemi—
sidn 1, prev1sta para el Jueves préxmmc, 1° ae Junio.

Ra,

g



Conférence internatdonale de T " Document No. Zus._
radiodiffusion & hautes fréquences. SR 27 mai 1950

Firenze/Rapalls - 1950 . Corrigendum No.1 -

'HORAIREVbESISEANCEs

Ir'

Lundi 29 - 15 h. remplacer W G. 5 B par W, 6.5 "

' Jeﬁdi 1 —'15 h. remplacer W G. 5 A par W G. 5 B -

Interhational High Frequen¢y o T Documeﬁf‘No.-206—E
.BrOadqasting Conference . o 27 May 1950
Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 . ~© gorrigendum No.l

TTME-TABLE OF MEETINGS

Monday 29 - 15 h. for W.G. 5 B read = W.G. 5 A

‘Thursday 1 - 15 h. for W.G. 5 A read = W.G. 5B
P CnnferenC1a Interna01onal de : o Documento ném . 206-9
Radiod1fus1on por Altas Frecuencias 27 de Mayo de 1950
FirenZe/Rapalio'a 1950 (' ' - Corrigendum ndm, 1

HORARIO DE SESIONES

Lunes 29 - 2 las 15, reemplécese? W.G. 5B por W.G. 5 A

Jueves 1 = a las 15, substitdyase W.G. 5 A por W.G. 5B

Dﬁ/céf_‘



International High Frequency o

'Documént No. 206-E

' Broadcasting Conference 26 May 1950
‘Firenze/Rapallb‘- 1950 r
TIME~TABLE OF MEETINGS -
\ - .
‘from Monday, 29 May to Saturday, 3 June
o 1 ’
Morning . - Afternoon - -
C " 9430 a.m. 3 Pellle
Day "
Committee Room . 'Cdmmittee Room
Monday. WeGa 5 B A | WG 5B A
29 S/GAAl 2 - S/G LAl 2
Tuesday S;C:(Techniéél) A WeGo LA : A
30 : o _ o
Wednesday WeGe 5 A A Committee 4 A
.31 : : ‘
Thursday Committee 1 - ' VA WeGe 54 A
1 . . . .
Friday W.G. 5 A A Gommittee 7 B
2 . ! ' ' - W,Gs 5B ' A
at 6 peme
“Committee 1 = -
.. - Limited Group B
Saturday WeGe 54 A
3 / . . .
P

Rooms A and B
Rooms 1, 2, 3, 4,

WeGe @
- 8/G s
S.Cy. ¢

" Dn/¥m

- Excelsior
Working Group
Sub~Group
Sub=-Committee

¢ Kursaal (rooms equlpped for s1multaneous interpretation)
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_ International High Frequency - : Docﬁment N°_207=E

Broadcasting Conference : 7 May 1950
Firenzo/Rapallo = 1950 - | © COMMITTEE 5
FRANCE N

1, During its 5th meeting, Committee 5 adopted the recommendation of Working
Group 5 B referring to the exact moments for the end and the beginning of
transmissions when the Plan provides for onie station to succed another stations
immediately on the same frequency, dis0s in’ cases correspondlng to the following

. dzagram :
h hour, ;
. . i . . .
Station of country’A {i;;:f! Station of country B
v

If the h hour 1nd1cates the moment of frequency transfer from one assign=~
ment to another, the station of country A& shall stop transmitting at h=-90
. seconds at the latest; and the station of country B shall start transmittlng
at h~85 soconds at the earliest. : v

2. We think that, because of sharlng, certain other precise moments for the
end and the beglnning of transmissions should be flxed exactly. This would
be the case in the follow1ng circumstances ¢ : ‘ :

a) h hour 1ndlcates the moment of frequency transfer from one exc1u31ve
assignment to two (or several) shared assignments, or from two
(or several) shared a831gnments to one exclusive assignment

» ‘h hour

¢ il Station of country B
' i . .

Wil

2 7. Station of country C

or ¢

‘}éyation of_country A

Dn/Rm
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‘This case is only an extension of the one menticned in paragraph 1
above. We therefore. propose that ¢

A ‘shoul.d cease transm1331on at the latest at h-90 sec.

B and C should start transmission at the earliest at h~85 sec.
and ' : . .
© B and C should cease'transmission at the lateSt at h~90 sec.

4 should start transmission at the earliest at h-85 sec,

: . It might happen that sharing between A and B is excluded, although possible
between A and C (C's allocation not being longer merely becauss C had made no
request to thils effect). In such a special case the possibility of treating the

. changeover from & to B (or from B to 4) differently from the changeover from A to
C (or C to &) might be considered, :

* * However, for obvicus reasons we think that to simplify matters the'general
rule should be applied, as it is open to the country C: to reach an agreement with
~ the country,A to start a little earlier or end a little later.r

b) the hour h indicates the moment when sharing begins or’ ends, '
with no change of assignee for the transmission in progress
or taking place after the sharing has finished. :

Station eficégntrv A L —
' 147l Station 6f copntry B
hour hl ' ' ’
cr -

Sta+1rg g oountrv A

Stat;og of country B |
. . hour h, .
. | ‘
It seems that in this cage & less strict rule might be adOpted than that
applying to a frequency transfer,

Indeed, sharing conditions will not vary greatly to within a faw minutes;
it might even happen that sharing is possible for a longer period and that-B's
ellocation is limited only by B's own requirement. In the circumstances we,
prOpose that

" B should start transmisasion at the earliest at h—3 minutes
. B should cease transmission at the latest at h. '
L, DAUMARD

- Heud of the French Delegation
Dn/Vt.



t International High Frequency LT ‘Dogument Né, 208-FE

. Broadcasting Conference : a » 29 May 1950
Firenze/Rapallo = 1950 '
 COMMITTEE 4

NETHERLANDS

. The Delegation of the Netherlands congratulaﬁes Sub-Working Grovo 4‘Al, ,
and its Chalrman, for their. .great and valuable vork, whose comprehensiveness
“is revealed by Document 190, We are convinced that this mass of information
will greatly a331st the Confbrence in appreciating the preblems it has to
face, ; :

Wlth the same end in view, the Netherlands Delegatlon would like to
.supply some. further information regarding the figures given in Annex D af
Document 190 under the heading "Netherlands". These figures apply not only
to the mother country but to the Netherlands Antilles, Surinam and New’

- Guinea., ' A false impression might be created if the total- figures alone are
considered, 'For this reasen, the Netherlands and the territories situated
in the Western Hemisphere were mentioned separately in the Mexico City Ba31c
Plan, Recently'New Guinea has come to form a -third element. :

At the Florﬂnce Session, in’ confbrmlty with the Plenary Assembly
decisions, we explained the special circumstances which.induced us to submit
- additional requirements. As the report by Sub-Committee 3 shows, these
circumstances were especially conneoted with political factors, viz: the
fundamental changes in the political status of the Antilles, Surinam and’
- New Guinea, _ : _

‘We therefore requested Sub-Group 4 Al %o be good enough to publish a
‘ - corrigendum giving the figures for the Netherlands and the other territories
R " under separate headings, From a more general point of view, this has a
- -further advantage, for if the world is divided into zones, such a distinction
must be made in regard to the figures for the Netherlands, gince each of the
three groups is in a differsent world zZones

: ‘ft may finally be menticned that the requirements ‘are tha same through-
out, sinoe the Netherlands are prepared to accept, for all phases and all
) ‘seasons, the assignments it considers acceptable in the minimum plan. In
- . this matter, programme continuity is the overriding consideration for us.

Rapallo, 26 May 1950

H. &, van den Broek

. Delegation of the Netherlands, Surinam,
! : ’Nethorlands Antilles and New Guinea.

Dn/Cp
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' Firenze/Rapallo - 1950  COMMITTEE 4 S

'REPORT BY WORKING GROUP 4 4
OF COMMITTEE 4
(PHASES OF THE PLAN COMMITTEE)

Ll o Worklng Group 4 A was set up by Commlttee 4 at its
" ‘meeting on 12 April (Document 44). The Chair was taken by
the Delegation of Switzerland and the Committee orginally
consisted of the following delegations:

 Belgium . Mexico
.. 3India . VNew Zealand
Ttaly’ - Portugal .
o , Indonesia - .= .. UnltedtKlngdom
1.1 Following a decision by Committee 4 (meetlng on 18 Aprll,

.. Document 83), the membership of the Group was increased by two,
s i.e. the delegatlons of the Unlted States and France.'

i

1.2 The following terms of reference were given to the Working
: ‘Group by Committee 4 (Document 44) :

‘"To review the Final Report of the Technical Plan Committee_
‘and to analyse +the ‘written comments received from delega~
tions. The Group shall obtain any necessary data by means
of interviews with the delegations and shall complete its
work within the time lim? t stlpulated by the Commlttee“ ’

1.3 These terms of reference. were first modlfled as follqws by,
Committee 4 at its meeting on 26 April (Document 127)

"To review the final report of the T. P. C., and to analyse .
"the written comments that have been received or that will
be received from delegations until the date set. by Commit-
tee 4 at its first session. The Group shall obtain any
" necessary data by means of interviews with the delegations
. ~and shall complete 'its work w1tb1n the time limit stipu-
- lated by the Commlttee"

At the same meetlng, Commltteo 4 approved the Working
Group's 1ntent10n xfe) prepare bandloading charts. .

\

Dm/cé
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l.4 Additional terms of reference, consisting of the first three
paragraphs of Document 137 (Decision by the Plenary Assembly on
- 11 May 1950), were given to the Group by Committee 4 on 13 May.

1.5 ~ The Working Group held nine meetings.

2. After a preliminary study of the Final Report of the
T.P.C., (IIIrd Part of Document 32 of the T.P.C., Florence
Session), it was decided to refer the four points contained

~in Chapter 4 of that report to Committee 4 (see Annex to the
Minutes of the third meeting of Committee 4, Document 83).

2.1 - At the suggestion of the Indian Delegation, the question of
"protection ratios" (see Annex 4 of the Final Report of the T.P.C.)
was also referred fto Committee 4.

.3J _ Although the T.P.C. in Paris had fixed .20 February as the
final date for submitting comments on its draft plans, replies
had been received from only 45 administrations when the Group
started its work. Of these 45 replies, many were very brief
or incomplete. A .

3.1 To supplement the dossier of comments received on the Paris
draft plans, the Group immediately set up a first Sub-Group .
(Working Group 4 Al) with Mr. Axon (United Kingdom) as Chairman.
The Group comprised members of the delegations of India, Italy
and Mexico, and later, of the Belgian Congo, Indonesia, Portugal,
United States, Switzerland, Ethiopia and Canada.

‘3,2 The terms of reference of Sub-Group 4 Al were as follows:

?To record oral observations by delegates of countries that
have submitted comments on the six phases of the Plan'.

3.3 The case of countries which had submitted comments but left
the Conference on 4 April was raised in a request for directives
from the Group to Committee 4 (Document 53).

3.4 - Having started its work with rather limited terms of refer-
ence, the Group drew Committee. 4's attention to the necessity
of considering all the cases that might arise at the Conference.
These cases were very varied as can be seen from Document 86
?Preliminary Report of Sub~Group 4 Alf. :

3¢5 Committee 4's decisions in this matter (see paras.l.3 and

' 1.4) and the resolution passed by the Plenary Assembly at its .
tenth meeting relating to "countries not represented at +the
Conference, or having left it" (Document 182) eventually enabled
the Group to present the fullest possible picture of the prevail-

. ing situation, It was decided that the various information was
to be handed in by noon on 20 May, at the latest. (Document 182).

Dn/Cé
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With regard to the new requirements studied by Committee 3.
(Requlrements Committee), the Group was instructed (Committee 4,
Minutes of the sixth meeting, Doctment 176) that the number of
channel hours to be taken into account in preparing the band-
loading charts shouid be that ShOWn by each country in its requlre-
ments rather than that recommended by Committee 3c :

The Report by Siub~Group 1 (Document 190) was unanlmously
adopted by Working Group 4 A at its eighth meeting. With regard
to the categories of countries appearing in Appendix C of Document
190, it was decided to place a small group at the disposal of |
delegatlons on Monday, 29 May, so that those that wished to be
transferred from one category to another could make their wishes
known. ("Notice to all delegates" of 26 May) . :

3.7+1. Korea does not appear in the list of countrles in Document
190, as unfortunately the relevant information reached Sub-Group
4 A 1 too late. : .

. During discussion of the Working Group's new terms of refer-
ence (Document 137), the United States delegate expressly pointed
out that the requirementsvsubmitted by his delegation were not

‘additional requirements, but were his country's actual require-

ments, as it had not szgned the Mex1co Clty Agreement.

4., ° The T.P.C. ‘had encountered serlous dlfflcultles in setd:

401

Dn/Ce

tling the problem of bilateral agreements from the point of
view of the plans to be prepared from the Basic Plan and the
Working Group had appointed a sub-group (Sub-Group 4 A 2) to
s$tudy the matter. This group, under the chairmanship of

" Mr. Green (New Zealand), consisted of members of the Delega-
tions of France, India and the United Kingdom. :

: Sub~Group 4 A submltted'lts report in Document No.123. Work-
ing Group 4 A at its sixth meeting decided to approve only the .
conclusion of the report and to include in its final report this
conclusion, whlch reads-as follows: '

"There seems llttle point in devoting time and effort in this
"Conference to resolving the exact status of bllateral agree-
nents incorporated in the Mexico City Plan as a basis for
proaections before the final procedure of this Conference
has been agreed upon.f ' .
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5. At the beginning, one of the members who had taken part
in the work of the T.P.C. drew the Group's attention to para-
graph c). of "Directives for the work of the T.P.C." (Mexico
City Agreement, pages 29/30) referring to the "“general pat-
tern of distribution". This general pattern of distribution
is capable of widely varying interpretation and application,
according to the nature of the requirements and the location
of the different countries. As the.T.P.C. had been unable tr
arrive at a definite decision on the matter, another Sub-Group
(Sub~Group 4 A 3) was instructed to study the problem. The
Sub-Group, with Mr., Sastry (India) as Chairman, was composed
of members of. the Delegations of Indonesia, Mexico and
Portugal, and, later the United States of America and France.’

5.1 Sub-Group 4 A 3's first report, dated 20 April (Document 78),

: gave rise to a lengthy discussion in the Group on the interpreta-
tion of the terms of reference given to it. They were finally
amended to read as follows: : .

"To examine to what extent the clauses provided for in
"the direetives contained in the Mexico City Agreement
(Annex 2, page 29) have been obserwed by the T.P.C. and
to make known, in the light of obssrvations presented by
the various countries on the Paris Plans, whether the
results have in general given satisfactien."

5.2 On the basis of the new directives the original report.
{Document 78) was revised by the Sub-Group which, on 24 May,
submitted a fresh report (Document 193)

5.3 The following are the outstanding p01nts of the dlscuss1on
“on Document 193 that took place in Group 4 A :

1. Although an appreciation of the work of the TPC
can be deduced from the comments made by couniiies
no indication is given in revised Document No.193 as
to whether the TPC has applied the Mexico Directives.
In view of the limited time at its disposal the..Group

has not been able to complete this task.

2. With regard to the application of the directives by the
T.P.C., the statement made by the Delegation.of Mexico
regarding the December 40 phase (see Annex 7, Document:
82, second session T.P.C.) should be recalled.

3. ©Since the work of Sub-Group 4 A-3 had to be based to a
great extent, on the T.P.C.'s interpretation of coun-~
‘ tries' comments, Document 193 must be regarded as
information only.

Dn/Cé
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Subject to some addltlons and amendments, the Group ap-

proved the report by Sub—Group 4 A 3, a revised editlon of

which will appear (DOCument 193 révised and adopted by
Workzng Group 4 A). A , u '

6.

' The task entrusted to Working Group 4 A was both _
important -and considerable. Its complex1ty aid not faclli~"‘

. tate matters._

Sincere thanks are due- to all those who, by their

. efforts and their devotion, made the accomplishment of the.

work possible, and particularly +to the Chairmen’ of the

- Sub-Groups - Mr. Axon (who with his colleagues digd out-
-standing work), Mr., Green and Mr. Sastry - and all the

Group's other members and oollaborators.
- We also wish to thank the staff of the Secretar1at,>

and in particular Mme de Braz and the 1nterpreters, who

have greatly helped us in our work.‘

" E. METZLER

. Chairman .



Conférence internationale : . . Corrigendum N° 1 ..
de radiodiffusion -3 hautes fréquences = , - ~ au Document N°209-F

/ Firenze/RapallO - 1950 : S - ggMﬁiéSiz;ﬁg |
. Vool | ' | - | |

L : RAPPORT DUGROUPEDETRAVAIL LA

Au paint 3, au lieu de ¢

"Wles réponses de 45 administrations ne sont parvenues qu'au moment ou’ le,
Groupe commengait son travail, . . :

4L convient de Mre: , e AR . Ai

“les réponses de 45 administrations seulement étaient parvenues au moment
ou le Groupe a commence son travail“ :

International High Frequency o | CL ‘Corrigendumng 1
Broadcasting Conference - '~ - - 1o Document No 209-E
Firenze/Rapallo = 1950 <30 May 1950 '

REPORT BY WORKING GROUP 44 ° ' ‘
.In paragraph 3, instead of~

’

the replies from 45 administrations only Just arrived as the Group was
starting its work", ..

’ reads
"the replies from 45 administrations only hed been received when the Group
started its work" , v ,

Conferencia Internacional I - : g_;rigenggg odme 1.
de Radiodifusién por Altas Frecuencias - al Doce num, 209-S
L . , /.. 30 de mayo.de 1950
Firenze/Rc.pallo - 1950 : - _ . cOMISION 4

\

LNFORVE DEL GRUPO DETRABAJO A

- En el punto 3, en lugar de.

‘"las respuestas de 45 administraciones ‘1legaron al Grupo solamente en el
momento de empezar sus trabajos" .

N

~ léase:. | o " .
S _"soio se habidn reaibido \las respuestas de 45 administraciones en el.
. ~momento de comenzar el Grupo sus trabajos",
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REPORT BY WORKING GROUP 4 A
OF_COMMITTEE 4
(PHASES OF THE PLAN COMIITTEE)

4

1, Working Group 4 A was set up by Committee 4 at {ts neeting on 12 April
(Document 44). The Chair was taken by the Delegation of Switzerland and the
Committee originally consisted of the following delegatidns ¢

Belgium Mexico S
India  New Zealand
Italy Portugal
Indonesia T United Kingdom

1.1 Following a decision by . Oommittee 4 (meeting on 21 April, Document 127),
the membership of the Group was increased by two, ieed the delegations of the

United States end France.

1.2 The following terms of reference were given to the Working Group by
Committee 4 (Document 44) : .

"To review _the Final Reporf; of 'che;'reohnical Plan Comtnittee and to
anelyse the written comments received from delegations. The Group
ghall obtain any necessary data by means of interviews with the
delegations and shall. oomplete i’cs work within the time limit stipulated

by the Committee.

1.3 = These terms of reference were i‘irst modified as i‘o]lows by Comnittee 4
at its meeting on 26 April (Document 127) :

"To review the fi.nai report of the T P.C. Pr and to analyse the written
comnents that have been received or that will be received from
delegations until the-date set by Cormittee 4 at its first session.
The Group shall obtain any necessary data by means of interviews with
the delegations and shall complete its work within the time limit

etipu.lated by the Committee"

At the same meeting,- Committee 4 epproved the Working Group's intention
to prepere bandloading eharte.

.4  Additional terme of reference, consisting of the first three paragraphs
of Document 137 (Decision by the Plenary Assembly on 11 May 1950), were given

to the Group by Committee 4 on 13 May,
1,5 . The Working Group held nine meetings.
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‘After a preliminary study of the Final Report of the T.P.C. (IIIrd Part
of Document 32 of the TeP.C., Florence Session), it was decided to refer the
four points contained in €hapter 4 of that report to Committee 4 (see Annex
to the Minutes of the third meeting of Committee 4, Document 83),

At the suggestion of the Indian Delegationm, ‘the question of "protection

2,1
~ratios" (ksee Annox / of the Final Report of the T.P,C.) was also referred to
Committee /o : : : 4

~ Although the TeP.C. in Paris had fixed 20 February as the final date for’
submitting comments on its draft plans, the replies from 45 administrations
only just arrived as the Group was starting its work., Of these 45 replies,

many were very brief or incomplete.

3.1 To supplement the dossier of comments received on the Paris draft plans,
the Group immediately set up a first Sub-Group (Working Group 4 Al) with
Mr. Axon (United Kingdom) as Chairman, The Group ccmprised members of the

delegations of India, Italy and Mexico.

3.2 The terms of reference of Sub-Group 4 Al were as'follows'.:

"To record oral observations by delegates of countries that have
submitted comments on the six phases of the Flan', o

The case of countries which had sulmitted comments but left the Conference

3.3
quest for directives from the Group to Committee 4

on 4 April was raised in a re
" (Document, 53), .

3¢4  Having started its work with rather limited terms of reference, the Group
drew Committec 4's attention to the necessity of considering all the cases that
might arise at the Conference. These cases were very varied as can be seen

from Document 86 "Preliminary Report of Sub-Group 4 A1". '

3.5 Committee 4's decisions in this matter (see pafas. 1.3 and 1.4) and the
resolution passed by the Plenary Assombly at its tenth meeting relating to
M"eountries not represented at the Conferonce, or having left it" (Document 182)

"eventually enabled the Group to present the fullest possible picture of the

prevailing situation. It was decided that the various informotion was to be
handed in by noon on 20 May, at the latest. (Document 182), -

3.6  With regard to the new requirements studied by Committee 3 (Requirements
Cormittes), the Group was instructed’ (Committee 4, Minutes of the sixth meeting,
Document 176) that the number of channel hours to be taken into account in

preparing the bandloading charts should be that shown by each country in its

requirements-rather than that recommendied by Committee 3. «
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The Report by Sub~Group 1 (Document 190) was unanimously adopted by
Working Group 4 A at its elghth meeting. With regard to the categories of
countrles appearing in Appendix C of Document 190, it was decided to place
a small group at the disposal of delegations on Monday, 29 May, so that those
that wished to be transferred from ons category to another could make their

wishes known. ("Notice to all delegates" of 26 May).

3.7.1. Korea does not appear'in the 1ist of countries in Document 190, as
unfortunately the relevant information reached Sub~Group 4 & 1 too late,

During discugsion of the Working Group's new terms of reference

: (Document 137), the United States delegate expressly pointed out that the

/v

ation were not additional requirements,

requirements submitted by his dele
%rements; as it had not signed the Mexico

bl

5

5.1

but were his country's actual requ
City Agresment,

As many countries had accépted the Mexico City Basic Plan because of
bilateral agreements which satisfied certain of their requirements, but as,
at the samo time, the TiP.C. had encountered serious difficulties in settling
the problem of bilateral agreements from tlie point of view of the plans to be
prepared from the Basic Flan; the Working Group appointed a sub-group (Sub-
Group 4 A 2) to study the matter. This group, under the chailrmanship of
Mr. Green (New Zeeland), consisted of members of the Delegations of France,

India and the United Kingdom,

Sub=Group 4 4 2 submitted its report in Document 123. Working Group
4 & approved 1t as a whole at its gixth meeting, but decided to give only the
conclusion in the final report to the Committsc, as follows s

"There seems little point in devoting time and effort in this
Confersnze to resol.ving the exact status of bilateral agrecments
incorporated in the Mexico City Flan as a basis for projections
before the final procedure of this Conference have been agrecd

upon,®

At the begirning, one of the members who had taken part in the work
of the T.P,C. drew the Group's attention to paragraph c¢) of :"Directlves for
the work of the T.P.C.® (Mexico City Agreement, pages 29/30) reforring to
the "genereal pattern of distribution". This generel pattern of distribution
is capable of widely varving interpretation and application, according to -
the nature of the requirements and the locaticn of the different countries.
As the T.P.U. had bteen unable to arrive at a definite decision on the matter,
another Sub-Group (Sub-Group 4 & 3) was instructed to study the prohlem,

The Sub~Group, with Mr. Sastry (India) as Chairman, was composed of members
of the Delegations of Indonesia, Mexico and Fortugal, and, later, the

United States of America.
Sub-Group 4 & 3's first report,

rise to a lengthy discussion in the Group on the in
of referonce given to it. They were finally amended to read as follows 3

dated 20 April (Document 78), gave
terpretation of the terms
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"To exemine to what extent the clauses provided for in the
directives contained in the Mexico City Agreement (Amnex 2,
page 29) have been observed by the T.P.C. and to meke known,

in the light of observations presented by the various countries
on the Paris Flans, whether the results have in general given

gatisfaction,"

5.2 On the basis of the new directives the original report (Document

78) was revised by the Sub~Group which, on 24 May, submitted a fresh
yeport (Document 193). ' L o

543 The following are the outstanding points of the discussion on

Document 193 that took place in Group 4 4 3

1. Although an appreciation of the work of the T.P.C. can.be
deduced from the comments made by countries, it would have
been advisahle to check in detail how the T.P.C. have
applied the Mexico City dirgctlives.. There has not, however, .

baen aufficilent time to do this, -

With regard to the application of the directives by the
T.P.C., the statement made by the Delegation of Mexico -

regarding the Dacember 40 phase (see Annex 7, Document
32, second session T.P.C.) should be recelled.

-

3. Since the work of Sub~Group 4 4 3 had to be based, to a
great extent, on the T.P.C.'s interpretation of countries’
comments, Document 193 must be regarded as information only.

Subject to some edditions and amendments, the Group approved:the
s revised edition of which will appear (Document

report by Sub~Group 443,
193 revised and adopted by

N . The task'lentrusted to Worl;ing Group 4 A was both important and
considerable, Its complexity did not facilitate matter;. : ‘

Sincere thanks are due to all those who, by their efforts and their

made the accomplishment of the work possible, and particularly
to the Chairmen of the Sub=Groups = Mr. Axon (who with his colleagues did
outatanding work), Mr. Green and Mr, Sastry - and all the Group's other

members and collaborator_s.

Ve alvsol wish to thénk the staff of the Secretariat, and in particular
Mme De Braz and the interpreters, who have greatly helped us in our work,

Working Group 4 4).

" E., METZLER

Chairman
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. their transmissions were not to hand, but promised to issue them as 89

s

International High Frequency ' - Document Nog 1

Broadcasting Conference. ‘ 29 May 1950

© e

Firenze/Rapallo ~~1950‘

COMMITTEE

IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE
Report of the Fourth Meetingj 23 May 1950
Chairmen ¢  Mry PyW,F, Fryer - (United Kingdom)
1st Vice~Chairman : ‘Mr, Otterman (United States) -
2nd Vice=Chairmen ¢ Mr, Kenna (fustralia)

The Ghalrman' called the meeting to order at 3 06 pgmo -
. Document Nos 126, the report of the 3rd meet:mg (281;11 Aprll 1950) was |

_adopted without amendmenta

After gome preliminary remarks by the Chalrman regerdlng the programme

- of work,- the Committee turned its attentlon to t} the Report of WOrklng Group 5B

(Document No. 170)%

In introducing the Report the Chairman of the WOrkﬂng Groap, Mry, Aziz
éggkista ;said that he would like to express particular thanke to Mr, Gracie
I¢FeReBs):for his help in the work of the Group, He stated that two minor

- corrections were necessary, namely, that in line 4 of para. 4y the order of.

the words "Plan" and "Technical shou’d be reversed, end in para, 5 ii), the
word "his" should be replaced by the word. "its", He then asked Mr, Obtterman -
(United States) if details of the WWv transm1331ons could be glven to the
meeting. o : :

" Mre Otterman explained that two stations were concerned w,w,v,, at
Beltsville, and W ,W.W Vs, at Murray, He regretted that full details of.

possible, o , g : : N ““‘T'e' '

After 8 lerg thy discussion of paragraph 4 of the Report, in which GENEA

Jayasekara (Ceylon), Dr. Metzler {Switzorland), Mrs Mclean (United Kingdom)

%;, Daumard {France), Mr _Otterman (U.S.ds); Mp, Sastry (India) and Mr, Green
New Zealand) took part, the Committee adonted the fellowing concluszons :

! "(i) Committee 5, congsidering that uultgble transmlss1ons of standard
time signals are in fact already fairly w1desprewd and made by
specialized stations, from different parts of the globe, whose
characteristics are to be found in the "IList of Statione Performing

* Special Services" published by the I.T.U,, does not consider it
necessary to adopt the principle that special transmissions of
standard time signals for international use should be transm*tted
by the high frequency broadecasting statlona themselvesa

Dn/Ba
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i ,
(41) Broadcasting stations retain liberty of action to transmlt

their normal time signals, within the framework of the assign~
ments made to them in the Plane.

(iii) The Committee wishes to stress the importonce of regulating
transmission times strictly in accordance with approved standard
time signals, such g4 those referred to above"

Pﬂragraph (ii) of this text was adopted condltionally subject to the

;p0531bility of recon31deration after paragraph 5 of Document Nos 170 had

- been discussedo

:7.'

¢

10
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‘The Committee then turned its attention to paragraph 5 of the Report.

Mr. Aziz explained that the intentlon in sub=-paragraph (1) of paragrapH'S
was that the first station should terminate its’ transmission pot loter than
30 seconds before the beglnning of the subsequent hour,

* Following a proposal by Mr. Mclean (United Klngdom), supported by

‘. Mre Bardad (Fgypt) and Mr. Sastry (India) to the effect that the period of
© 30 s¢ seconds specified in sub-paragraph (1) should be increased to three

minutes, there was a lengthy discussion”of paragraph 5 in which the delegates

- ‘of Egypt, France, India, the United Kingdom, ond the United States participa~

teds It was finally agreed that Working Group 5B, amplified by the .
delegations of France, Egypt and the United Kingdom, and such other delegations

- o8 wished to.participate in the discussions, should hold & meeting in the nedr

future, in order to reconsider paragraph 5 of Document- No. 170 and arrive ot

o solution which would be generally acceptable,

4s there was no cther business, the meeting was adjourned ot 6425 pelts

“We Dolman VZP.W.F.~Fryer'

| Reporter' , Chairman
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International High Frequency - , ‘ Dbcugsnt No, 211-E

Broadcasting Conference | ' - 27 May 1950
Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 - ~ | ' Corrigendum No. 1
REPORT
" BY THE

'CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE

o

——————

(English text only)
('- .
‘Para. 1, second line, please read:

Documents 4L, 95, 174 and 202 respectively.

/
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Intemg‘tionaluﬂigh Frequency . . " Document No,211<E
_Broadcasting Conference I _ - 27 May, 1950

‘ Firenze/Rapallo = 1950 |

COMMITTEE 2
" by the
0 L.‘LLb (JU_ I 11 e

s s ves. . I A A 20 o s Pty

: The Credentinls (‘-ommi'btee has held four meetings , on 11 and 2 Apr:ll and
16 and 25 May as shown in the minutes, Documents PAN 95, 1’74 and o o o respect- _

-
I3
‘

The Serms of referenﬂe and membership of the Committee were fixed by the ‘
Plena.ry Assembly of the Conference in its meetings on 5, 6 and 7 April,:as “ghown

" 4n Dooumants 27, 61 and 62. The Committee!s terms of reference are "To check

-the eredentials of the various delegates in sccordance with the pmvisions of*

the At]antic Gity Internatfuonal Teleccmxmnication Convention."

3

3.

At its first meeting on 11 April (Dommerrb /1) the Credentials Cormittea
decided to study the procedure followed by the Mexlco City International High.
Frequeney Broadcesting Conference, and requested the Secretariat to publish a
document outlining the decisions-edopted by the Plemary Asserbly of ths said
Conforence with regard to the checking of Gredential" "(Document €5).

oAt its cenond meeting, the Commiitee approved Document 65, resolving to
adopt 1t as a guide for the checking of Credentials, subject to one amendment -

" by the Italian delegate, viz. to add to point 2 on page 2 of the document:
" ub) Telegrams cognmg fron authorities mentioned under poin‘b 1.

3 - A Working Group was set up, its tems of reference and membership are shown

. in point 4 of Documenu %,

343 -
o (Document 156)0 -

The Wo:-’:-ng Grom.p ne"d three mee’cinrm Phﬂ 8117'7!‘14. ed 2 report +o ths Qommit'ﬁee

Dn/Cp .
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In accordance with the €emmittee's decision to edopt the procedure
followed by the Mexico City Conference as a guide (point 2.3 of Document 95)
ond to explain the methods used (Annex 3), the Committee studied 59 credentials
and 2 proxies, classifying them as follows:

A.— Final Credentials

1) Credentisls considered complete: Australis, Austria, Bulgaria, China,

o2

Dn/Rg

Vatican City, Costa Rica, Cuba, Denmark, Egypt, United States, France, India,
Icelsnd, Italy, Japon, New Zealand, Portugal, French Protectorates of Morecco
and Tunisia, Sweden, Switzerland, United States Territories, Uruguay, Yugo-
slavia (23 countries),

2) Credentials ccngidered incomglet because they do not indicate the extent
of the powers granted to the delegation as regards signing the final documents
or acts of the Conference: Belgium, Canada, Ceylon, Colombie, Colonies of the
United Kingdom, Belgian Congo, Finland, Guatemaln, Indonesia, Israel, Luxembourg,
Mexico, Monaco, Norvay, Pakistan, Paraguay, Netherlands, Southern Rhodesia,
United Kingdom, Syria, Oversea Territories of the French Republic, Venezuela

(22 countries).

Be~ Provisional Crodentials

1) Considered provisional becausé of their character and incomplete because
they do not establish power to sign: Albania, Portuguese Colonies, Dominican
Republic, Ethiopia, Greeco,Honduras, Iran, Lebanon, Nicaragun, Poland, Czecho-
slovekia (11 countries), .

2) Considered to_bhe simple communications since they are telegrums announcing
participation in the Conference: Ireland (1 country)e ‘
3) Considered provisional because of their character, irrggular in their

menner of presentatlion, and incomplete because they do not establish power to
sign- Roumania (1 country).

4) * Credentinls, acceptance of which 1t would seem advisable to withhold since
the representative whom they accredit connot be admitted to the Conference as
an observer in vicw of his being a Member of the I.T.U. (Annex 1, Article 1,
ara. 2 a) of the General Regulantions annexed to the Convention): Brazil
1 country),

Ce= Mandates.(Permanent proxies).

Considered provisional because of their character and incomglet because -
they do not establish power to sign Burma, Jordan (2 countries),

The documents in categories A2, Bl, B2, B3, B4, and C do not empower
delegotions to sign the final documents and acts of the Conference,
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'The Committea resolved to recomend the Plenary Assembly of the Conference: .
To urge the I.TU. to make recommendations to Administrations regarding the
vording of the Credentials of delegates at‘oending international conferences.

To, edvise delegatione, on the basis of Chapter 3, paragraph z, eub- -

-. paragraph 3 of.the General Regulations amexed to ths International: Tele=

commnication Convention, to take the nocessary. steps to regularize incompleté
and provisional tredentials, thus enabling them to sign the final documents end

" gets of the Confetrences The Plenary Assembly should also reach a ‘decision as-
. soen ag. possible’ regarding definitive acceptance of Credentiale considered
.'final and &cmplaie. . ; ) A .

. To study the’ propose.l eubmitted by tbe Delegation of Ite.ly concerning the
representation at ‘the Conference of Member Gountries of the Union by other

, .Member Ccu.ntries (Doctmant 159), ¢

6o

61

The Conmittee decided, ona motion by the Delegate ‘of New Zeeland, that

the contents of the statement by the Delegation of the Federal People's

Republic of Yugoslavia (Documeirt .95) were outside the Commdttee's terms of
reference and that no ection would be-taken in the matter. - o .

‘ At t.he request of the Italian Delegate, note was teken of his statement o
that he considered that the question of the Yugoslav statement should not be

'discuseed since it had al.rea.dy been gettled in the Plenary Assembly.

The Federal People's Republic of Yugoslavia. requested that its statement

= ehould be 3ncluded in the ﬁ.nal report. The' text 15 as follows.

"'rhe Delsgate of the Federal People 8 Republic of Yugoslavia reela '

‘bound to make the follawing: statement, which it wishes to have inserted in the

.. _ mimtee of the meeting and in the final report of- the Credentials Gomittee.

uIn view of the eituetion actually ex:isting in Chine efter the war of

..l..iberation and the national and social revolution in that country, mow that tixe

Chinese people and its national army of liberation have come into power and
expelled the former Kuomintang regime, it can be stated categorically that the .
Ministry of the P.TeTe and. the Telecommnication Department of the Kuomintang

. Government no longer. ‘have any exscutive powers and are not in a position to
taks reeponsibﬂity for the territory of China,e x S :

"Moreover, 1t vas decided at the firet meeting of tha Credentials Committee
that credentials' could be presented only by the competent administretion, and

Annex:- 2 to ths .International Telecommmication Convention states ‘cledrly that

.. the dompatent admintstration istany department or gservice of a govermment -
- ‘responsible for implementing-the-oillgations undertaken in the International
-Telecommnication Convention and the Regulatlons annexsd- theretod!
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' "Now it 1s precisely these indispensable ‘conditions that are’ \ not fulfmed

‘by the Ministry of the P.T.T. and the Telécommnication Department of the
"Kuomintang.

" WIn these eirotmstances the Chinése delegate poesmssing ‘erédentials: iseued

by the Kuomin'bang camnot, by his signature, guarantee that. the terms laid- .
‘down in the international agreement and the Plan anne:aed. thereto wil.‘!. be carried
~out and reepeoted in the territory of'Chinas =~ .

-

¥For ‘this reason ‘the Delegation or the F.P.Rs of Iugoelavie coneiders that
thd credentdals of -ths Kuomintang delegates -cannot be regarded as a.valid

(document b'y the’ Second Internationel High Frequenoy Broedoe sting Conference.

MThe, Delegation of the FcPJh of Yugoslavie tharefore proposes that the-
Credentials Committes should regolve that the delegates of the Kuomintang P.!.To
‘Administration shall have the right neither to vote hor to. aign: theﬁml

) doouments of the Conference and the’ plans prepared by 1t."

.J’ . Milans
Chairman
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"ANNEX I

CIASSITICATION OF CREDENTIALS BY GOUNTRY
Al . Credentials considered complete
A2 Oredentials considered incomplete

Bl Credentials considered provisional because of their character and:
incomplete since they do not establish power to sign.

. B2 Credentials cbnéidered to be simple. conmiunicatioz_as’

‘B3 Credentials considered provisional because of their character,
irregular in their manner of presentation and incomplete because
. they do not establ:lah pover to sign.

B 4 - Credentials, acceptance of which it would seem advisable to withhold
since the representative whom they accredit cannot be admitted to the -
Conference as en observer in view of his being & Membor of tho I,T.Us

¢ ¥andotos conaidered provisionnl because of their character and
incomplets since they do not establish power to signs

Hoﬁq A



-6 -
' (Annex I to Docho.‘ 'muE)

Gountriea nembers oi‘ the ITU hot yet repreSented at the High Frequency Broa.dcasting
Confersnce, at its Firenze. /Rapallo session on 15 May 1950. :

0018.8: Biﬁ.: ca! t!ion; ! ; o N Countries Memb ors oj the Union
1. - # Afghanistan
2, Bl  Albania (People's Republic or)
36 - * Saudi Arabia (Kingdom of)
b - - * Argentine Republic =
5 AL .Australiﬂ- (Conm:onwealth of)
61 Al A\Bt!’i&
R C A2 - Belgium
8¢ - .. Bielorussiau Soviet Socialiat Republic '
9. ' ¢ Burm
0, . - | Balivia
U, B4 Brazil.
12, 41 . ' Bulgaria (People‘s Republic of)
h 3. ) T A2 Canada
Ye = .. A2 Caylon
1s5. , c e * Ohile
B - B Chira o
17 A * Vatdcan City (State of)
18, A2 Colanbia (Republic of)
194 Bl ‘Portuguese Colonies
20, - A2 Colonies, Protectorates, Overbea Territorlﬂ .
C . ‘ " and Territories under mamdate or trusteeship
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
. ¥rthern Ireland -
Q. 42 . - Oversea Territories of the French Republic
T - and Territories adninistered as such .
22, A2 '+ Bslglan Gongo and '.L‘erritorias of Ruandap-
Q3. Al COSta Ric&
"2 A Cuba

EO/cqp |
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25, A 4‘Denmark
26, . BL Deminicen Republic
28, wl 3 ! Salvador (Republic of):
9., e o *-'».'Ecua.dor
300 AL . United States of 4merica
o S  Ethiopla'.
- 32, A2 ' Fnland
33, A ‘ - Prance
Bk
© 3.
. 3%
A
410
4R
AT
Bhe
Ws.
s

b 4
*,

Greece
&mfem_-lé."
% Haget
Honduras
. Hungarm People‘a Repuhlic
- Indda .. : _ -
) ;'Igdonesia.(népublicvor'thelu51£ed States: of)
Ireq.
Ireland
. Yeéland
* Ierael. {State-of).
Italy | -
. '.J’apan
) ..Tordan (Ehahimite !(ingdom ot)
49 . Lebanon
50. _ | *: I.dberie.
51, - - A2 _ I..axerbourg
52, A2 ‘Mexico
| .'53',. A2, Moraep
54 T BL - Nicaragua
55, A2 © Norwy
%, a1 ' Yow Zestand
s A2 © ' Pekistan’
B * FPomam
59 k2 . Paraguiy

e,
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60. o

Sle

62,
.
654
66
67,
6
69, -
70s

72.
T3
T
. e

8,
..
8
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Netherlands, Surimm, Netherlands Antillaé :
.. and. New Guinea. A .

. o Pem .
*® . Philippines (Republic of)

Poland - (Re;'ubuc of)

- -Portugal T
_ I‘rench Protectomtes of Morocco e.nd Tunisia

Iugosla.via (Federo.l People‘s Republic of)

lkrainian Soviet Sooialist Republic ‘

Southern Rhodasia. .

| ',_Roumanian People's Republio o

United Kingdom of Great Britain ahd Northern'

- Ireland’

Sweden-

. Swi'czerhnd (Confederation)

Gzechoslcvakia.

" Territories of the United Stntes of Amarica
. Thailand o

3 Tu:key' A , . ~

".Dndon of South Africa:and, 'l‘erritory o

South. West, 4frica

' Union- -of Soviet Socialist Republics a

Umguay (Orienta.l Republio of)

* Venezuela (United States or)
.-'Iemen
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.Delegations holding :anndates from countries vhich havo accrodited no delegation
to the Confercnce : o , ,

Indin- maxamefor'w
Syria - . mndatefor the Hashimitd Kingdom‘.of Jordan

: ‘Dclcgo.tions one Or moro of whoso mcmbers have been appointed delegatg of '
‘o.nother country not present ot the Confercnco ¢ -

“Ltaly ¢ Mr, Gneno ha.s becn o.npointed dcleg'x’cc for Lﬂm
Unitod Kihgdom Hcssrs.}!s Faulhner (no’c. yet arrived) and
. of Great Britain P.W. Fryor have been appointed dolegates for
ond Northern =~ ‘the Colonies, Protectorptes, Oversen  Terpitories
Ireland s o d_Territories under nandnte or trusteocship of
' the United Kinpdon of Great Britain and North
Ireland, - A A
' Denmark ¢ ~ Mr., B8rgo Nielsen has been appointed delegate for Jedland,.
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- .

' Report on the procedure followed by the Intermtional High Frequency Broadcasting
" Conference, Mexico Ci d adopted as a de to the che of credentials
%%g Crodentials Committee at its Second Meeting held on 2 . April, 19 Doe:

- 1. ORENNUAIS |
" On the reoommendation of 1ts Credentials Commlttes,- the Plensry Assembly

of the Mexioo City Conferense adopted the ‘following text to be found as Annex B
_-to the Committes!s report dated 5 November 1948 (Doc. 68

S "The Intema’cioml High Frequenay Broadcasting Conferenoe, considering
. that the oredentlals sutmitted by various delegations differ in character in:
-that goms emanate from the Head of the Statey, others from the Ministry of Foreign
Affeirs end stdll others from the Ministry or Administrative Direstor of the -

" Commmications Ministry or Department, the Plenary Assembly recamends ‘that
participants in the Intermational High Frequency Broadcasting Conference obtain -
such letters of credentials as are required by the procedure or laws of their
.resPective countries to confer upon them the authority, '

a) to parhicipate in the Confcrence, and,

- b)) at the e.ppropriate time, when the matura of the ﬁnal documents or aots
‘which the Gonference ‘may establish becomes cloa:s, to sign such documents
or. 80t80 .

" The report (Doc, 68) also shows that the Gomnﬂ.ttee received the following
documen‘bs fron delegations ‘and organisations -

1. credentials

a) Grodentials fron tho Heads oi‘ Governments or Ministers of Foraign Affaira,
or submitted in their name- : . . '

b) Credentials signed by the Minister of Commmications or other similar or
oompetent authoritiess” L -

0) Crodentials signed in acecordance with the instructions of the Hee.d of the
Govermment or Administiation by the Head of the diplomtic mission of various .
' countries accredited to Me:d.co. ' . , _
. . . \

a) Telegram from either the Min.istry of. Foreign Affairs or the Mi.nintry
. of Oonmmieo.tiona. .
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. H.QEE ¢ The Credentials Cormittoo of the orence/Ra 0 Confercnce adopted, at
3 Second Meeting on 24 Arxd 950. (Do O Y .

oo A note (Doc. 31) fron the Gredentiale Conmittoe was d.iatribu'ced on 30 g
October 1948, and 1t read as’ follows ¢ ) .

 @Yardous- delegations have submitted crodentials in tho form of telegrams |
- notdfylng the. partidpation, and, in certa.in cases, the composition of ‘the "
-'delegations. L . _

. Those dolegations are requested to sutmit as soon as’ possible letters of.
-'eredence in accordance with the regulations and objects of the Conferencs,
and in confomiw with the exigencies and procedures of their ‘several
countries.

I, W

' U In its report, tho Committee listed the countries vhich had sent final and A

provisional docunents and then pointed out certain cagses of representation by
proxys The Plenary Assembly, by a vote of 32 to 10 with 12 absten‘biom, decided
that they ahould be- dealt with in the following manner s.

"The Intemational High Frequency Broadcaating Gonference,

sonsidering -

1. ‘that thc Convention and the General Reg'ulations of Atlantic City do not
centain explicit: and spocific provisions, althor authorizing or .
prohibiting the conferringof mandates ‘on the part of an administration, -
which cannot participate in the conference either during its entire

duration or tempomrily, upon a delegetion duly accredited by fhe
conference; o

2, that ‘certain edministmtions (Iceland, Iran, Syria) havo conferred
‘permanent mandates dpon various delegations or membors thereof (respect=
ively Denmark; Switzerland, Egypt), , and that other adninistrations
(Luxenbourg, Portuguca Colonies, ote..) have conferred temporary
nandates upon’ accredited .delegations .or members thereof (rospeotively
Netherlnnds 3, Portugal .and others), ‘

M 3
a) to accept those oredontials of, tho above uaregations which are in order,
 provided that participation by mandate or proxy is aclmowlodged to -

- involve participation in the cost of the conferences

b) to agroe that o’cher administrctiom absent from the conference, who moy '
“wish to confer simile.r manda.tea, nay do 8O on the samo tems; :
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o) .to axclude the coni‘erring of more than two votes on a given delegation
: either directly or through any of its memberas :

"d) to apply strietly Chapter IIT (3) of the General Regulations (*) in
. reference to temporary proxies given by one delego.tion to anothor;

o) to rofer, tho questions of principle involved in. this’ matter to tho
considerntion of the Administrative Council at its nexd session, with
the reservation that the above decisions do not prejudice the ultimate

. solutien of the po.'oblan.(**)“

} (*) Pamgm;h 308 Chapter III of the General Regulations is- wordod as follows 3 -

' "No delegation may exercise the right to vote wntil its credentials

are decle.red to be in order by the specinl committee referred to e.bove.”- '

.(u*) After discussing the prohlem, the Administrative Counc:L'L askal the Secretary |

General of the Unlon'to subtmit a report to the 5th Sessidn (Doc,. No.
566/CA 4/37 I,th Sesaion, 37t Meeting, .2 Octobery 1949)s
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6. Mr, Sastry, the Chalrman of the Technlcal Sub—Commlttee, briefly 1ntroduced
Document No, 184, and the Committee g dogted without discussion the recommcndations
contained in paragraphs Al,: A2 and A3 of that document.

7¢ . It was agreed to inform worklng Group 54 that the Commlttee con31dered
thet it was possible to determine, at the present Conference, the dates and
times for changing from one. seasonal plan to another, although’the exact dates .
and times had yet to be decided, and to ask Worklng Group 5A to take duo
account of this oonclus1on.

8. It was also agreed to refer paragraph AS of Document No 184 to Worklng
Group 5A for appropriate actlon. ‘ « .

9. As regards paragraph Bl of Document No. 184, uhe questlon of the exact

dates and times for the changes was the subject of a general discussion, in -
which the delegations of Canada, Egypt, the Duited States, France, Greece, -

New Zealand, the United Klngdom and Switzerland took part. The Committee g agreed
that this question should be reforred for further study to Working Group 5B and -

that the group should be augmentcd for this discussion by any delegations which
desired to: partlclpate. , ,

10, The Commlttee further greed that in this .connection the Horklng Group 8
terms of reference should bé as follows : - -

V"To congider from the operatlonal poznt of view the questlon of the
days or dates on which the changes from one seasonal plan to another
should be ¢ffected and the precise times at which such changes should

~ be made, and to make recommendations thereon to Committee 5, keeping

. in view that the.days or dates that should be decided upon should be

-as close as possible to the dates specified in Document No. 184.v
These dates are : -

Equinox to December plan « 15t November

- December to Equinox plan- = lst March , N
Fquinox to June plan ~ lst May o
June to Equinox plan - lst ueptember ",

This poncluded the discussion of Document'No. 184,

11,  Me, Bardai of Egypt asked for some 1nformatnon regardlng the progress of
the work being carried out by Working Group 54 and Mr. Leotte, Chairman of the
Group, gave a brief verbal report. He said that, if he were asked to do so,

he would be glad to publish an interim report in document form on the work of .
his group but he thought that the whole of the work could be finished shortly .
and that some four or five meetings would probably be sufficient for the
‘completion of the terms of reference. - :

\'.Dh/Bc
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12, ‘The Committee ggreed that it would_npt press for an interim report .
at this stage but would wait for the Working Group's final report,

/

13, M, Lgmoitier (France),‘refarring to the recommendations contained in

}Dn/‘Bé‘

‘Document No, 199, suggested that it would be desirable to formulate somewhat
‘similar recommendetions to cover the situation obtaining when the use of an

assignment passed from the "exclusive" to the "shared" condition or vice-vorsa.
He agreed to submit proposals on this subject in the form of a document.

14: There being no further business, the meeting closed at 12,30 pem,

&

J, SILLER . L 4 - PJW,F, FRYER
Reporter - - - = . E s : . Chairman
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Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 T COMMITIEE 5

" IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTER

Report of the Fifth Meeting,
held on the 26th May, 1950. -

| Cheirmsn: Mr. Fryor  (Usited Kingdom)
: 1st Vlce-chalrman: Mr, Otterman (United States)
‘ 2nd Vice-Chairman: Mr. Kenna ' - (Australia)

The Ohairman opened the meetlng at 9. 40 g,

1¢ At the fourth meetlng Committee 5 had considered the report
of Working Group 5B (Document N°170) -and had decided that the
Group, amplified by the addition of certain delegatlons,‘should'
be asked to give further consideration to.the questions dealt
with in paragraph 5 of that report. The results of this further
work were now available in Document N° 199, which was introduced
to the Committee by Mr. Aziz, the Chairman of Working Group 5B, |
. who explained the opnsxderatlons on whlch the Group had based '
its rev:sed recommendatlons. N
2, A general discussxon of Document N°¢ 199 followed in Whlch
the Delegates of Ceylon, Mexico, France, India, United Kingdom,
Egypt, and the United States and the U.N, observer took part.
In the course of this discussion Mr, Melgar (Mex1co) pr0posed
that Document N° 199 be amended as follows:

. Subuparagraph 1: replace h-90 seconds by h—BO seconds.. :

- Sub-paragraph 2°' replace h«85 seconds by h—25 seconds.

Add a thlrd sub»paragraph statlng that any oountry whlch
- 80. desires or considers it necessary to do so may start

its transmission at any interval after the B hour to give

itself the additional time desired.

LIESN
s i. | "‘s;‘ [ 4
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3. This amendment was put to the vote with the following

result: ‘
In favour 2 Opposed 23 Abstentions 7

The amendment was thercfore not carried and Document N°199,
was adopted without amendment.

4, Sub»parngraph (iv) of paragraph 5, as given in Document
N°¢ 199, was referred to Working Group SA for further con31dera-
tlon.

| 5. The Chairman reéalléd that at the second meeting of Commit-

Dn/Dp

tee 5 certain questions were raised concerning the dates and
times for changing over from one phase of the plan to another
and that these had been referred, through Committee 4, to the
Technical Sub-Committec for consideration of the technical as- °
pects of the matter. The Technical Sub~-Committee findings on
these questiono were contained in Document N° 184 which had been
considercd by Committce 4, and it was now the task of Committece
5 to look into the matter from an operational point of view,

6. Mr. Sastrx, the Chalrman of the Technical Sub-Committee,

‘briefly introduced Document N° 184, and the Committee adopted -

without discussion the recommendations contained in paragraphs
Al, AR and A3 of that document, ‘

Te It was agreed to inform Working Group 5A that the Commit-
tee considered that it was possible to determine, at the present
Conference, the dates and times for changing from one seasonal
plan to another, although the exact dates and times had yet to
be decided, and to ask Working Group SA to take due account of
this concluszon.

8. It was also agreed to refer paragraph A3 of Document N°184
to Working Group SA for appropriate actlon.

9. - As regards paragraph Bl of Document N° 184, the question’
of the exact dates and times for the changes was the subject of
a general discussion, in which the delegations of Canada, Egypt,
the United States, France, Greece, New Zealand, the United King-
dom and Switzerland took part. The Committece agreed that this
question should be referred for further study to Working Group
5B and that the group should be augmented for this discussion
by any delégations which desired to participate,
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10.  The Committee further agreed that in this connection the.
Worklng Group's terms of reference should be as follows:

"To consider from the operational point of view the question
of the days or dates on which the changes from one seasonal
'plan to another should be affected andthe precise times at
which such changes should Ve made, and to make recommenda-
tions thercon to Committee 5, keeping in view that the days
or dates that should be decided upon ‘should be as close as
possible to the dates speeified in Document N° 184, These
dates are: : L - ,
‘Equinox to Deccmber plan - 1st November

| . December to Equinox plan - lst March

\ S Equinox to June. plan = - lst May

' ’ " June to Equinox plan - lst September ",

This. concluded the dlscu331on of Document N° 184.

" 11, Mr. Barda1 of Egypt asked for some 1nformat10n regardxng
the progress of the work being carried out by Working Group 5A

-~ and Mr.Leotte, Chalrman of the Group, gave a brief verbal report.
He 'said that, if he werec asked to do so, he would be glad to
publish an interim rceport in document form on: the work of his
group but he thought that the whole of the work could be finished
‘shortly and that some four or flve meetlngs would probably be '
;sufflclent for the completlon of the terms of refercnce.

12, The Committeée agreed that 1t would not press for an inte-
rim report at this stage but would walt for the: Worklng Group's

,flnal report,

13. Mr. Lamoitier (France), referring to the recommendations
contained in Document N° 199, suggested that it would be desira-
ble to formulatc ‘somewhat similar recommendations to cover the
situation obtaining when the use of an assignment passed from
the "exclusgive" to the "shared" condition or viee-versa. He,
agreed to submit proposals on this subject in the form of a do-
cument. : . :

14, There belng no further business, the meetlng closed at
12 30 Pem,

7. SILLER o - "' PJW.F., FRYER
Reporter - - S ' Chairmen
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ROUMANIA

Text of a telegram. sent to the Secretary
General of the I.T.U. by the Roumanian’
' Administration : '

éEORETARY GENERAL INTERNATIONAL TELECOMIUNICATION UNION'GENEVA

= No.61867 OF TW“NTYSEVENTH MAY STOP REFERENCE YOUR TELMGRAM
NO.9.5/281 OF 12 MAY STOP POSTS AND TELECOMKUNICATIONS
ADMINISTRATION OF ROUMANTAN PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC THINKS IT
- ADVISABLE TO REMIND YOU OF THE FOLIOWING : ON LEAVING THE
HF BROADCASTING CONFERENCE HELD ILLEGALLY WITHOUT PRESENCE
OF REPRESENTATIVFS OF THE CHINESE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC THE ONLY
LEGITINATE RUPRESENTATIVES' OF CHINA THE ROUMANIAN DELEGATION
 FORMALLY STATED THAT THE' GOVIRNMENT OF THE ROUMANTAN PEOPIE'S
REPUBLIC CONSIDERED THE CONFFRENCE'ILLEGAL AND THAT IT WOULD
NOT RECOGNIZE AS VALID ANY DECISIONS REACHED IN THE ABSENCE
| OF ITS DEILEGATION; CONSEQUENTLY THE POSTS AND TELECOMIUNICATIONS
ADMINISTRATION OF THE ROUMANTAN PEOPLB'S REPUBLIC CONSIDERS IT
NEED TAKE NO ACTION ON THE RASOLUTION OF FHE HF CONFERENCE
MENTIONED IN YOUR TBLEGRAM REFERRED TO ABOVE = GENTEL + 30,5.50
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" Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 COMMITTEE

~ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

. PROPOSED PROCEDURE FOR REVISION OF THE SIX PHASES
OF THE PLAN

¢ -

Tha attached proposal is submltted for the con31deration of
- the Conferencee.

, ' - Je Paul Barrlncer
, - - ’ 7 . Chairman, Delegation of the
o ' United States of Americas.

Rapallo, Italy.
Mgy 31, 1950







































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































