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Page 9 - Para, 2*3$ ~ Mr. Sastrv (India) - Replace the second sentence
by the following : 7
"The question.of generosity spoken of by certain delegates did 
not arise and the only important point was to adhere to the , 
provisions of the Convention.", '

Page 12- Para.2,56 - Mr. Javasekara' (Ceylon) - 7th line) in place of: • 4
"### he did not think that the Conference was competent to consider
the question of its legality.” read :
"### he did not think it was for the Conference to consider the 
question of its legality#"
Para#2#57 - Idem - in place cf: v"The Delegation of Ceylon did 
not consider itself competent to vote...."? read:
ffThe Delegation of Ceylon would not take part in a vote#. •#"#

Page 13- Para*2#62 - Mr. Arboleda (Colombia) « 7th and 8th linesf add after
"competent” the words "to modify the Atlantic City Convention”*
The rest without change# ,

Page 15- Para# 2*78 - Mr. Javasekara (Ceylon) - in place of: "the Delegation
of Ceylon could take no part in a vote read: "the Delegation
of Ceylon would take no part in a vote..."#
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QUESTIONS DISCUSSED : 1. Chairmanship of the Meeting«

CHAIRMAN
VICE-CHAIRMAN

2. Telegrams to the Secretary General of the I.T.U. 
from the Administrations of the U.S.S.R., the 
Bielorusslan S.S.R., and the Ukrainian S.S.R.
(Doc. no.120), the Hungarian P.R. (Doc. no.121), 
Czechoslovakia (Doc. no.122), the Republic of 
Poland (Doc. no.143) and the P.R. of Albania 
(Doc. no.l49)| announcing their refusal to contri­
bute towards the expenses of the present Conference

Mr. Gneme (Vice-Chairman of the Conference) 
General L. Sacco 
Mr. J.‘ Millot
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Swiss Confederation - Syria - United States Territories - 
Uruguay*

United Nations

Mr* Mulatier, Secretary General of the International 
Telecommunication Union.

i

Mr* Gracie, Chairman of the International Frequency 
Registration Board.
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1. CHAIRMANSHIP OF THE MEETING

.1*1 Mr. Gneme (Italy), Vice-Chairman f stated that Mr. Vallauri had asked him
to assume the Chairmanship in his unavoidable absence and declared the meeting 
opened.

' i

2. TELEGRAMS TO THE SECRETARY GENERAL-OF THE I.T.U. FROM THE 
ADMIMISTRATIONS OF THE U.S.S.R.. THE 3IBL0RU3SLAK S.S.R.. AND THE

•' PKRAIHIA.H S-.Si«R fooc. Ho. 120 YTHE'.HUNGARIAU P.R. (Don. No.^iTT
' CZECHOSLOVAKIA (Don. M0.I22Y . THfe REPUBLIC OE PQLAMD (Doc. No.LAB 1.
- AMD THE P.Ri OF ALBANIA (Doc. Mn.IZSY AMODMCIMG THEIR REFOS&L TO 

COHTRIBUTE TOWARDS THE EXPENSES 0? THE PRESENT OOMEERENCE.
2*1 Mr. Milloty Secretary, 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#R«, and the Ukrainian S.SJU, the Hungarian P.R., Czechoslovakia, the 
Republic of Poland and the P#R..of Albania, announcing their refusal to 
contribute towards the expenses of the present Conference, and published as 
Documents 120, 121, 122, 14# and 1-49.

2.2 Mr. Arboloda (Colombia) recalled that in the course of the ninth meeting
he had already expressed his general opinion on the subject.

2.3 ; The problem raised by the telegrams just read out was of a legal nature
and consequently an Administrative Conference was not competent to consider 
it. On the other hand, it was undeniable that a decision should be taken, 
otherwise more serious problems could arise in the fbture. 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 
a few countries or perhaps even on one country alone*

2.4 In the circumstances, 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. -

2.5 Mr. Barringer . (United States of America)' stated that Mr. Arboleda!s
remarks were pertinent and were especially valuable since they emanated from 
a member of the Administrative Council, who, moreover, was considered to be 
one of the most1 experienced statesmen of the I.T.U.
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2.6 The United States Delegation shared to a great extent the point of view
expressed by the Delegate of Colombia, and submitted the following draft 
resolution : >

' - "Resolved that the Plenary'Assembly:

1. Request the Secretary General of the I.T.U. to submit, in accord-, 
ance with the procedure prescribed by the Convention, bills 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 Committee) to review the estimated
assessments to be prepared by the Secretary upon the two -bases 
followings
a) Cost to each country upon the assumption that all participat­

ing members are billed and will meet their obligations;

b) Cost to the balance of participating countries should those 
nations which have indicated their unwillingness to meet

. their obligations in fact fail to do so.

3* Direct Committee 7 to submit a report to the'Plenary Assembiy 
containing the'above information. This report will be sent to - 
the Administrative Council of the I.T.U. for information. 11

2*7 The Ch,airman stated that in accordance with the provisions of
Resolution No. 83 of the Administrative Council, Committee 7 was not 
competent to considerihis. problem. The Conference could certainly’entrust 
it to the.latter, but the Secretary had/already carried out'the major part 
of the work. He therefore asked the United States Delegation if it would 
not be prepared to modify its proposal slightly. •

2 8 Mr. Barringer (United States of America) replied that h© was prepared
to agree to any amendment that might be in accordance with the Assembly1 s
wishes•

2*9 Mr. Sastrv (India) supported the resolution proposed by the United
'States Delegation. He thoughtthe Secretariat should prepare detailed', 
■accounts, which should be examined by the Budget Committee.

2*10 , In his opinion 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 say, until the end of the Conference, which delegations 
had been present, throughout. A decision as to the principle was more 
important than the question of how much the delegations present might have 
to pay.

2*11 The Administrative Council should therefore decide whether a country
'that had accepted an invitation to a conference, an£ had taken part in the
work of that conference for a period which it had itself fixed, should not 
pay a share of the costs#

Dn/Cp



. *» 5 * m

(Doc, No, 201-E)

2,12

2.13

2.14

2.-15

2.16

. Mr. Mulatier, Secretary General of the I.T.U., restated his views on 
the matter. They could be summed up as follows:

Para. 3 (l) of Article 14 of the Atlantic City International Tele­
communication Convention, reading as follows:

H 3 (l) * The extraordinary expenses shall include all expenses per­
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 participate in these conferences
and meetings’1

* ' ' -' 
was clear and precise, and allowed of no interpretation# Any State that had 
expressed its desire to take part in a conference, even if not represented,
was bound to share the extraordinary expenses incurred. . ■ ■ ■.

Under the terms of Article 14 "For the purpose of apportioning esqpenses. 
Members and Associate Members shall be divided into 8 glasses, each contribut­
ing on the basis of the number of units of those expenses#n '

At a previous meeting it had been asked what further financial 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 
present conference amounted to Sw. Frs. 1,921.20 and it would be increased 
to Sw. Frs. 2,215*70 (difference: Sw. Frs, 294*50.) if it were decided not' 
to send accounts to the States that had left the conference. (

The Secretariat had drawn up the following table, which;showed the
situation clearly: .

Class 
according to Para.4 
of Art.14 

of the Atlantic 
City Convention

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

No, of Units Expenses 
if Art*14 is strictly 

observed_

Expenses if cost 
is shared by 
participants in 
the conference 
only

Swiss Francs

30 57,636,^ 66,471.-
25 48,030,- 55,392.50
20 38,424.- 44,314*—
15 . . 28,818.— 33,235.50
10 19,212.- • 22,157.-
5 9,606.- 11,078.50
3 .. 5,763.60 6,647.10
1 1,921.20 2,215.70

Dn/Cp
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‘ 2*17 Mr... El"Bardai (Egypt) said that the difference between the amounts
involved • waa not very great. He too, however, considered that it was a 
question of principle, which concerned tiie Union as a whole, not only for 
the present .conference but for future meetings as well.

2*1$ He added that he was not competent to discuss the problem and if a vote,
was taken in the Plenary Assembly he would abstain. <

The Chairman agreed that the question affected future conferences as
well as the present one. The accounts would not be closed until two or
three mohth# after the end of the Conference, and the Administrative 
. Council could therefore study the matter during that period*

* « ‘r  ■■ .

2.20 The R.F. Soccorsi (Vatican City) shared the views of,the Egyptian
Delegate, and added that account should be taken of the fact that in the 
telegrams circulated, stress had been laid not oh the.fact that the 
countries in question had participated for only a few days, but on the 
fact that the conference had taken an illegal'decision,

.2.21 • In the circumstances the principle involved should be defined as
follows:

”Can an Administration excuse itself from participating in the ex­
penses on the grounds that a decision adopted by a majority of the 
members present at a conference is considered by that Administration 

■ to be illegal?”
2*22 Mr. Frver (United Kingdom Colonies) , doubted whether the conference

was competent to take a-decision on the general principle.

2.23 , Para, 3 of Article 14 of the Convention, stipulating that the extra­
ordinary expenses ”shall be borne by the Members and Associate Members who 
have agreed to participate in these conferences and meetings”, was quite 
clear, and the present administrative conference was bounc1 by those prov 
Visions, which-had been adopted by the most important!body of the I.T.U., 
the Plenipotentiary Conference*

2.24 . It seemed to him that it-was necessary to decide how Article 14 was 
to be applied to the present situation, and the-question of interpretation 
rested with the Administrative Council.

2.25 ' .He wondered what repercussions the final decision would have, and
asked for publication of the figures mentioned by the Secretary General 
of the I.T.U., with details of the basis on which they had been calculated.

2.26 Mr. MoussIvfS-vria') seconded the Delegate of Egypt and pointed out to '
the Delegate of the Vatican City that the delegations in question had 1 
contested the legality not only of the decision taken but of the whole 
conference.

Dn/Cp
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; 2#2f ' 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 circumstances the Delegation*of New 
Zealand was riot prepared to bear the extra expense caused by the departure 
of certain delegations. The matter should therefore be placed before the 
Administrative Council. ' . ,

2*28 At this stage of the meeting several delegates made statements whioh
they wished to have included in the minutes, viz:,.

S ' - .  ' 1 ' . .

. a) (India)

nI wish to state categorically:
* ‘ * { ■

nl) that my Administration -is not prepared as certain previous 
Speakers have said of their countries, to pay more than its normal 
share? . ’ . ,

u2) that the General Secretariat of the I.T.U,, must send 
accounts to the .various administrations in accordance.with para*3 (l)
. of Article 14? '

■ * ‘ ’

113) that, wherever the accounts are not met, the case will 1
have to be considered, as the Secretary General of the I.T.U. has 
stated, at the next Plenipotentiary Conference in accordance with 
the procedure accepted at Atlantic City? , !

114)' that there is no objection to the.question of principle 
being submitted to the Administrative Council for study and the 
necessary recommendations to the next Plenipotentiary Conference,11

2.29 b) Hr,,. Crneme, Chairman:

fII wish, to state on behalf of the Administration of Italy and the 
Administration of Nicaragua that they do not agree to make any • 
contribution towards the extra costs in connection with the matter 
under discussion*......
“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, i.e. divide the total ex- • 
penses of the conference among the members who agreed toxparticipate,

, whether or not they attended and whether or not they withdrew.'1

Dn/Cp
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2.30 c) Mr. Daumard (France) :
“Hr. Chairman, I should also like to state on behalf of the French 
Delegation and the Delegation of Monaco that these two administra­
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.

“Moreover, Mr. Chairman, I should like 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 principle 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 French ■ 
Delegation's opinion is unwavering : we cannot admit the possibility 
of Article 14, para. 3 being called into question.1'

2*31 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 considers that the question of the 
application of Article 14 of the Atlantic City International 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 
participating in the Conference with extra costs."

2.32 Mr. Melgar (Mexico) wished to state categorically that from the legal 
point of view, the pre'sent Conference was ruled by Article 14 of the Atlantic 
City Regulations and consequently under no circumstances was Mexico prepared

‘ • to bear the additional expenses caused by the withdrawal of certain delegations.
*

2.33 Mr., Arboleda (Colombia) asked whether, in order to avoid all delegations 
declaring in turn that they were not prepared to pay more than their contri- 
butdtfy 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• • ■ .

2.34 * Mr. Metffisffl (Switzerland) fully associated himself, in the name of the
Swisff and 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 the Conference 
not paying their shares,

.2,35 Mr. .van den Broek (Netherlands) considered that reference of the question
to the Administrative Council should in no way be considered a tacit recog­
nition by the Conference that it assumed any responsibility in the matter.
The Administrations which had sent the telegrams were fully aware of this, 
since they had addressed them to the Secretary General of the I.T.U,

Un/Gp
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The latter had had the courtesy to acquaint the Conference with these 
telegrams j but the problem did not officially concern the Conference and it 
was the Administrative Council that would have to deal with the matter#

' 2*36 The Chairman 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 
Agenda*. '

2*37 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# Gonse-̂  
quently,even if the Assembly decided not to express an opinion, the Ad­
ministrative Gouncil could, if it'so wished, consider the matter and take 
decisions#

' . • ' ■ . ' '

2*38 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 City 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 whether Or 
not they withdrew# -

2.39 Mr. Sastry (India) tabled a formal motion that the Assembly should
limit 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 (l) of Article 14 of 
the Atlantic City Convention, reference to the Administrative Council was 
not necessary*

j . ■ •

2*40 T̂he 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 rmy 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 General's report. .

2.41 If that interpretation was accepted the question was solved for the
Plenary Assembly# '

2#42 Mr. El Bsqrdai (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 Gouncil as the following provisions of Article 5 1
(paragraphs 10 and ll) .showed;

1110 (l) The Administrative Council 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 Plenipotentiary Conference#

Dr/Cp
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”11* In particular, the Administrative Council shall*,....*

d) supervise the Administrative functions of the Union?”

2*43 In the circumstances he was unable to vote on the question*

2*4*4 The Chairman pointed out that in his opinion the Plenary Assembly
- had no decisions to take. The telegrams in question were addressed to 
the Secretary General of the Union? who had to communicate them to the 
next session of the Administrative Council, and unless the .latter decided 
to the contrary and instructed him accordingly, he would have to apply 
Article 14*

.2*45 Mr. Jean Meyer (Oversea France) pointed out:

l) That the question 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 withdrawal of certain delegations 51

2) That the Conference had no suggestion to make nor decision to ■ 
take .with regard to the application of Article 14?

3) That, however, a question of principle remained 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 Administrative Council. >.

2*46 Mr. Green (New Zealand) considered that the discussion could be con­
siderably shortened if Mr. Gnome*s and Mr. Leotte*s statements, which they 
asked to have inserted in- the minutes^were amended so as to reflect not 
only the opinion of the Italian and .Portuguese Delegations , but that of 
the entire Plenary Assembly* ,

2*47 The Chairman- considered that the proposal, according to which
"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 withdrew'” met the wishes of the New 
Zealand Delegate*

2*4# Mr. Mousslv (Syria) stated that the Governments of Syria and Jordan
would be unable to contribute to the additional expenses resulting from 
the withdrawal of certain delegations. ■

\ . -0 i •
0 0
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"The second International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference

"RESOLVES ' :

"that, the expenses incurred by this Conference shall be shared in
accordance with Article 14 pf the Atlantic City Convention, whose
provisions are final."

2*50 On behalf of the Delegation of Italy. Mr. Gneme proposed the follow-
A ing resolution: .

"The Florence/Rapallo Conference,
"HAVING 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 1they 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 contribute towards the ex­
penses of the Conference1,
"UNANIMOUSLY EXPRESSES the opinion that the Secretary General' of the 
Union should apply Article 14, para* 3 (l) 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*"

2*51 Mr. Bokhari (Pakistan) had studied the two proposals and observed 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 matters 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.

2*52 Mr* Barringer (United States'of America) explained that the proposal
. he had submitted had been intended, above all, to keep the problem within

bounds and facilitate the debate. r .
Now that he had heard the‘newly proposed texts, he withdrew his 

proposal and seconded the proposal submitted by the Delegate of Colombia,
which had the great merit of being clear and concise.

2*4-9 At the resumption, a resolution by the Delegation of Colombiaf
appearing in Document 138, was put before 'the Assembly* The text was
as follows:

Dn/Cp
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r , ,

2.53 Mr._mn den Byoek (Netherlands) thought the Conference' would be unwise
• to adopt the proposal, in spite of its brevity and clarity5 since it was 
-evident that the Conference was bound by the Atlantic City Convention, an'
, explicit 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 Parliament to_ the effect that the Constitution would be
■ applied# ■ ' .

/ ‘

2,54- Mr. Schiooers (Indonesia) wondered how the problem would be solved if
" the Soviet A.dministration, instead of replying, to the Italian Governments 
■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 work of the 
Conference unless an invitation was sent to the Administration-of the . 
Chinese People*s Republic. ’ ;

2.55 Moreover, he seconded the statements made by the Delegations of Egypt 
and Pakistani Indonesia was prepared to accept a ruling by the Administrative 
Council, to which it would be best to refer the matter.

2.56 Mr. Javasekara (Ceylon) considered,that the question raised by the -
»telegrams, .which had been read out was much more serious than that pf sharp­
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 calling 1 1 sen the legality of the Conference
and were therefore refusing to'pay then? share of the expenses. In the' 
circumstances, he did not .think that the Conference was competent to 
consider the question of its legality. Furthermore, as had been pointed 

- out, the telegrams had been addressed to the General Secretariat, which 
was the permanent executive organ, and, as the Netherlands Delegation had 
suggested, it would be advisable simply to take note of them and leave the 
Secretary General to•submit then to the Administrative Council, which would 
take such action as it deemed necessary. *

2.57 . The Delegation of Ceylon did not'consider itself competent to vote on
a proposal recommending that the expenses be apportioned in conformity with 
the Atlantic City Convention or in any.other manner.

2.58 Mr. Mousslv (Syria) seconded the previous speaker.

2.59 Mr. jMetzlef (Switzerland) was prepared to support either the Chairman*s
or the Colombian Delegate*s proposal. He thought'that if the word
11 resolves” in the latter was changed to "observes”, the objection raised
by the Delegate of the Netherlands would be met.

. / ■

2*60 The R»F# Soccersi (Vatican City) seconded the Swiss amendment. The
legality of the Conference had indeed been called in question, but the ■ 
Plenary Assembly should not on that account be led to declare itself inoom- 

. petent in the matter? Moreover, the very fact that the Conference was con­
tinuing its work was a formal affirmation that it considered itself legal*

Dn/Cp
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2.61 Mr., Green (New Zealand)', seconded bv Mr. Bokhari (Pakistan), proposed
to amend the Colombian text as follows s

"The second High Frequency Broadcasting Conference
"NOTES , , . . ' '
"that 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 apportionment of ex­
penses must be examined by the Administrative Council."

. / . ' ■ >
2.62 Mr. Arboleda (Colombia) was gratified 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
tive Council was not to be interpreted as meaning that that Organ was compet­
ent. No one should have any illusions about: the matter, In that regard, he 
thought it might be advisable to quote Article 4 of the Atlantic City Con­
vention. The text was as follows:

"Article 4
"Structure of the Union
"The organization of the Union shall be as follows:

1. the Plenipotentiary Conference. which is the supreme organ of the
Union|

< *

2. Administrative Conferences!
3. the permanent organs of the Union, which are:
.a) the Administrative Council, .
b) the General Secretariat, ’ ;
c) the International Frequency Registration Board (I.F.R.B.),
d) the International Telegraph Consultative Committee (C.G.I.T.),
e) the International Telephone Consultative Committee (C.C.I.F.),
f) the International Radio Consultative Committee (C.C.I.R.)."

2*63 That text showed clearly that the importance 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 IS 
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 with the Structure of the Union, after the administrative 
conferences.
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2*64- Tho Conference should always be guided by the provisions of the
Atlantic City Convention and work in harmony with them. When ho had 
submitted the extremely simple text that was before the Assembly, he had 
had that principle in mind.

2*65 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 removed as quickly as possible; the question must 
be considered openly and conclusions drawn from the reply given.

2.66 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 ask 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, so 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. .

2*67 In the case in question, the very fact that the Conference was going
on with its work clearly showed that it considered itself legal.

2*68 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 defined. 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 1J+, para.3 of the Convention.

2*69 If certain administrations expressed the desire to pay the additional
expenses arising from the departure of certain delegations) they were en­
titled to request that a statement to that effect be included in the 
minutes.

2.70 Mr. El Bardai (Egypt) wished to demonstrate that it was not for the 
Conference to discuss the problem.

2.71 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.

2*72 Moreover, what would happen if the Conference took a decision, and
the countries concerned still refused to pay their share? By then the 
Conference 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 
matters*.

Dn/Cp



; 2«I73
/

1 2.74

z m

Z. 76

2.77

2.78

2.79

2.80

He was prepared to.agree to the Italian Delegation^ 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*

Hr. Leotte (Portugal) . considered the remarks made by Mr. Arboleda ■ * 
(Colombia) and Mr. van den Broek (Netherlands) very pertinent. To reconcile 
all points of view, he proposed the following amendment to the text proposed 
by the Delegate of Colombia: ' .

**STATES that the expenses incurred by the Conference shall,, according 
to1 the Convention, be shared as prescribed in Article 14, the pro­
visions of which are final, and does not recognize the possibility of 
considering any other way of sharing them.”

Mr^ Ihirland (Cuba) called for a vote on the Colombian proposal as 
amended by the Delegate of Switzerland. >

Mr. Javqfiejcara (Ceylon) wished to dispel 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 that had 
sent the telegrams published.

He had emphasized, moreover, that the telegrams had not been received 1 
by the Conference but by the Secretary General. That was why he had . 
supported the Delegate of the Netherlands in hie opinion that the Assembly 
should merely take note of the telegrams and refer them to the Administra-. 
tive Council for a ruling.

In the circumstances, the Delegation of Ceylon could- take no part in 
a vote on the manner in which the expenses were to be apportioned,

Mr. Sqstrv (India) thought a solution could be found if either the 
Colombian or the New Zealand proposal were slightly, amended.

He therefore proposed the following text: > . ■ ’ ,

"The second International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference .

"TAKES NOTE
**of the telegrams received from the Administrations of the 
U.S.S.E., etc... and

"RESOLVES
11 that the interpretation and application of Article 14 of the Atlantic 
City Convention, as regards the apportionment of the expenses of the 
Conference, should be referred to the Administrative Council,"

• ' -15 -
(Doc. No.201-E)
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2*81 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#

2#82 The Chairman was astonished by the different trend taken by the dis­
cussion since 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 
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,

2#83 Now the Plenary Assembly was beginning to discuss the power * of the
Administrative Council# In that regard, he recalled the provisions of 
Article 5 (10) of the Atlantic City Convention, which were as follows:

”10# (l) The Administrative Council 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 with that 
provision*

2*85 He reaffirmed that reference to the Administrative Council in the
resolution was unnecessary, since it was the Secretary General1 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#

2#86 The Italian Delegation could not accept the Colombian proposaland
speaking as the Delegate of Italy, he demanded that his proposal be consider­
ed and put to the vote*

2*87 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*.

2*88 In any case, he would follow the usual procedure and submit a report
to the Administrative Council together with his proposals# It went without 
saying that the latter would be based on the opinion of the Conference itself#

Dn/Cp



2.89 He could not express a personal opinion and had merely to recall the
clauses of the Atlantic City Convention to tfhcUsih he was. bound to conform.

:
It was, .decided that the proposals submitted would be published for 

the ~ afternoon meeting#
o

o o

.■Thâ me.et.ing.rose at 1 p.m.

o ' ,

' o o

- 1 7 -
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Rapporteur, Secretary, Seen,-
G; Tripet v- ■ J# Millot . G. Gneme

^ Chairman

A

x
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International High Frequency
Broadcasting Conference

Document No.2Q2-E 
25 May 1950

Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 COMMITTEE 2

CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE

Minutes of 4-th Meeting 
25 May 1950, 3 p.m.

Chairman s Mr# Milans (Uruguay)
1st Vice-Chairman : Mr. Green (New Zealand)
2nd Vice-Chairman : Mr. Metzler (Switzerland)

1. Minutes of the 3rd Meeting (Doc.174-) approved.
2. New credentials submitted by U.S.A.-, U.S.A. Territories, Costa Rica,, and

China were read an<2 classified under A-l, that is, final and complete.

2.1 Yugoslav Delegate stated he would maintain the reservation to raise
again at the Plenary'Assembly the question of the credentials of the Chinese
, Delegate.

3. Consideration of Committee’s draft report to the Plenary Assembly (Doc*187).
The document was finally approved by the Committee after extended discussion
of various paragraphs, notably para. 4 and its sub-paragraphs, participated 
in by.the Chairman, the Secretary, and the Delegates of Yugoslavia, Ceylon, 
Italy, New Zealand, Canada, and the U.S.A.
3.1 Amendments approved for particular paragraphs will be reflected in the 
Committee's report, to the Plenary Assembly.
3*2 The word ’’mandates” was agreed upon as being preferable to ’’proxies” 
in order to moke the English text correspond with the Spanish text.
3.3 Committee adopted suggestion of Delegate of Italy for the following 
text under para. 4-.2 i ’’Documents considered in categories A-2j B.l)$ B.2); 
B.3)I B.4) 5 and C, do not authorize the delegations to sign the documents 
and final acts of the Conference.” '

4-. The First Vice-Chairman and Delegate of New Zealand, Mr. Green, gave voice
to the sentiments of the Committee in expressing keen appreciation for the 
capable leadership and fine working example of its Chairman, Cd. Milans.

5. The meeting rose at 5.15 p.m.
Mr. B.P. Gordon , Approved.
Rapporteur Mr. Milans

Ghairman
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Document No. 203-E 
26 May. 1950

Firenze/Rapallo ~ 1950

People’s Republic of Bulgariat ~ “

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.wish" 
to state that we make every reservation with regard to. 
any past or future decisions taken by the Conference, 
in view of the fact that' these will have been taken in 
our absence, Bulgaria not having participated in the 
Conference for the reasons clearly'expressed in the ' 
statement made by the representative of Bulgaria at 
the opening of. the said Conference « Director General 
of Broadcasting./. NICOLOV * 11



Conference international©
de radiodiffusion a hautes frequences

Firenze/Rapallo - 1950
MAROC ET TUNISIE

Document No 204-F 
26 mai 1950 
CORRIGENDUM No 1 
29 mai 1950 -

Page 3, alinea B - 2)
Au lieu de : "(exemple: Indonesie)"
lire: "(example: Pays-Bas (Nouvelle-Guinee))"

Page 4, alinea IY, a): . J
au lieu de *%»«pour la £hase choisie par la Conference com* 
me "premier plan" a ©laborer.***"
lire :"#*• pour les phases choisies par la Conference com- 
me "premiers plans" a elaborer..#"

International High Frequency 
Broadcasting Conference

' Firenze/Rapallo - 1950
" MOROCCO AND TUNISIA '

Document* No 204tE 
26 May 1950
CORRIGENDUM No 1 
-29 May 1950•- V-

Page 3, • -oar̂ graph B 2)*' ' "
in place of {."(example: Indonesia)" ‘
read: "(example: Netherlands (New Guinea))"/ i

Page 4, paragraph IV a) '
in place of ♦" •. • the phase chosen by the Conference as the 
"first plan" to be worked out.*."
read : ,"♦>« the phases chosen by the Conference as the 
"first plans" to be worked out..."

Gonferencia International 
de Radiodifudion por Altas Frecuencias
; Firenze/Rapaiio - 1950

MARRUECOS Y TllNEZ

Documento num>lo4",,S 
26 de mayo de 1950
CORRIGENDUM num;i 
29 de mayo de 1950 x'

Pagina 3*,Apartado B, parrafo 2), tercera linea:
Sustituyase: "(ejemplo:Indonesia)" por "(ejemplo :Paises 
Bajos (Nueva Guinea))"* - ; a

Pagina 4* Seccio'n IY, parrafo a), 2 y 3 lineas:
Sustituyase: "para la fase elegida por la Conferericia oo- 
mo "primer plan" que ha..#"
por: "para las fases elegidas por la Conferehcia como 
"primeros planes"que han#**"
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* COMMITTEE L
- \

MOROCCO AND(TUNISIA'

PRELIMINARY CONSIDERATIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF 
STATISTICS

As discussion of the statistics drawn up by Groups 4 A1 and 4 A3 is 
about to be undertaken, the Delegation of Morocco and Tunisia thinks it would 
be advisable to draw the attention of the Conference to the following point.

However valuable the data these statistics supply with regard to 
difficulties in the structure of the phases of the Plan, they do.not provide 
.a METHOD OF APPROACH for these phases*•

In fact, they only serye to prove to what extent the success of the 
Conference is jeopardized by an internal conflict5 i.e*, that many countries 
have; given evidence of general goodwill in abiding by the general scheme of 
distribution decided upon in Mexico City, while others OUTBID one another 

V- ' for new requirements*
The Delegation of Morocco and Tunisia feelsrobliged to point out the 

discrepancy between the results anticipated by the Conference and the amount 
of time remaining at its disposal - a matter of six weeks'if the Conference 
finishes on time*

^ In view of the unsurmountable difficulties raised by the nnew require*
merits!1, this Delegation feels that the time has come to turn the .tide, with 
the logical 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 and solve one or two non-tachnlcal problems 
in order to clear the ground for the purely technical problems involved in . 
the preparation of the phases of the Plan* . 11

The foilowing considerations, and in particular, the proposals, should 
hot be taken as a final draft. They are submitted to the Conference in the 
hope that tt«y will inspire better suggestions to the same end*

Hb/fea
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GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

I« The experience gained both in Mexico City and Paris Shows that 
' it takes six or seven months to prepare a basic Plan, and five/ or six months 
for six phases* . It is utopian to hope to Construct a new basid plan, drafted 
for six phases, in. the time remaining* '•

The time has come to face the fact that either the aims of the Conference 
must be restricted, or the Conference must be prolonged, or both# It would 
however seem premature to raise this question until the Conference has given * 
some proof of its willingness and ability to complete at least one or two 
generally acceptable FIRST PLANS (for example June 40 and December 40), to 
be regarded as experimental plans*

II* The best chances of Slice ess fof such plans seems to; lie in the 
fact that they would represent a MINOR REVISION OF THE MEXICO CITY BASIC, ’ 
PLAN, at least as far as balancing allocations to countries is concerned* 
Imperfect though the Mexico City Plan may be, it is well to recognize that 
. it explored every possibility in an effort to satisfay countries, and »» 
with the exception of a few-very special cases calling for revision *■ it 
contains in embryo the promise of an international agreement*

III* The paradox of flnew 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 "new requirements”, 
the"early.applicants", who limited their requirements or agreed to restrictions 
in Mexico City and Paris,, were to suffer, 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 ■, 
"the general cohtme of distribution" in the Basic Plan*

*

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

How can new requirements be limited ?
How to make available the necessary space ?

- /
, *  -

■ * * •
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PROPOSALS TO THE PLENARY ASSEMBLE/
(or to Committee 4? in ease the latter should with to deal with

this matter first) '
I . s . v * ’

I >  The Rapallo Conference decides,to consider-two disti&ct categories 
of countries submitting requirements :

.A'* Countries consenting ̂ to reduce their "new requirements” in order 
to correlate them to, the "general pattern of distribution"- drawn up in Mexico. 
City thus avoiding the risk of prejudicing other countries1 interests.

• B - Countries that insist on confronting the Conference with a NEW 
PROBLEM.:

1) either because they do not think that,they have been treated 
fairly in the Mexico City Plan*

A  - *> ' \ ' 't *■ K .
2) or because well-known political circumstances compel them to 

submit new requirements, correlated to their former requirements 
(example: Indonesia), or comparable to other Mexico City’Assign** 
ments (example : Israel).

H  - A Plenary Assembly shall be convened very shortly in order to 
examine the list of countries which consider̂  they come under Category A or B .

Countries.wishing to be, entered in List B shall : /
~ justify their requirements by drawing a comparison with one or other of 
the assignments made to countries considered to be of equal importance in 
the light of the General Principles of Mexico City?

** indicate to what extent they aggravate the problem of the Basic Plan?
•* suggest, perhaps, how to free the corresponding number of ohannel hours?

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*

The countries reclassified in A will be obliged to reduce their new 
requirements as indicated above, .

Ill, - The total volume of new requirements from countries finally 
Shown on List B should not exceed the number of channel hours which it may 
be possible to free in the Basic Plan
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r either 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 Plan1’ within •the limits of a !,mean coefficient of revision,of the 
Mexico City Basic Plan” (for example of the order of 10 %) fixed a priori 
by the Conference.

IV* Target dates* It should be possible to settle the questions of 
principle, defined above in a weeki

Two other weeks could be devoted,to i - '

a) a final adjustaaanfc by all delegations 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 A) 5. ... k

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.:

(Signed) Pierre Schaeffer
Delegate of Morocco and Tunisia

Hh/Ba
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• Corrigendum No. 1 
18 June 1950

to Document No. 205-E 
26 May 1950

M I N  U T E S  '
of the ^

Thirteenth Meeting of the Plenary Assembly 
, /

, (Document No*205) !

Pa, «• Para. 1.6 Mr. Javasekara (Ceylon) - in place of j 
. 1 ",..proposed deleting from the Netherlands'text all reference

to Article 14-, para, 3 (l).",
' read:
"... proposed amending the Netherlands text.11 .

Page 5 ~ Para, 1,17 « Mr4 Sastrv1 (India) *- 4-th line, put a full stop after,
’’Convention" and replace the rest of the paragraph by the following
"He declared that neither the present Conference nor the Admin« 
istrative Council had the right to modify the provisions 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."

Page 7 •» Para. 1.35 - in place of "Mr. Holmblad". read s "Mr. Nielsen".



Firenze/Rapallo - 1950

'M‘ I N U ' T E S  

■ ‘ . . off the
Thirteenth Meeting of the Plenary Assembly 

Friday* 12 May 1950, at 4fp.m.

Kursaal/Excelsior, Rapallo

International High Frequency ■ ' ' ______
Broadcasting Conference 26 May 1950

Questions discussed s 1. Telegrams,to, the Secretory General of the I.T.U. by
the Administrations of the U.S.S.R., the Bielorussian 
S.S.R., and the Ukrainian S.S.R. (Doc. No.120), the 
Hungarian People’s Republic (Doc. No.121)j Czechoslovakia 
(Doc. No.122), the Republic of Poland (Doc. No.14.8), and 
the People’s Republic of Albania .(Doc. No.14-9). announcing 
their refusal to’contribute towards the expenses of the 
present conference (Discussion continued)•
2. Approval of the Minutes of the first seven meetings 
of the Plenary Assembly (Documents 56, 57, 58, 59, 60,
61 and 62).
3* Any other business (announcements by the Secretariat).

CHAIRMAN s M, Gneme (Vice-Chairman bf the Conference)
VICE-CHAIRMAN s General Sacco

SECRETARY s Mr. J. Millot

\
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Delegations present

vALso present

j Commonwealth of Australia - Belgium - Burma - Canada - 
Ceylon - China - State of Vatican City - Republic of 
Colombia - Portuguese Colonies - Colonies, Protectorates, 
Oversea Territories and Territories under mandate or 
trusteeship of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland - Oversea Territories of the French 
Republic and Territories administered as such - Belgian 
Congo and Territories of Ruanda-Urundi - Cuba Denmark - 
Dominican Republic - Egypt - United States of America - 
Ethiopia - France - Greece - India - Republic of the 

; United States of Indonesia - Iran - Iceland - State of 
Israel - Italy - Japan - Lebanon - Luxembourg - Mexico - 
Monaco - Nicaragua - Norway - New Zealand - Pakistan - 
Paraguay - Netherlands, Surinam,. Netherlands Antilles and 
New Guinea - Portugal - French Protectorates of Morocco 
and Tunisia - Federal-People’s Republic of Yugoslavia - 
Southern Rhodesia - United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland - Sweden - Switzerland (Confederation) 
United States Territories - Uruguay -

j United Nations.
' \

; Mr. L. Mulatier, Secretary General of the International
Telecommunication Union,

Mr. J.A. Gracie, Chairman of the International Frequency 
Registration Board (I.F.R.B.)

Dn/Vt
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I. TELEGRAMS TO THE SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE I.T.U. BY THE ADMINISTRATIONS 
' OF THE U.S.S.R.. THE BIELORUSSIAN S.S.R. AND THE UKRAINIAN S.S.R.

(Doc. No.120). THE HUNGARIAN PEOPLED REPUBLIC (Doc. No.l2l). CZECHO- 
SLOVAKIA (Doc. No.122). THE REPUBLIC OF POLAND (Doc. No.IAS) f AND THE 

' 'PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF ALBANIA (Doc. No .149) ANNOUNCING THEIR REFUSAL TO , 
CONTRIBUTE' TOWARDS THE EXPENSES OF THE PRESENT CONFERENCE (Discussion 
continued). . ,

1.1 At the opening of the meeting, the Assembly had five proposals before
it : ' ;• /•
Document No. 141 - Proposal bv the Delegation of the Netherlands

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 14, sub-paragraph 3(1), 
and Article 5, paragraph 10, sub-paragraph 1, of the Convention, .

expresses its warm thanks to the Secretary General for his- 
information ' *

and continues with the Agenda.
1.2 Document No. 142 - Proposal bv the Delegation of Portugal

.. The Second International High. Frequency Broadcasting Conference 

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 does not recognise the possibility of considering any other way of 
sharing them.

1.3 Document No. 143 - Proposal bv the Delegation of India
 ̂ The Second International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference takes 

note of three telegrams addressed by the Administrations of U.S.S.R., Bielo- 
russian S.S.R., the Ukrainian Ŝ S.R., the Hungarian P.R., CJzechoslpvakia, 
the Republic of Poland and Albania P.R. and

resolves -
that the interpretation and application of the provisions of Afctide 

14 of the Atlantic City Convention regarding the distribution of expenses of 
this Conference should be referred to the Administrative Council.

1.4 Document No.144 - Proposal bv the Delegation of New Zealand
The Second International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference
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notes

that it has no power to alter the provisions of Article 14 of the 
Atlantic City Convention whose provisions are final ? and affirms its confidence 
in the legality of this administrative Conference.

1*5 Document No Jt.45. (revigMl_* .tosoaal Av. the Delegations of Italy and Colombia
The KLorence/Rapallo Conference, having 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 ntheir administrations 
will not contribute towards the expenses incurred by the Conference11,

expresses the opinion

lo that, in apportioning the expenses of the Conference, there.is no
need to depart from the provisions of Article 14 of the Atlantic City 
Convention?

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

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

1.7 Mr. Green (New Zealand) withdrew his proposal (Doc. No.144), 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 Zealand proposal had referred to the important problem of apportioning the 
expenses and to the still more important problem of the legality of the Conference.

1 ♦ 8 After a short discussion, it was decided by 28 votes to 0f with 12 abstentions.

Proposal by Italy and Colombia (Doc. No.lA5 rev.)

1.9 Mr. van den Broek (Netherlands) observed that the new proposal submitted by
the Delegations of Italy and Colombia was considerably longer than that submitted 
to the Plenary Assembly in the morning? the additions seemed unnecessary to him. 
When reading in Document 145 (revised) the words : Mexpresses the opinion that 
.... there is no need to depart from the provisions of Article 14 of the Atlantic 
City Convention11 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 ?

D^/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 strictly.

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 principle that the Conference was not competent to 
establish.

1.12 In the circumstances, he considered that the proposal should be rejected.

1.13 ' In reply to a question by Mr, Durian (Cuba), the Chairman said that some 
countries had not, in fact, replied to the Italian Government's invitation, 
but had nevertheless sent delegates to the Conference. The same had happened 
in every previous conference, since many administrations decided at the very 
last moment. As the countries in question had sent a delegation, thoir part­
icipation was in order.

1.14 Mr. Daumard (France) admitted that the Atlantic City Convention 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 opinions
In the circumstances,' the French Delegation would vote for the proposal sub­
mitted jointly by the Delegations of Italy and Colombia.

1.15 Mr. Hendrickx (Belgium) considered that the problem was fundamentally 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 submitting one or two 
texts only. However, the board should not be set up unless a solution had not 
been found within an hour.

Mr. Sastrv (India) 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 derogated.
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 possibility that the text might be given a tendencious interpretation.

1.18 Furthermore, the draft under discussion did not cover all cases, since 
certain administrations that had agreed to take part in the Conference had not 
attended, whilst others which had not announced their intention of taking part 
in its work had sent delegates.

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

Vn/Vt



—  6 —
(Doc. N° 205-E)

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 adopting it, the Plenary 
Assembly would be exceeding its powers.

1.21 The Chairman could not see any reason 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 Generalfs report. Since the expenses would be apportioned about three 
months after the close of the Conference, the Administrative Gouncil would 
have ample time to find another solution of the problem, if it so wished, and 
to give the Secretary General instructions other than those contained in 
Article 14 of the Atlantic City Convention if necessary.

1.22 Mr. Meyer (French Oversea Territories) 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 14n.

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 token part in the discussion but felt it
his duty to try to help in finding a Mention.

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 would not pay their shares.

v
1.26 If the Assembly agreed with him that the Administrative Council was the

competent body, it was important not to complicate its task* 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 danger that the Council!s task 
would be complicated, since it would be influenced, if not bound, by the Con­
ferenced resolution. In the circumstances, he would prefer to see the problem 
purely and simply referred to the Administrative Council,

1*27 Mr. Popovic (Yugoslavia) agreed with the 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 been seized of the question by the Secretary 
General1s report, camo to another conclusion, that would not concern the Con­
ference whose members would have dispersed.

1*29 The draft resolution bv the Delegations of Italy and Colombia was nut
to the vote.

Dn/km
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’’The FI Ore nee/Rapallo Conference, having 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 11 their' administrations will 
not contribute towards the expenses incurred by the Conference’**

expresses the opinion
1*, that, in apportioning the expenses of the Conference, there is no need to 
adopt any procedure other than that laid down in Article XU of the‘Atlantic City 
Convention!

2* that the Secretary General of the Union should appLy Article 14, para*3, 
sub-para,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 been present or have withdrawn 
at any time from the Conference* ”

1*31 The fallowing 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) i

’’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 Mr* Hoestalo (Finland) and Mr* Jayasekara (Ceylon) :

’’The delegations of these countries wished t© have it noted in the minutes
that they did not take part in the vote*”

1.34 Mr* van den Broek (Netherlands) 1
’’The delegation of the Netherlands voted against the proposal submitted by 

Italy and Colombia, not because it desires the opposite of. what is written in the 
proposal, but because its respect for the Convention is such that it considers the 
latter weakened by any such statement 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 Mr* Holmblad (Denmark) i

’’The Delegation of Denmark, on behalf of its country and of the Administration
.of Iceland which has given it a proxy, states that it voted against the proposal
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) 5
’’The Delegation of Belgium voted against the proposal under discussion for

identically the same reasons as the Netherlands.”

1*30 Bv 27 votes to 12. with 7 abstentions! the text was finally adopted* in the
following form :
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1*37 Mr# Popovic (F.PoE* of Yugoslavia)

nThe Delegation of this country voted against the proposal because, in 
adopting it, the Assembly is anticipating the Administrative Council's decisions*11
/ . • , ■

■ 2. APPROVAL OF THE MIMJTES OF THE FIRST SEVEN MEETINGS OF THE PLENARY
ASSEMBLY (Does.'~567l7r 56. 59. 60. 61 and 62). .

• '• ’ i _

2*1 The Chairman suggested that delegations should forward direct to the
Secretary any drafting amendments or , minor corrections which they wished made . 
to the minutes* /

2*2 Minutes of the 1st Meeting (Doc.56)
Approval of the minutes was deferred to a later meeting, as the

Delegation- of Portugal asked the Secretary 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 The Delegate of Cavion pointed out that Document 5.6 included a speech
by a delegate whose name did not appear on the list of those attending*

- Mr. Millot. Secretary, replied that probably the delegate had not signed or had 
arrived while the meeting was in progress. As clearly stated inthe minutes, the 
list was circulated at the beginning of the meeting*

# ■ *

2*A , Minutes of the 2nd. 3rd. Ath and 6th meetings (Docs.I
These minutes were adopted without amendment,

2*5 Minutes of the 5th and 7th meetings (Docs. 60. 62) , '

The minutes of these meetings were adopted with two minor amendments for
which corrigenda would be issued*

.2*6 At the request of the Delegate of Yugoslavia, the Chairman specified ■
that adoption of the minutes applied only to statements by countries.present at 
the conference*

3. ' •• ANY OTHER BUSINESS
Letter from the Mayor of Rapallo

3*1 . The Chairman read out a letter he had received-from Mr* Maggio, the
Mayor of Rapallo, which was greeted with applause j
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12 May 1950
HThe motion carried by the Conference is a very real expression of 
expression 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 
its 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 reaoh the final agreement that 
v will bring order to the ether and achieve the union of nations.

•' ■ ’ ■ v . .
, Yours, etc..* ,

Giovanni Maggio 
' Mayor

Announoements by the Secretariat.
3.2 Mr. Millot. Secretary* brought to the notice of the Plenary Assembly the

announcements made in Documents 106* 130, 134, 151 > 152, 153 and 154.
He also read out t

3.3 a) A letter from the Brazilian Consul in llorence to the Chairman of the ,
Conference announcing, that he had been instructed to attend the Conference as ah 
observer and asking for copies of all the documents. The Chairman had requested 
further information from the Brazilian Consul regarding the position of its 
delegation.

3*4 b) A telegram from the Government of Southern Rhodesia appointing Mr.
Charlton Higgs as its delegate.
' ■ / ' ■ 1 x ■

3.5 Mr, Millot said that the Italian Government had sent an invitation to the
European Broadcasting Union; it had however not been possible to announce their 
reply at the first plenary meeting as was customary, , ' !

3.6 After the letter had been read out, the0Plenary Assembly decided to _grant ̂the 
status of. opserver to the European Broadcasting Union, in conformity with the 
provisions of the Atlantic City Convention,
Time-Table

3.7 The Plenary Assembly decided by 32 votes to 0 to adopt the following time­
table as a general rule t

9*30 a.m. - 12.30 p.m.
3 p.m. - 6 p.m.

j



8 Ascension Day would be o holiday* _ "

9 The Assembly then approved the list of Committee and Sub-Committee meetings 
arranged for the following week*

Rapporteur 8 Secretary 1 '
G* Tripet J. Millot

- Seen :

G* Gneme 
Chairman
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Conference internationale
de radiodiffusion a hautes frequences

Corrigendum n° L 
au Document n° 206-F

Firenze/Rapallo -1950 , . ler Juln 1950

" , HGRAIRE DES SEANCES •

Les reunions prevues pour les journe.es du 2 et du 3 juinsont supprimees.
La Commission A. se reunira jusqu'a nouvel ordre chaque matin a 9 h.l/2 

et chaque apres-midi a 15 h. Elle deciders elle-meme chaque jour si elle doit \ 
tenir seance le soir apres-diner. Elle pourra, le cas echeant, se reunir ega- 
lement dans la journee du dimanche A juin. . > ,

International High Frequency Corrigendum No. L
Broadcasting Conference to Document Ho. 2Q6-»E
Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 1 June 1950

TIMEr-TABLE OF MEETINGS
’ • \ . 

Meetings scheduled for 2 and 3 June have been cancelled#
Committee U will meet every morning at 9*30 a.m. and every afternoon at 

3 p.m. until further notice. This Committee will decide evbry day if it is,to 
meet in the evening after dinner. If necessary* it may also meet on Sunday,
4th June. J

Conferencia Internacional Corrigendum num. L
de Radiodifusidn por Altas Frecuencias al Documento ndm.‘206-«S

' Firenze/RlpHlo - 1950 ", 1 de junio de 1950

HORARIO DE SESIONES

Quedan suprimidas las reuniones previstas para los dias 2 y 3 de junio.
La Comisidn 4-, hasta nueva-orden, se reunira todas las mananas a las

9,30 y todas las tardes a las 3* y decidira por si misma, todos los dias, si 
deber^ celebrar sesidn por la noche, despues.de la cena. Si es del caso, 
podrd reunirse, igualmente, 'el domingo U de junio.



- —  31 mai 1950
Firenze/Rapallo - 1950

Conference internationale Corrigendum n°>3
de radiodiffusion a hautes frequences ' au Document n° 206-F

HORAIRE, DES SEANCES

Jeudi ler juin ~,9h.3Q • Ajouter : Commission A - Salle A* 1
Vendredi 2 juin - 9h.30. f

La reunion du Wife. 5A est remplacde par une reunion 
de la Commission 5*

Q. Til"! mm QVl  ̂ ' ! '----------------------- r ûnion du W.G. 5A n'aura pas lieu.

. International High Frequency- 
'Broadcasting Conference
Firenze/Rapallo - 1950

Corrigendum No.3 
to Document No.206~E 
31 May 1950

TIME-TABLE OF MEETINGS

Thursday,- 1st.June - 9.30 a.m. Add : Committee A - Room A.
Friday, 2 June - 9.30 a.m..

The meeting of W.G# 5A is replaced by a meeting 
of Committee 5-

Saturday, 3 June - 9.30 a.m.
The meeting of W.G. 5A is cancelled.

Conferencia Internacional 
de Radiodifusion por Altas Frecuencias

Firenze/Rapallo - 1950

Corrigendum num.3 al 
Documento num. 206-S 
31 de mayo, de 1950

H0RARI0 DE SESI0NES
Jueves lvde .junio a las 9.30 a.m. Andfdase : Comision 4 ~ Sala A',
Viernes 2 de .junio a las 9.30 a.m.

La reunion del W.G, 5A ha sido reemplazada por 
una reunidn de la Comision 5. ■ , \ *

Sabado 3 de .iunio a las 9.30 a.m. „ , , / -- — ——  ------------ — --   No se celebrara la reunion del W,G. 5A.
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CORRIGENDUM No 2

Conference internationale Document No 206~F
oe radiodiffusion a hautes frequences 26 mai 1950

Firenze/Rapallp - 19$0 30 mai 1950

HORAIRE DES SEANCES

Da reunion de la Commission 1, prevue pour le jeudi 1Q juin, n'aura 
pas lieu*

Document No 206-E 
26 May 1950
CORRIGENDUM No 2

Firenzs/feapallo - 1950 ■ - 30 May 1950

TTME-.TtHi.ft OF MEETINGS

Meeting of Committee 1 scheduled for Thursday, 1st June, has been 
cancelled* '

International High Frequency 
Broadcasting Conference

Confereacia Internacional 
de Radiodifusidn por .Altas Frecuenciaa

Firenze/Rapallp - 1950

Pocumento ndm, 206-6 
26 de mayo de 1950
CORRIGENDUM Niim* 2 
30 de mayo de 1950

HQRARIO DE SE5I0NES U.1.T-
© E N ^

Contrariamente a lo anunciado, no se celebrard la reunidn de la Comi* 
sidn I* prevista para el jueves prdximo/ 1° de junio*



Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 , 1 Corrigendum No.l

, . v
' HORAIRE DES SEANCES

Lundi 29. - 15 ,h. remplacer .W.G.. 5 B par W.G.- 5 A ' -
Jeudi 1 - 15 h, remplacer W.G. 5 A par W.G# "5 B -

- * ■ . * ’ <* , 1

International High. Frequency Document No. ■ ■ 206-E
. Broadcasting Conference . 27 May 1950

• -• v
Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 ‘ Corrigendum No.l

) v

' 4 . TIICE-TABLE OF MEETINGS ■ .

Monday 29 *-.15 hu for W.G. 5 B read W.G. 5 A
Thursday 1 - 15 h# for W.G. 5 A read ■= W.G. 5 B

Conferencia Internacional de Documento num.206-S
Radiodifusion por Altas Frecuencias 27 de Mayo de 1950

f „ * '

Firenze/Rapallo1 - 1950 • Corrigendum num. 1 •/

HQRARIO DE'SESIONES ■

Lunes 29 - a las 15, reemplaceses W.G. 5 B por .'W.G# 5 A
Jueves 1 - a las 15, substituyase W.G. 5 A por W.G# 5 B - '

,■ Conference Internationale de Document No. 2ow-.
radiodiffusion a hautes frequences 27 mai 1950



International High Frequency ‘Document No. 206-E
1 Broadcasting Conference 26 May 1950

Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 i ‘ _

TIME-TABLE OF MEETINGS - 

from Monday, 29 May to Saturday, 3 June

- ( 'i
Morning 
9.30 a.m.

' ■ - i
Afternoon • 
3 p.m.

Committee
n

Room . Committee Room

Monday.
29

W.G, 5 B. f
S/G k A 1

A
2

■ W.G. 5 B ■ 1 
S / d i A l

A ‘-
2 '

Tuesday
30 : .

S.C,(Technical) A W.G. A A A

Wednesday
31

W.G. 5 A A Committee A A ,

Thursday
1 - -

Committee 1 ■ /

/

t A W.G. 5 A
s *

A

Friday , W.G. 5 A

^ '

A
' ■■ '■ ’ F...... -in^n.,1,. L. il l .. L. ,....... .... i . j

Committee 7 
W.G, 5 B 
at 6 n.m.
Committee 1 -  

Limited Group

B
A

B
/

Saturday 

3 ■ .

W.G. 5 A - A . ' .

Rooms A and B : Kursaal (rooms equipped for simultaneous interpretation) 
Rooms 1, 2, '3, A, : Excelsior , -
W.G, : Working' Group 
S/G s Sub-Group
S.C, s Sub-Committee
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International High Frequency
Broadcasting Conference

Document N° 207-E 
27 May 1950

Firenze/Rapallo - 1950 COMMITTEE 5

F R A N C E -  V

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 one station to succed another stations 
immediately on the same frequency, i#e, in cases corresponding to the -following 
diagram j '

h hour!

Station of country A jsN>̂ 'j • Station of country B

If the h hour indicates 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 transmitting 
at h~85 seconds at the earliest.

2. We think that, because of sharing, certain other precise moments for the 
end and the- beginning of transmissions should be fixed exactly. This would 
be the case in the following circumstances i

a) h hour indicates the moment of frequency transfer from one exclusive 
assignment to two (or several) shared assignments, or from two 
(or several) shared assignments to one exclusive assignment :

h hour
( ' -

1 djjjjj Station of country B 
■ Station of country AjjN^ |

1 ' • " ‘ I -̂fii Station of country C
or ),

h hour

Station of country B;

i

Station of country CjjT^ j
^jj Station of country A

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

B and C should cease transmission at the latest at h-90 sec.

A 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 because C had made no 
request to this effect). In such a special case the possibility of treating the 
changeover from A to B (or from B to A) differently from the changeover from A to 
C (or C to A) might be considered,

However, for obvious 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.

b) the hour h indicates the moment when sharing begins or’ ends,

hour hj
} '

It seems that in this case a.less strict rule might be adopted than that 
applying to a frequency transfer.

Indeed, sharing conditions will not vary greatly to within a few minutes? 
it might even happen that sharing is possible for a longer period and that*B*s 
allocation is limited only by B's own requirement. In the circumstances we, 
propose that

B should start transmission at the earliest at h-3 minutes
B should cease transmission at theNlatest at h.

A should cease transmission at the latest at h-90 sec
B and C should start transmission at the earliest at h-B5 sec 
and

with no change of assignee for the transmission in progress 
or taking place after the sharing has finished.

Station of country A( Station of country B
hour h i

Station cf country A

Dn/Vt
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Document No. 2QS-35 
29 May 1950

COMMITTEE L

N E T H  E R L  A D D S

The Delegation of the Netherlands congratulates Sub-Working Group 4^1, 
and its Chairman, for their great and valuable work, whose comprehensiveness 
‘is revealed by Document 190* We are convinced that this mass of information 
will greatly assist the Conference in. appreciating the problems it has; to 
face*'

With the same end in view, the Netherlands Delegation would like to 
. supply some. f\irther ■ information regarding the .figures given in Annex D of 
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 reason, the Netherlands and' the territories 'situated 
in the Western Hemisphere were mentioned separately'in the Mexico City Basic 
Plan. Recently New Guinea has come to form a-third element*

At the Florence Session, in'conformity 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 connected with political factors, viz: the 
fundamental changes in the political status of the Antilles, Surinam and 
New Guinea.

We therefore requested Sub-Group 4 A1 to be good enough to publish a 
corrigendum giving the figures for the Netherlands and the other territories 
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, since each of the 
three groups is in a different world zone*

A t  may finally be mentioned that the requirements are the 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. «T, van den Broek

Delegation of the Netherlands, Surinam,
' Netherlands Antilles and New Guinea.

Firenze/Rapallo -> 1950

International High Frequency
Broadcasting Conference
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international High Frequency Document NO.209-E (Revised)
Broadcasting Conference 30 May 1950

Firenze/Rapallo.- 1950 COMMITTEE 4

REPORT BY WORKING- GROUP 4 A 
OP COMMITTEE 4 

.(PHASES OP THE PLAN COMMITTEE)

1* Working Croup 4 A was set up by Committee' 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 v -
, llndia New Zealand

Italy' Portugal . • *
, Indonesia. - ' . United‘Kingdom

1*1 Following a decision by Committee 4 (meeting on 18 April,•
t Document 83), the membership of the Croup was increased by two,

i.e. the delegations of the United States'and France. .. ' ' i

1.2 The following terms of reference were given to the Working
Croup by Committee 4 (Document 44) s

..'"To- review the Pinal Report of the Technical Plan Committee 
and to analyse,the written comments received from delega­
tions. The Crdup shall obtain any necessary data by means
of interviews with the delegations and shall complete its
work within the time limit stipulated by the Committee11.

1.3 These terms of reference, were first modified as follows by
Committee 4 at its meeting on 26 April (Document 127) s

"To review the final report of the T.P.C., and to analyse x 
'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 Croup shall obtain any 
necessary data by means of interviews with the delegations 
and shall complete 'its work within the time limit stipu­
lated by the Committee". .
At the same meeting, Committee 4 approved the Working 

Croup*s intention to prepare bandloading charts.
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1.4- 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 Croup by Committee 4 on 13 May.
1*5 The Working Croup held nine meetings.

2. After a preliminary study of the Final Report of the 
T.P.C. (Illrd 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 ratiod" (see Annex 4 of the Final Report of the T.P.C.) 
was also referred lo Committee 4.
3. 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 Croup 
started 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 Croup immediately set up a first Sub-Croup
(Working Croup 4 Al) with Mr. Axon (United Kingdom) as Chairman.
The Croup 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-Croup 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)•

Having started its work with rather limited terms of refer­
ence, the Group drew Committee 4fs 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 Al".

Committee 4’s decisions in this matter (see paras.1.3 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).

3*5



3,6 With regard to the new requirements studied by Committee 3*
(Requirements Committee), 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 band- 
loading charts should be that shoto by each country in its req.uire­
ments rather than* that recommended by Committee .3*

3#7 The Report by SUb-Group 1 (document 190) was unanimously
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 
delegations 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 countries in Document 
190, as unfortunately the relevant information reached Sub-Group 
4 A 1 too late.

3.8 During discussion of the Working Group!s new terms of refer­
ence (Document 137), the United States delegate expressly pointed 
out that the requirements submitted by his delegation were not 
additional requirements/ but were his country!s actual require­
ments, as it had not signed the Mexico City Agreement.

f 4. ' The T.P.C. had encountered serious difficulties in set̂ ._
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 
6tudy the matter. This group, under the chairmanship of 
Mr. Green (New Zealand), consisted of members of the Delega­
tions of Prance, India and the United Kingdom.

4*1 Sub-Group 4 A submitted' its 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, which reads as follows: ' '

"There, seems little point in devoting time and effort in this
"Conference to resolving the exact status of bilateral agree­
ments incorporated in the Mexico City Plan as a basis for 
projections before the final procedure of this Conference 
has been agreed upon."

r
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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 76),
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 directives contained in the Mexico. City Agreement 
(Annex 2, page 29) have been observed by the T.P.C. and 
to make known, in the light of observations presented by 
the various countries on the Paris Plans, whether the 
results have in general given satisfaction."

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 points of the discussion
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 countries 
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 
|2, second session T.P.C.) should be recalled.

3, Since the work of Sub-Group 4 A3 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/Cd



Subject to some additions and amendments, the Group ap- 
proved the report by Sub-Group 4 A 3> a revised edition of 
Which will appear (Document 193 revised and adopted by 
Working Group 4 A).
6* The task entrusted to Working Group 4 A was both

important - and considerable. Its complexity did not facilî * 
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 did out­
standing work) , Mr . Green and Mr. Sastry - and all the 
Group’s other.members and collaborators. .

We also wish to thank the staff of the Secretariat, 
and in particular Mine de Braz and the interpreters, who 
have greatly helped us in our work. '

E. MBTZIjER 
. Chairman ..
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Au point 3, au lieu de :
trles reponses de 45 administrations ne sont parvenues qu* au moment'ou . le, 
Groups commen§ait son travail11,

il convient de lire:
"les reponses de 45 administrations seulement etaient parvenues au moment 
ou le Groups a commence son travail"*

Conference Internationale .Corrigendum N° 1
de radiodiffusion k hautes frequences au Document N°2Q9-F

International High Frequency Corrigendum No 1
Broadcasting Conference to Document No 209-E
Firenze/Rapallo •* 1950 * 30 May 1950

— -  . COMMITTEE A
REPORT BZ WORKING GROUP A;A

In paragraph 3, instead of:

"the repli.es from 45 administrations only just arrived as the Group was 
starting its work” ,

read:
"the replies from- 45 administrations only had been received when the Group 
started its work”#

Conferencia Internacional C orrigej _______ _
de RadiodifUsi6n por Altas Frecuencias • al Doc* num* 209-S

30 de mayo de 1950 
Firenze/fcapallo - 1950 ■' C0MISI6K L

' - \

INFORME DEL GRUPO DE TRA.BAJ0 4 A

En el punto 3; eh lugar de:
"las respuestas de 45 administraciones llegaron al Grupo solamente en el 
momento de empezar sus trabajos”,

lease:
"solo se habian reoibido'las respuestas de 45 administraciones en el 
momento de comenzar el Grupo sus trabajos”.#

Dn/tq*



International High Frequency
Broadcasting Conference Document N° 209-E 

29 *&y 1950

Firenze/kapallo - 1950 COMMITTEE A

REPORT BY WORKING GROUP L A 
OF COMMITTEE 4

(PHASES OF THE PUN COMMITTEE)

Working Group 4 A was set up by Committee 4 at its meeting on 12 April 
(Document 44) • The Chair was taken by the Delegation of Switzerland and the 
Committee originally consisted of the following delegations i

Mexico 
New Zealand Portugal 
United Kingdom'

1*1 Following a decision by Committee 4 (meeting on 21 April, Document 127), 
the membership of the Group was increased by tvo> i*ei the delegations of the 
United States and France.

1*2 The following terms of reference were given to the Working Group by
Committee 4 (Document 44) s ' - ,

nTo review the Final Report of the Technical Plan Committee and to 
analyse the written comments received from delegations# The Group 
shall obtain any necessary data by means of interviews with the 
delegations and shall complete its work within the time limit stipulated 
by the Committee*1#

1#3 These terms of reference were first modified as follows by Committee 4
at its meeting on 26 April (Document 127) i. ' y

MTo 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 Committee 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 
stipulated by the Committee”•

At the same meeting, Committee 4 approved the Working Group»s intention 
to prepare bandloading charts.

1.4 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#

Belgium
India
Italy
Indonesia



After a preliminary study of the Final Report of the T.P.C. (Illrd 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 to 
Committee 4.

•̂ Although the T.P.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 comprised members of the 
delegations of India, Italy and Mexico.

3.2 The terms of reference of Sub-Group 4 Al were as follows s

"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 reference, 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 Al”.

3.5 Committee 4*s decisions in this matter (see paras, 1.3 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 
prevailing situation. It was decided that the various information 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 
Committee), 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 bo that shown by each country in its 
requirements-rather than that recommended by Committee 3.
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3,7 The Report by Sub-Group X (Document 190) was unanimously 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 delegations 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 countries in Document 190, as 
unfortunately the relevant information reached Sub-Group A A 1 too late,

• 3,8 During discussion of the Working Group’s new terms of reference
(Document 137), the United States delegate expressly pointed out that the 
requirements submitted by his delegation were not additional requirements, 
but were his country’s actual requirements> as it had not signed the Mexico 
City Agreement,

4. As many countries had accepted the Mexico City Basic Elan because of
bilateral agreements which satisfied certain of their requirements, but as, 
at the same time, the T*P,C. had encountered serious difficulties in settling 
the problem of bilateral agreements from the point of view of the plans to be 
prepared from the Basic Han,, the Working Group appointed a sub-group (Sub- 
Group 4 A 2) to study the matter, This group, under the chairmanship Of 
Mr, Green (New Zealand), consisted of members of the Delegations of France, 
India and the United Kingdom.

. 4,1 Sub-Group A A 2 submitted its report in Document 123, Working Group
A A approved it as a whole at its sixth meeting, but decided to give only the 
conclusion in the final report to the Committee, as follows t

"There seems little point in devoting time and effort in this 
Conference to resolving the exact status of bilateral agreements 
incorporated in the Mexico City Plan as a basis for projections 
before the final procedure of this Conference have been agreed 
upon."

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 paragraph c) of "Directives for 
the work of the T.P.C," (Mexico City Agreement, pages 29/30) referring to 
the "general pattern of distribution". This general pattern of distribution 
is capable of widely varying interpretation or.d application, according to 
the nature of the requirements and the location of the different countries.
As the T.P.C. had been unable to arrive at a definite decision on the matter, 
another Sub-Group (Sub-Group A 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,

5.1 Sub-Group 4 A 3's first report, dated 20 April (Document 78), gavo
rise to a lengthy discussion in the Group on the interpretation of the terms 
of reference given to it. They were finally amended to read as follows t
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"To examine to what extent the clauses provided for in the 
directives contained in the Mexico City Agreement (Annex 2, 
page 29) have been observed by the T.P.C. and to make known, 
in the light of observations presented by the various countries 
on the Paris Flans, whether the results hove in general given 
satisfaction.n

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 points of the discussion on 
Document 193 that took place in Group A A :

1. Although on appreciation of the work of the T.P.C. can.be 
deduced from the comments made by countries, it would have 
been advisable to check in detail how the T.P.C. have 
applied the Mexico City directives. There has not, however, . 
been sufficient time to do this.

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 
32, 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 countries' 
comments, Document 193 must be regarded as information only.

5.4 Subject to some additions and amendments, the Group approved the
report by Sub-Group 4A 3, a revised edition of which will appear (Document 
193 revised and adopted by Working Group 4 A),

6. The task entrusted to Wording Group 4 A was both important and
considerable. Its complexity did not facilitate 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 did 
outstanding work), Mr. Green and Mr. Sastry - and all the Group's other 
members and collaborators#

We also wish to thank the staff of the Secretariat, and In particular 
Mme De Braz and the interpreters, who have greatly helped us in our work.

E. METZLER
Chairman
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COMMITTEE.- 5 '

IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE '

Report of the Fourth Meeting* 23 May 1950

Chairman : Mr* P*W*F* Fryer (United Kingdom)
1st Vice-Chairman s \ Mr. Otterman (United States) . '
2nd Vice-Chairman : Mr* kenna ' (Australia)

The Chairman called the meeting to order at 3*06 p„m©
Document No* 126* the report of the 3rd meeting'(28th April 1950) was 

adopted without amendment» 1
After same preliminary remarks by the Chairman regarding the programme 

of work* the Committee turned its attention to the Report of Working Group 5B 
(Document No* 170)*

In introducing the Report the Chairman of the Working Group* Mr; Aziz 
(Pakistan)said that he,would like to express particular thanks to Mr* Gracia 
(r*F*R*B*). for his help in the work of the Group*' He stated that two minor 
corrections were necessary* namely* that in line 4 of para* 4? the order of, 
the words "Plan" and technical” should be reversed* and in para* 5 ii)* the 
word "his" should be replaced by the word. "its",, He then asked Mr* Otterman 
(United States) if details of the WWV transmissions could be given to the 
meeting*

Mr* Otterman explained that two stations were concerned : W*W.,V* * at
Beltsville* and W.W»W*V** at Murray* He regretted that full details of _ 
their transmissions were not to hand*-but promised to issue them as ©BlVSj' 
possible* >

' After a lengthy discussion of paragraph J+ of the Report* in whiclr 
Mr* Javasekara (Ceylon)* Dr. Metzler (Switzerland)* Mr* McLean (United Kingdom) 
Mr* Daumard (France). Mi1. Otterman (Û S.A*), M£.- Sastrv (India) and Mr., Green 
(New Zealand) took part* the Committee, adopted the following conclusions i

• Hi) Committee 5* considering that suitable transmissions of standard 
time signals are in fact already fairly widespread and made by 

. , specialized stations* from different parts of the globe* whose
; characteristics are .to be found in the "List of Stations 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 transmitted 
by the high frequency broadcasting stations themselves*
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* '
(ii) Broadcasting stations retain liberty of action to transmit 

their normal time signals, within the framework of the assign** 
ments made to them in the Plan* <. :

(iii) The Committee wishes to stress the importance of regulating .
transmission times strictly in accordance with approved standard 
time signals, such ad those referred to above”*

Paragraph (ii) of this text was adopted conditionally subject to the 
possibility of reconsideration after paragraph 5 of Document No* 170 had 
been discussed*

The Committee then turned its attention to paragraph 5 of the Report*
Mr* Aziz explained that the intention in sub-paragraph (1) of paragraph 5 

was that the first station should terminate its' transmission not later than 
30 seconds before the beginning of the subsequent hour.
’ Following a proposal bv Mr. McLean (United Kingdom), supported by

Mr» Bardai (Egypt) and Mr, Sastrv (india) to the effect that the period of
30 seconds specified in sub-paragraph (i) 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, and the United States participa­
ted. It was finally agreed that Working Group 5B, amplified by the - 
delegations of France, Egypt and "the United Kingdom, and such other delegations 
as wished to-participate in the discussions, should hold a meeting in the near
future, in order to reconsider paragraph 5 of Document No. 170 and arrive at
a solution which would be generally acceptable.

As there was no ether business, the meeting was adjourned at 6*25 p.m.

’ W©, Dolman 
Reporter

P.W.F.-Fryer 

Chairman
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REPORT 

BY THE 
CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE

(English text only)

Para, 1, second line, please read:

Documents 41, 95, 174- and 202 respectively#
: 1 " ■

/
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International High Frequency Document No.211-E
Broadcasting Conference 27 May, 1950

• • ' \1* The Credentials Committee has held four meetings, on 11 and 24 April and
16 and 25 May as shown in the minutes, Documents 41, "959 174 and • • * respect­
ively# . / ■ ' .

2s • The 'berms of reference and membership of the Committee were fixed by the 
Plenary Assembly of the Conference in its meetings on 5, 6 and 7 April, ; as"shown 
In Documents 27, 61 and 62. The Committee*s terms of reference 'are ttTo check 
the credentials of the various delegates in accordance with the provisions of 

\ the Atlantic City International Telecommunication Convention.”

'3# At its first meeting on 11 April (Document 41) the Credentials Committee
decided to study the procedure followed by the Mexico City International High

• Frequency Broadcasting Conference, and requested the Secretariat .to publish \
document outlining the decisions-adopted by the Plenary Assembly of the said *

, . Conference‘with regard to the checking of Credentials (Document 65).

3*1 At its eecond mooting, the Committee approved Document 65, resolving to
adopt it 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:
. ”b) Telegrams ccping from authorities mentioned under point I.”

3*2 ; A Working Group was set up} its -terms of reference and membership are Bhown
. in'point 4 of Document %>•

3#3 , The Working. Group held three meeting** «r*d submitted a .report to the Committee
• (Document 156).

Dn/Cp
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U* In accordance with the Committee1 s decision to adopt the procedure
followed by the Mexico City Conference as a guide (point 2*3 of Document 95) 
and to explain the methods used (Annex 3), the Committee studied 59 credentials 
and 2 proxies, classifying them as follows:

A«1 A.- Final Credentials
1) Credentials considered complete: Australia. Austria, Bulgaria, China, 
Vatican City, Costa Rica, Cuba, Denmark, Egypt, United States, France, India, 
Iceland, Italy, Japan, New Zealand, Portugal, French Protectorates of Morocco 
and Tunisia, Sweden, Switzerland, United States Territories, Uruguay, Yugo­
slavia (23 countries)#

2) Credentials considered Incomplete 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, Colombia, Colonies of the 
United Kingdom, Belgian Congo, Finland, Guatemala, Indonesia, Israel, Luxembourg, 
Mexico, Monaco, Norway, Pakistan, Paraguay, Netherlands, Southern Rhodesia, 
United Kingdom, Syria, Oversea Territories of the French Republic, Venezuela
(22 countries).

B.- Provisional Credentials

1) Considered provisional because cf their character and incomplete because 
they do not establish power to sign: Albania, Portuguese Colonies, Dominican 
Republic, Ethiopia, Greoco,Honduras, Iran, Lebanon, Nicaragua, Poland, Czecho­
slovakia (11 countries)•

2) Considered jto be simple communications since they are telegrams announcing 
participation in the Conference: Ireland (1 country)# *
3) Considered provisional because of their character, irrggular in their 
manner of presentation, and Incomplete because they do not establish power to 
sign: Romania (1 country) •

A) Credentials# acceptance of which it would seem advisable to withhold since 
the representative whom they accredit cannot be admitted to the Conference as 
an observer in view, of his being a Member of the I#T.U. (Annex 1, Article 1, 
para. 2 a) of the General Regulations annexed to the Convention): Brazil 
(1 country).

C#- Mandates.(Permanent proxies)#
Considered provisional because of their character and incomplete because • 

they do not establish power to sign: Burma, Jordan (2 countries).
£.2 The documents in categories A2, Bl, B2, B3, B4, and C do not empower

delegations to sign the final documents and acts of the Conference.
Dn/Rg
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5/
5.1

5.2

*♦1:

6.

6.1

6.2

The Committee resolved to recommend the Plenary Assembly of the Conferences 
To urge the I.T .U . to make recommendations to Administrations regarding the 
wording of the Credentials, of delegates attending international conferences.

To. advise delegations, on the basis of Chapter 3, paragraph 2, sub- 
paragraph 3 of -the General Regulations annexed to the International Tele­
communication. Convention, to take the necessary steps to regularize incomplete 
and provisional credentials, thus enabling them to sign the fin a l documents and 

‘ acts of the Conference# The Plenary Assembly should also reach a decision as 
. soon .as possible'regarding definitive acceptance of Credentials considered 
. final-and dcmploie. *

To. study the’ proposal, submitted by the Delegation of Ita ly  concerning, the 
representation at-the Conference of Member Countries of the Union by other 
Member Countries (Document 159) •

• • The Committee decided, on a motion by the Delegate of Mew Zealand, that 
the contents of the statement by the Delegation .of the Federal People’ s 
Republic' of Jugoslavia (Document 95) were outside the Committee’ s terms of 
reference and that no aotion would be taken in the matter.

At the request of the Ita lia n  Delegate, note’was taken of his statement 
that he considered that the question of the Jugoslav statement should not be 
discussed sinoe i t  'had already been settled in the Plenary Assembly.

The Federal People1 s Republic of Jugoslavia requested that its  statement 
should be included in the fin a l report. The-text is as follows:

. • . "The Delegate of the Federal People’ s Republic of Jugoslavia feels 
bound to make the following: statement, which i t  wishes to have .inserted in the 
minutes of the meeting and in  the fin a l report of the Credentials Conmiittee.

"In view of the situation actually existing, in China after the war of 
liberation and the national and social* revolution in that • country, now that the 
Chinese people and its  national army of liberation have come into power and 
expelled the former Kuomintang regime, i t  can be stated categorically that the . 
Ministry of the P.T.T. and the’ Telecommunication Department of the Kuomintang •

. Government no longer, have ar?y executive powers and are not in a position to. 
takB responsibility for the territo ry  of China. • ;

"Moreover, i t  was decided at the firs t meeting of the Credentials Committee 
that credentials'could be presented, only by the competent ‘administration, and 

. .Annex 2 to the .International Telecommunication Convention states clearly that 
• the coii^rtent'administration is'1 any department or Service of a government 

responsible ’ for implementing'the obligations undertaken in the International 
Telecommunication Convention and the Regulations annexed!thereto.1 .



"Now i t  is precisely these indispensabis conditions that are" not fu lfille d  
by. the Ministry, of the P.T.T. and the Telecommunication Department of the 
Kuomintang.

"in these circumstances the Chinese delegate possessing credentials-issued 
.by the Kuomintang cannot, by his signature, guarantee that, the terms la id  
down in the', international agreement and the Plan annexed thereto .w ill be carried 
out and respected in the territory of'China*

• "For this reason the Delegation of the F#p.R* of. Jugoslavia-;considers. that' 
thd credentials of the Kuomintang delegates csuinoi be regarded as a. valid  
documeht;by the ..Second International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference.

/ "The Delegation .of the F*P*R* of Jugoslavia therefore proposes that the 
Credentials Committee.should reSolve that the delegates of the Kuomintang P.T.T* 
Administration.shall.have the right neither to vote• nor to aignJthe-final 
documents of the Conference and the plans prepared" by it ."

"R*J. Milans 
. Chairman. -
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A N N E X  I

CIASSIFIGATION OF CREDENTIALS BY COUNTRY
i •

A 1 . Credentials considered complete

A2 Credentials considered incomplete

B 1 Credentials considered provisional because of their character and;
incomplete since they do not establish power to sign.

B 2 Credentials considered to be simple communications

B 3 Credentials considered provisional because of their character,
irregular in  th eir manner of presentation and incomplete because 
they do not establish power to sign.

B U Credentials, acceptance of which i t  would seem advisable to withhold 
since the representative whom they accredit cannot be admitted to the 
Conference as an observer in  view of his being a Member of tho I.T .U .

C feidatoc considered provisional because of their character aM  
incomplete since they do not establish power to sign.

Ho/fcq.
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i

Countries members of the HU hot yet represented at the High Frequency Broadcasting 
Conference, at its  Flrenad./fcapallo session on 15 Hay 1950*

Mer.ber8_ot.tho Un̂ on

1. «• *  Afghanistan
2. Bl Albania (People1s Republic of)
3. mm * Saudi Arabia (Kingdom of)
4. *  Argentine Republic
5. Al. Australia (Commonwealth of)
6. . A l Austria
.7. A2 Belgium
8# . «• Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic
9* ■■ C Burma

10. •» Bolivia . '
11. B4 Brazil
12. A l . ' Bulgaria (Peopled Republic of)

A2 Canada ' .
U . A2 Ceylon

15* *  Chile ‘
16. . X I China
17. Al Vatican City (State of)
18. A2 Colombia (Republic of)
19 .: Bl Portuguese Colonies
20. A2 Colonies, Protectorates, Oversea Territorl®

. aid Territories under mandate or trusteeship 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Hbithern Ireland
21. • A2 . Oversea Territories of the French Republic 

and Territories administered as such
22. A2 Belgian Congo and Territories of Ruanda*- 

Urundi .
23. Al Costa Rica
2U. Al Cuba
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25# Al Denmark
26# : Bl Dominican Republic
27# • .41. Egypt .
28 # • •# . * El Salvador (Republic of)
29. • m * ‘Ecuador

.30# . Al United States of America
.31# Bl; Ethiopia •
32# '42 Finland .
33# Al Prance
34# Bl , Greece

35# 42' Guatemala
36* .. #'• H aiti
37. Bl . Honduras.
36. ' Hungarian Peopled Republic
39#. 41. . India
40# ; A2 Indonesia (Republic of the United States
41* Bl ; . . Iran • *
42. . Iraq .
43# . B2. Ireland

44# V 41 Iceland
45# ' A2 Israel (State of).
46# 41 •• Ita ly
47#’ Al ' Japan ‘ .
48. 0 • Jordan (Hishiinite Kingdom of)
49# . Bl ; Lebanon
50# *; Liberia ;

51# A2 Luxembourg
52. A2 Mexico
53* A2 Monacp
54#’ • Bl Nicaragua ,
55# A2 Norway
56# Al New Zealand
57. . 42 Pakistan ‘
58* •* * Panama
59* 42.' Paraguay
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60, ■ A2
.

Netherlands, Surinam, Netherlands AntlHed 
and. New Guinea •

61,• It Peru •
62# 1* It . Philippines (Republic of) •
63. Bl Poland (Republic of)
64.- : A* •Portugal . '
65. ' AL French Protectorates of Morocco and Tunisia-'
66#. Al Yugoslavia (Federal People's Republic pf)
67. «• * Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
68# •. A2 1 Southern.Rhodesia .
69. B3 Roumanian People's Republic
70# A2 United Kingdom of Great Britain ahd Northern- 

Ireland .
71. Al Sweden •
72. 41'. : Switzerland (Confederation)
73. A2: Syria , *
74. B3L Czechoslovakia
75. Al ■Territories of the United States of America
76. *» - Thailand
77. m . • Turkey
78#; m * .•Union of South Africa.and.Territory of 

South West Africa
79# m Union* of Soviet Socialist Republics
80* Al Umguay (Oriental.Republic of)
81# :A2 . Venezuela (United. States of)
82. mt •» ’Yemen'

Hcyfcq#
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Delegations holding mandate b from countries which havo accroditod no delegation 
to tho Conference i

India • wv»rtnlfofor Burma
Syria mandate for tho Hashinito Kingdom of Jordan

Delegations ono -or moro of whose members havo been appointed delegates of 
another country not prosent at the Conference :

'. Italy i Mr, Gneno ha3 been appointed delegate for Nicaragua

United Kingdom . Messrs.Hi Faulkner (not yet arrived) and 
. of Groat Britain P,W, Fryer have been appointed dolegates for
and. Northern the Colonies. Protectorates. Oversea Territories
Ireland, I and Territories under mandate or trusteeship of

the United Kingdom of Groat Britain and Northern 
Ireland.

Denmark : Mr. Bflrgo Nielsen has boon appointed delegate for Iceland.
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Annex 3

Report on the procedure followed by the International High Frequency Broadcasting 
Conference. Mexico City, and adopted as a guide to the checking of credentials 

pdentlalg Committee at its Second Meeting held on 2A April. 1995 (Doc.

of the Mexico City* Conference adopted the following text, to be found as Annex B 
to the Consnlttee^ report dated 5 November 1948 (Doc. 68) i 7

ttThe International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference, considering 
that the credentials submitted by various delegations d iffe r in  character in  
that sane .emanate from the Head of the State, others from the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs and s t i l l  others from the Ministry or Administrative Director of the 
Communications Ministry or Department, the Plenary Assembly reocmmds that 
participants in  the International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference obtain 
such letters of credentials as are required- by the procedure or laws of their ; 

.respective countries to confer upon thaa the authority,

a) to participate .in the Conference, and,

'• b) at the.appropriate time, when the nature of the fin a l documents or acts 
which the Conference may establish becomes clear, to sign such documents 
or. acts

The report (Doc. 68) also shows that the Committee received the following 
documents £ron. delegations and organisations t
1. Final credentials :

a) Credentials from tho Heads of Governments or Ministers of Foreign Affairs, 
or submitted in their, name;

b) Credentials signed by the' Minister of Communications or other sim ilar or
• competent authoritiesj /•

c) Credentials signed in accordance with the instructions of the Head of the
• Government or Administration by the Head of ihe diplomatic mission of various 

countries accredited to Mexico,.

a

2. Provisional Credentials r
a) Telegrams from either .the Ministry of Foreign Affairs or the Ministry 

of Communications ,
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NOTE | Tho Credentials Committoo of tho Eloronce/RaMllo Conference adopted, at 
1-te SecoS Moating on a l Apri!1950 (l>5cl Ho. 95^ tho Kretssal by tho ■
. Delegate of Italy to. add the following tact to paragraph 2 atoye t 
f̂a) telegram  • oomto. frqq the authorities, nsntloncd under, point 1".

A note (Doc* 31) from the Credentials Conmittee was distributed on 30 
October 194^i and i t  read as follovra t

“Various -.delegations have submitted credentials in the fbm of telegrams 
•. notifying the-partidLpation, and, in certain cases, the composition of the' 
delegations. .
Those delegations are requested to submit as soon as possible letters of ..
• credence in accordance with the regulations and objects of the Conference, 
and in conformity with, the exigencies .and procedures of thoir several 
countries

II. MANDATES AND PROXIES • .

In its report,* the Conmittee listed.the countries which had sent final and 
provisional- documents and then pointed out certain cases of representation by 
proixy. The Plenary Assembly, by a vote of yi to 10 with 12 abstentions, decided 
that they should be dealt with in the following-.manner »..

“Eie International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference,

* *
1* that the Convention ,and the General Regulations of Atlantic City do not 

contain explicit and spocific provisions, eithor authorizing or 
prohibiting the confcningof mandates on the part of.an administration, 
which cannot partidpato in the conference either during its entire 
duration or temporarily, upon a. delegation duly accredited by tho 
conference;

2* that certain administrations (Iceland, Iran, Syria) havo conferred
permanent mandates upon various delegations or members thereof (respect­
ively Denmark; Switzerland, Egypt) ,- and that other administrations 
(Luxembourg, Portuguese Colonies, etc..) have conferred temporary x 
mandates upon'accredited .delegations .or members thereof (respectively 
Netherlands,. Portugal-and others),

Decides \

a) to accept those credentials of. the above uexegations which are in'order, 
provided iftat participation by mandate or p r o i s  acknowledged to * 
involvo participation in the co3t of the conference;

b) to agree that other administrations absent from the conference, who may 
‘wish to confer similar mandates, may do 00’ on the samo terms;

[tyVl
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c) to exclude the conferring of more than two votes on a given delegation 
either directly or through any of its  membersj

d) to apply s tric tly  Chapter I I I  (3) of the General Regulations (*) in  
reference to temporary proxies given by one delegation to another;

o) to refer, the questions of principle involved in  this matter to the 
consideration of the Administrative Comcil at its  next session, with 
the reservation that the above decisions do not prejudice the ultimate 

• solution of the problan^*#)8

. (*) Paragraph 3 of Chapter I I I  of the General Regulations is wordod as fbllcws s
*No delegation may exercise the right to vote u n til its  credentials 

. .' are declared to be in order by the special committee referred to above.8

(#*) After discussing the problem, the Administrative Council oskd the Secretary 
General of-the Union'to submit a report to the- 5th Sessidn (Doc# No#
566/CA 01 -  4th Session, 37th Meeting, .2 October, 1949).
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Mr. Sastrv. the Chairman of the. Technical Sub-Committee, briefly introduced 
Document No, 184, and the Committee adopted without discussion the recommendations 
contained in paragraphs Al, A2 and A3 of that document.

7, It was agreed to inform Working Group 5A that the Committee 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 $A to take duo
account of this conclusion, .

8. It was also agreed to refer paragraph A3 of Document No 184. to Working .
Group 5A for appropriate, action,
9* As regards paragraph Bl of Document No, 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 Kingdom and Switzerland took part. The Committee 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 delegations which 
desired to participate, '

10. The Committee further agreed that in this .connection the Working 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 effected' 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#
These dates are :

Equinox to December plan - 1st November
■ ' ' - December to Equinox plan - 1st March ;

Equinox to June plan - 1st May .
June to Equinox plan - 1st September n.

This concluded the discussion of Document No, I84. '

11* Mg# Bardai of Egypt asked for some information regarding'the progress of 
the work being carried out by Working Group 5A 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 on 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.

Dn/B<
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12* 'The Committee agreed .that it would.not press for an interim report 
at this stage but would wait for the Working Group’s final report.

/ . ■
13. . Mr. Lamoitler (France), referring to the recommendations contained in 
Document No, 199, suggested that it would be desirable to formulate somewhat ' 
similar recommendations to oover the situation obtaining when the use of an 
assignment passed from the "exclusive" to the "shared" condition or vice-versa. 
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 p,m.

J, SILLER v P.W.F. FRYER
Reporter - Chairman

8n/Bc
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IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE
Report of the Fifth Meeting, 
held on the 26th May, 1950.

• Chairman-j Mr.' Fryer (United Kingdom) 
1st Vice-Chairman: Mr. Otterman (United States)
2nd Vice-Chairman: Mr. Kenna ' (Australia)

Oh&ir&aft opened the meeting at. 9*40 a.m.
1* At the fourth meeting 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 delegations, should 
he 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 K° 1 9 9 which was introduced 
to the Committee by Mr.Aziz, the Chairman of ̂ Working Group 5B," ,
swho explained the considerations on which the Group.had based 
its revised recommendations. N
2. X general discussion of Document N° 199 followed in which 
the Delegates of Ceylon, Mexico, France, India, United Kingdom, 
Egypt, and the United States and the Û N. observer took part.
In the course of this discussion Mr. Melga-r (Mexico) * proposed, 
that Document N° 199 be amended as follows:

Sub-paragraph 1: replace h-90 seconds by h-30 seconds. .
Sub-paragraph 2: replace h-85 seconds by h-25 seconds.
Add a third sub-paragraph stating that any oountry which
so 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.

Dn/Dp
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3# This amendment was put to the vote with the following 
result:

Bp, favour 2 Opposed 23 Abstentions 7
The amendment was therefore not carried and Document N°199, 

was adopted without amendment,
4, Sub-paragraph (iv) of paragraph 5, as given in Document
N° 199, was referred to Working Group 5A for further considera­
tion.
5. The Chairman recalled that at the second meeting of Commit­
tee 5 certain questions wore 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-Committee for consideration of the technical as­
pects of the matter. The Technical Sub-Committee findings on 
these questions were contained in Document N° 184 which had been 
considered by Committee 4, and it was now the task of Committee
5 to look into the matter from an operational point of view.
6, Mr. Sastry, the Chairman of the Technical Sub-Committee, 
briefly introduced Document N° 184, and the Committee adopted * 
without discussion the recommendations contained in paragraphs 
Al, J& and A3 of that document.
7. 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 5A to take due account of 
this conclusion,
8, It was also agreed to refer paragraph A3 of Document N°184 
to Working Group 5A for appropriate action.
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, Prance, Greece, New Zealand, the United King­
dom and Switzerland took part. The Committee 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 delegations which desired to participate.
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10, The Committee further agreed that in this connection the. 
Working Group’s terms of reference should he 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 he affected andthe precise times at 
which such changes should he made, and to make recommenda­
tions thereon to Committee 5, keeping in view that the days 
or dates that should he decided upon should be as close as 
possible to the dates specified in Document N° 184. These 
dates are:

Equinox to December plan - 1st November
December to Equinox plan - 1st March

\ Equinox to June plan - 1st May
June to Equinox plan - 1st September ”.

This concluded the discussion of Document N° 184#;
11# Mr, Bardai of Egypt asked for some information regarding 
the progress ofvthe work being carried out by Working Group 5A 
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 dooument 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.
12;. The Committee agreed that it would not press for an inte­
rim report at this stage but would wait for the Working Group’s 
final report,
13. Mr. Lamoitier (Prance), referring to the recommendations 
contained in Document N° 199, suggested that it would be desira­
ble to formulate/somewhat similar recommendations to cover the 
situation obtaining when the use. of an assignment passed from 
the ’’exclusive”-to the ’’shared” condition.or vice-versa. He, 
agreed to submit proposals on this subject in the form of a do­
cument,
14# There being no further business, the meeting closed at 
12.30 p.m.
J, SILLER . : P,W.F. FRYER
Reporter Chairman
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lext of a telegram.sent to the Secretary 
General of the hy the Roumanian ‘

' • Administration r
SECRETARY GENERAL INTERNATIONAL TEL3C0MMUNICATION UNION GENEVA

. • . i

= No.61867 OF TWENTYSEVENIH MAY STOP REFERENCE' YOUR TELEGRAM 
NO. 9.5/281 OF 12i MAY STOP POSTS AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
ADMINISTRATION OP ROUMANIAN PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC THINKS IT 
ADVISABLE TO REMIND YOU OF 'THE FOLLOWING : ON LEAVING THE . .
HF BROADCASTING CONFERENCE HELD ILLEGALLY WITHOUT PRESENCE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE CHINESE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC THE ONLY 
LEGITIMATE REPRESENTATIVES'OF CHINA THE ROUMANIAN DELEGATION 
FORMALLY STATED THAT THE" GOVERNMENT OF THE ROUMANIAN PEOPLE' S 
REPUBLIC CONSIDERED THE CONFERENCE ILLEGAL AND THAT IT WOULD 
NOT RECOGNIZE AS-VALID ANY DECISIONS REACHED IN THE ABSENCE 
OF ITS DELEGATION; CONSEQUENTLY THE POSTS AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE ROUMANIAN PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC CONSIDERS IT 
NEED TAKE NO ACTION ON THE RESOLUTION OF 'THE HF CONFERENCE 
MENTIONED IN YOUR TELEGRAM REFERRED TO ABOVE = GENTEL t 30.5.50

Document N0.216-E
31 May 1950
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UNITED STATES- OF AMERICA

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

The attached proposal is submitted for the consideration of 
the Conference*

J* Paul Barringer,
Chairman, Delegation of the 
United States of America*

Rapallo, Italy 
May 31» 1950




































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































