This electronic version (PDF) was scanned by the International Telecommunication Union (ITU) Library &
Archives Service from an original paper document in the ITU Library & Archives collections.

La présente version électronique (PDF) a été numérisée par le Service de la bibliotheque et des archives de
['Union internationale des télécommunications (UIT) a partir d'un document papier original des collections
de ce service.

Esta version electrdnica (PDF) ha sido escaneada por el Servicio de Biblioteca y Archivos de la Unidn
Internacional de Telecomunicaciones (UIT) a partir de un documento impreso original de las colecciones del
Servicio de Biblioteca y Archivos de la UIT.

o34 daill 4y 5 IV (PDF) gl s saa grasally (5 sucall ol yal and 4iSal) s siaall 5 3 slas¥) sall LDl (ITU)
&S (o 485 5 A8 ) g Aol e (3 1) 8 5 gial) 8w ASal) ilda gisdll s,

PR TR CPDFRRCAS)  F R B HLARTER S (ITUD PP RRRIRS S S R A T2 AR (R 4RO R R A3t

Hacrosiuii snextponnsiii Bapuant (PDF) Obu1 moaroToBieH B OMOIMOTEUHO-apXUBHOM CITyK0e
MexTyHapOHOTO COI03a IEKTPOCBSI3H IyTEM CKAaHUPOBAHMS HCXOTHOTO JOKYMEHTa B OyMakHOH (opme u3
OMOIMOTEYHO-apXUBHOMU CITy>k061 MCD.




COMMENTS

BY

ADMINISTRATIONS

ON THE

DRAFT NEW INTERNATIONAL FREQUENCY
LIST

(Administrative Council Resolutions Nos. 154 & 200)

BOOKLET A

. — INTRODUCTION
. — GENERAL COMMENTS

&

INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
GENEVA, 1951



PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

PAGE LAISSEE EN BLANC INTENTIONNELLEMENT



COMMENTS BY ADMINISTRATIONS ONV'
THE DRAFT NEW INTERNATIONAL FREQUENCY LIST

I - INTRODUCTION

Comments submitted by Administrations in accordance with Admini-
strative Council Resolutions 154 (paragraphs 4 and 7) and 200 (para-
graphs a and b) have been divided under two general headings :

General commehts
Detailed comments.

1, - General Corments

Under this heading, general comments have been classified by
countries, and are published in Booklet A, In this booklet, the
countries are arranged in the order adopted in Annex 1 to the Conven-
tion, their names being preceded by the same numbers as in that Annex,
Countries acceding to the Convention have been arranged in the chrono-
logical order of their accession, beginning with number 79, At the
"end are given comments from sources outside the Union,- ‘

Under each country, the documents containing the comments of
that country are arranged in the chronological order of their receipt,
For ease of reference, each documenht carries a number corresponding
to that given to the country in Annex 1 to the Convention, followed
by a number representing the chronological order in which the document
is placced. Documents submitted pursuant to Resolution 200 bear the.
indication "A.C Resol, 200" under their reference numbers,

Generally speaking, each document is prefaced by a note indica-
ting the parts of the draft list to which the comments in the document,
or amnexed to it, refer. For simplicity, the various parts of the
draft list have been designated by letters (see Annex I to this Intro~
duction), . For easy reference a classification of th# documents
according to those parts of the list to which they refer, is given in
an index (Annex II).

A1l the conments made by 4dministrations on requirements sub-
mitted between 25 February 1948 and 1 April 1950 (Booklets I to IV
inclusive, annexed to circular letter No. 20/73) have been embodied
in a copy of these booklets which will be available to the Extra-
ordinary Administrative Radio Conference, The covering letters
are not published unless other matters are also discussed,



Addditional requlrements submitted after 1 Apri¢ 1950 will
be listed and presented to the Conference,

2, - Detailed comments '

This section contains the observations of Administrations on
specific assignments,

The original documents from Administrations have bcen arranged
In a series of files, each of which refers to a particular service,
frequency band or Region., These files will be nade available to
the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference, In addition,
individual cards giving full particulars of each detailed comment,
have been prepared to facilitate their study by the Conference,

The detailed comments, arranged in the numerical order of
frequencies according to the corresponding Service and frequency
band, will be despatched to Administrations in the form of booklets
(Booklet B et seq.) in which the actual nature of the comments
is given in coded form,.in order to reduce the volume of materlal

which has to be circulated,
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SYMBOLS REPRESENTING VARIOUS PARTS OF THE. DRAFT LIST

Covéring cirenlar

List for the African Region

. Symbol s .. Part of the draft list s
SRR . : ; A : letter s
Y List for the aeronautical mobile (R 20/20
service bands
B Plan for the acronautical mobile R
’ _service bands
c  Draft list for the maritime mobile service
_bands between 4 and 23 Mc/s 20/30
D Draft list for the band i4 - 150 ke/s 20/45
E Draft list for the fiXed=Servicelbands. |
between 4 and 27.5 ke/s (except for -
K, L, M, N, and 0) 20/59
F " List of frequencies to be included in the
fixed service bands K, I, M, N and O 20/72
G High—frequcncy broadcasting bands;
H List for Region 1
) List for Region 2
J - List for Reglon 3
K




CLASSEMENT DES DOéUMENTS D'APRES LA PARTIE DU PROJET DE LISTE A LAQUELLE {LS SE REFERENT
CLASSIFICATION OF DOCUMENTS ACCORDING TO THE PART OF THE DRAFT LIST 70 WHICH THEY REFER
CLASTFICACION DE LOS DOCUMENTOS SEGUN LA PARTE DEL PROYECTO DE LISTA A QUE SE REFIEREN

W) -

NoTes :

ANNEXE Il - ANNEX 1t =~ ANEXO 1

COMMENTA{RES

: (N) =
: (N) =

Notes
- Notas

NO COMMENTS OR NO NEW COMMENTS
SIN COMENTARIOS 0 Sin COMENTARIOS Nuevos ° (R). = Los COMENTARIOS SERAN ENVIADOS ULTER{ORMENTE

PAS DE COﬁMENTA[RES OU PAS DE NOUVEALX ’

®)

= LES,COMMENTAIRES SERONT ENVOYES A UNE DATE
ULTERLEURE

(R) = COMMENTS WiLL BE SENT LATER

Mempres oe L'Union
Memsers ofF The Unt

ON

Miemsros oe LA Untdn

PART[E DU PROJET OE LISTE

~ PART OF THE ORAFT LIST

ParTe oet pRoYECTO o€ LisTA (vfase fwexo 1)

(voir Annexe 1)
{see Amnex 1)

vinsemsbel Al s lef o el F el m U d K| S
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ALBANLE 21 2.4
(Rép. POP. o)
Aragie SfouniTe 3 3.1
(Rov, oE L)
ARGENTINE: . 4 4,2 ) 42| 4.2 | 4.2 4.2 4.1(R)
(Rer.) 03 | 4.3 ] 43 43 | 0.3
AUSTRALIE 5 5.2 5,3 ] 5.3] 5.3 |5.1]5.3 5.1
(Féo. oe L") 5.3 5.3
AUTRIGHE 6
BeLelque 7 1.2 7.4 IRIEAREARER
BréLorussie 8| 83 8.1 8.2] 8.3 18,3
(R€r. s. s. DE) 8.4
BlRMAN LE 9 9.1 9,2(N)
BoLivie 10 B
8&631L I
BuLcante 12l 12,3 2. 12.2 12,3 {123
(Rée, vor, of) 12.4 ‘
Canaoa 13 (3.1 [13.3113.1 13.0 {131 13.3 13,2
| 3.3
CaiLt 4 [4.1(R)
Crine 15 15.1 5.1




Te

Memeres of L'Unjon

Memsers of THE Uniown
Miemoros oe La Unidw

PaRTiE DU PROJET DE LISTE

PART .OF .THE DRAFT LIST
"PARTE DEL PROYECTO DE LISTA

{votr AnNexe )
(see -Awnex 1)
(véase Anexo.1)

wioreiisn Al 8l c| ol €} f{ &l w| 1] 4 Phises
CONJUNTO - ne D{VERSOS
Civé ou Varicaw {1 16.1 16.2} 16,2
(Evat e La)
Coromsie 17
(REe, oE) :
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' 21.5
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Danemank 2 2.2 2.1 | 24,1 241 | 2621 20.300) -
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‘ol AmEr quE )
Erutorie 30 30.1
FinLanoe 3 3.6 31,4 {30.1131,2]81.3 3.6
’ 31.5 )
France 32 32.4 132.4 132.1 |32.1132.3{32,3 32.2132.4
32,4 (32.4 ] 32.4 | 32.4 32.4
Grice 33 33.2 [33.2 {33.1 |33.1]33.1 |33.1
: 33,2 133.2133.2 133,2 | -
GuaTEMALA 34 34.2 34,4 34,4 34.6(N)
34,3 . 34.7 (Rgs. 200
34,4 & 206)
34,5
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Memers oF THe Unjon

Miemeros oe LA Unidn

.PARTIE DU PROJET DE LISTE {votr Annexe 1)
ParT oF Tue ORAFT LisY

PARTE DEL PROYZCTO OE L1STA - (véase Anexo 1)

(see Awnex 1)

wiocebistl Al 8l ¢ ol e | FEl 6| W] t] J "iise
~ CONJUNTO D{VERSOS
Hatry - 35 35.1 35,1 |35.1 B4 35.2
(Rée, of) : 35.4 §35, 35.3(N) "
Honouras 36
(Rée, oe)
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(REP. B') - N »
fean - 40
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a3
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Nicaracua - 50 50.1 (N)
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| : 52.6 - .
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Panama 54 v
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People's Republic of Albania

Ne 2 .1 15th February, 1951 _
C.A:. Res. 200 (published in Notification Nc 618)

Comments on : the whole of the draft list

With reference to your circular letter 9.6/764, of 14th October 1950,

" and to your telegram 157/18, of 18 November 1950, we have the honour to

inform you that the present situation as regards frequencies, created by
the draft plans prepared by the Provisional Frequency Board (P,F.B.), the
International Administrative Aeronautical Radio Gonference and the Adminis-
trative Radio Conference for Region 1 can only be solved by the Ordinary
Administrative Conference, which is alone competent to make changes in the
Radio Regulations and to lay new foundations for the preparation of an
equitable list acceptable to all Members of the Union Stop Adoption of
the draft plans produced, and any decision contrary to the principles of
the Atlantic City Conference, and in the interests of the United States

of America, the United Kingdom and France would have effects on the aero-
nautical, broadcasting, radiotelegraph, radiotelephone services, etc. Stop

$in§1y bring the above to the notice of all Members of the Union by
publishing it in a forthcoming General Secretariat Notification +
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SAUDI 4RABIA

No 3.1 | 21 June, 1950.
Comments on: A

‘ Referring to your circular letter N® 20/20 datod 10 th
February 1950, ‘I beg to inform you that deronautical Mobile Frequen-
cles of Saudi lrobia Kingdom are 7920 and 6510 ke/s.

Frequencics of serviee are 7920, 6510 ke/s, 12812 and
13120 Mc/s. _ «
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)

ARGENT INE

(REPUBLIC)
Ne 4.1 - 30 May, 1950

 Due to delay in reception of the later portions of the P.F.B.'s
work the Argentine Administration regrets to inform you that it will
be unable to send its comments with regard to the draft plan within
the time limits laid dowm in Administrative Council Resolution N° 154
Stop It will nevertheless do so at the earliest possible date+
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NO 442 : , Received March 13th, 1951
- C.A. Res,. 200 o

Gorments on : &, By Cy Dy I

Reference Resolution 200 CA/5 Stop Comments of the Argentine
Administration regarding plans for the Aeronautical Mobile Service R and
OR (route and off route) & acceptable without modifieations Stop Plans
for Maritime Mobile Serviece radiotelegraph and radiotelephone coast stations
are acceptable, subject to modifications which would not alter the general
structure of the plans Stop Regarding regional allocations in bands below
4 000 ke/sy the courdinatin of the lists has not yet been completed Stop
Regarding band 14-150 ke/s : this is acceptable without modifications Stop
Regarding remaining P.F,B¢ plans, we abstain from formulating comments for
the time being Stop Weé shall gend you by air mail rotes and individual
“eomments + - : ' :

No. 4.3 ' " March 12th 1951
C.A, Ress 200 :

Comments on ¢ Ay B, C, Dy I

In accordance with Administrative Council Resolution No. 200/CA5,
I have the honour to send you herewith the comments my Administration has
to make on the plans which, with a view to producing a new international
frequeney list, various Union conferences and meetings have drawn up.

As regards the plans for the aeronautical mobile R and OR sefvices,
this Administration is prepared to accept them as they stand.

As regards the plans for radiotelegraph and radiotelephone coast
stations, the Argentine Administration is prepared to accept them, subject.
to the amendments suggested in the specific comments enclosed. The changes
we propose in no wise alter the general structure of the plans and we are
of the opinion that they are reasonable and thoroughly well-founded. It
will suffice to point out = and this is brought out in the specific comments
= that the steady increase in our mercantile marine, both as regards deep-
sea and coastal vessels, has led to a development of the maritime mobile
radio services, with a parallel expansion of Argentine marine services (a
fact well-known internationally). The changes in power of the equipment
in use (notified in the list of requirements submitted at Atlantic City,
1947) are a consequence of this..

As regards those parts of the spectrum below 4,000 kc/s regionally
allotted, our Administration is making every effort to coordinate national
lists, as decided upon at the Region 2 Conference in Washington, 1949. We
believe that this work will be finished in good time for the Extraordinary
Administrative Radio Conferences

Except as regards the 14~150 ke/s band, which we find acceptable as
it stands (the problem is quite separate from that which arises for bands
above A‘Mc/s), the Argentine Administration is unable, at present, to make
any comments on the plans prepared by the Provisional Frequency Board.
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The Maritime Mcbile Serv;gg :

Comments on the plans evolved for rgdiotelegrapg gnd rgd10§glgphgg§
coast stations : -

I - General comments -

The steady increase in our merchant fleet; both deep-sea and
coastal involves an expans1on of maritime mobile radio services and a
v parallel development of marine services. Hence cur Administration has been
obliged to meke some changes in the power used by equipment in service, as
. notified in the list of requlrements submltted at Atlantic Czty in 1947.

Acceptance of the plans for radlotelegraph and radlotelephone _
coast stations is therefore subject to adoption of the amendments proposed.

As regards the changes corresponding to circuits 40 91 (1), (2),
ete., of the radiotelegraph plan; these refer to the requirements submitted
at Atlantic City with powers of 1.5 kW. In a few cases these were mistakenly
taken to be 0.1 kW. : .

All the changes mentioned above, together with thosc precicusly
indicated, in no way affect the general structure of the plan and are
considered tr be reasonable and thoroughly well-founded. '

II.— Detailed comments

LR R N N A NN RN NN NN A NI I A A BB SN N I A SO IR Y Y I A NP B B SR S B R I B B NN IR N R A N SR 3 Y Y

L )

Note : The detailed comments annexed to the previous letter have been
classified in a file concerning the maritime mobile service.
This file 1s at the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative
Conference.
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AUSTRALIA

(Commonwealth of)

No 5,1 SR © . 1lth July, 1950
Comments on ¢ E and J

With reference to the Resolution N° 154 of the Adminis-
trative Council, which called for observations and proposals on the
various frequency lists prepared by the P.F.B.,, regional and service
conferences, the Australian observations are forwarded herewith.

The detailed observations refer only to the frequency
lists prepared by the P.F.B., and no comments are offered concerning
either the lists prepared by the Aeronautical Radio Conference or the
Maritime Mobile Section of the P.F. B. list.

In connection with the list’ prepared by the Region 3
Administrative Radio Conference, the Australian Administration will
have certain proposals to offer for alterations and additions to the
list, and these will be presented directly to the Conference at The
Hague.

The detailed remarks and comments attached to the
previous letter have been classified in a set of files,
each of which refers to a given service, band or region,
These files are at the disposal of the Extraordinary
Administrative Radio Conference.

=
(o
prs
D
.

No 5,2 (received 23,10,50)
13th October, 1950

Gomments on the whole of the draft list -

‘Adverting to my communleation of 1lth July, 1950,
relating to the above subject, it is now desired to submit the
attached list containing additional observations from this Administra=-
tion on the various frequency lists prepared by the Provisional Fre-
-quency Board, regional and Service Conferences. The attachment also
contains certain amendments to the corments already submitted,

It will be recalled that, as intimated in my letter of
11/7/1950, no Australian comments were submitted in relation to the list
prepared by the Region 3 Administrative Radio Conference, it being in=
tended to present these directly to the Hague Conference,
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, Alteration of intentions in this regard has become
necessary ‘as d result of postponement of the Hague Conference and the
work of complebing Australials Comments concerning assignments in the
Region 3 Draft Frequency list is now proceeding. It is anticipated
that finality in this connection will be reached at an early date and
the relevant data will then be forwarded,

Note ¢+ . . The.detailed remarks and comments attached tp the
-previous letter have been classified in a set of
files, each of which refers to a given service, band
or region, -Thege files are. at the disposal of the
Extraordmnary Admlnlstrative Radlo Oonference.



l9v

(5) -3 -

No. 5.3+ - | | 8th December, 1950.
C.4." Res. 200 o |

CQmments on: A, B, C, E F and Je

In accordance with the invitation contained in Annex 15 to your
letter 9.6/76/, dated 14th October, 1950, I have the honor to submit herewith
the details requested under sub-paragraphs a) and b) thereof.

It will be recalled that in my letters of 1lth July and 13th
October, 1950 *, it was indicated that no Australian comments were being
submitted in regard to the draft frequency list prepared by the Region 3
Conference, it being intended to present these directly to the Extraordinary
Administrative Radio Conference scheduled to commence at The, Hague in
September last. The delay in submission was occasioned by the desire to
-discuss certain aspects of this draft list with representatives of the New
Zealand Administration before submitting comments for consideration by the
Extraordinary Conference.

The discussions mentioned have now taken place and, as a result, it
- is understood that the New Zealand Administratien will desire considerable
amendments to the list which will, however, have little or no effect on
services operated by any other Administration than Australia.

. Australian comments in comnection with the Region 3 list are con-
tained in Appendix 1, attached, but it is desired to emphasise that the
comments relative to frequen01es contained in bands other than that reserved
for medium frequency broadcasting, 535 - 1 605 kc/s, may be subject to
alteration at a later date in the light of negotiations with New Zealand,

Australia has no-detailed comments to offer in connection with the
draft frequency plans relating to the Maritime Mobile and Aeronautical Mobile
Services, Both plans are acceptable for implementation prov1ded Australian
Services are not involved in any major modifications. :

Individual comments in connection with P.F.B. bands between
3 900 and 27 500 ke/s have already been submitted but it is desired please
to add the following thereto:

a) Circuit No. AT 22 (Fiskville - Perth) - The frequency spacing
between 10 906 kc/s and 18 651 ke/s for the complement
allotted to this service is considered to be too great for

satisfactory operation. . :

b) Circuit No. HT 37 (Samarai - Port Moresby) - Transfer of this
circuit to the band 9 040 - 9 500 ke/s is desired in lieu of
the band 7 300 - 8 195 ke/s- allotted, .

¢) Circuit No. AT 77 (Townsville - Darwin) - Transfer desired to
band 6 765 ~ 7 000 ke/s in lieu of the band 7 300 - 8 195 ke/s
allotted,

#* Published under Nos. 5.1 and 542 respectively.
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The following general comments are offered in relation to the

invitation contained in sub-paragraph b) of Annex 15:

a

D Band ) ' S
E 0 Although certain unsatisfactory features are noted,
oo and these have already been notified to the I,T.U.,
G v it is considered that the plans could be .reasonably
% " adjusted to suit requirements without major changes.
J n '
K Band
L ft
M n J
N No plans produced.
O ‘" . :
P ft
' Band Uhfortunately the plans for these bands can only be
g aﬁ made acceptable with major modifications. They are
- unacceptable for introduction in their present form.
% Baﬁd Acceptable for 1mplementatlon wlthout major modlfica-
v oon tions. ‘

Although plans were not completed because of
insufficeient time, it is conslidered that if approach
is made along the lines adopted for bands S, U and V
an acceptable plan could be produced.

§ Baﬁd Insofar as Australlan circuits are concerned, it is
y o considered that acceptable plans could be produced
‘g m without major modifications to the work already done.
aa Band
bb "
ce " _With minor modifications the plans developed would

dg ¢ " be acceptable for 1mplementation.

’ ee u
07

Tt st Nl s e N sttt ek vt gl WINPTN NN N i e s N Nt e St et it itV rs?

Action is in train to prov1de.the'Bureéu with the information sought

in sub-paragraphs c¢) and d) before: the target date of 3lst. January, 1951,
and the monitoring information sought.under sub-paragraph e) will be forwarded
each month as desired.

‘ loz
L c’_
(0]

33

The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the previous letter
have been classified in a set of files, each of which réefers to a

given service, band or region. These files are at the disposal
of the Extraordinary Administrative Conference.
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BELGIUM

T TaTOs e

N° 7.1 31 May, 1950

Comments on ¢ &Ly C, D, E and. F,

I have the honour to enclose herewith a set of cards containing
tho Belghan Administration's observations on the freoucno;es allotted
to it in the PuFeB. draft liste :

To supplement thesc observations, I produce below a communication
sent to me by tho Belgian Régic des Voies dériennes (RVA), which may
“be of interest to you i . '

"I would draw your attention to the present requirements of the
Belglan acronautical fixed service which, according to the finek
I.Celle0. plany; are as follows'z

1. Circuit Brussels-ieopoldville : Duplex frequency-shift radio
te;ex

2, Resorvo notwork ~ one frequency in each of the 4, 6, 8, 11
an 17 Me/s bands -~ L1 radiotelegraphy-allocation on a world
,ba81sa

The RVL reserves the right, during the 1ntnrmcdiary period precc-

ding the application of the final plan, and -subject to tho agrecment
of the adninistrations concerncd, to partlvlpana in the groups of the
aeronautical fixed network, to which Brussels should be linked for

the routing of {raffic; within the time linits recommendcd by T.CellsOo"

 Note s The detailed remarks and corments conteined in the cards annoxed
to the proceding letter have beon classified in a set of files,
each of which rcfers to a givon services band or rcgion. These
files are at the disposal of the Extroordinary Adninistrative
Conferencea,
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No 7.2 : ‘ | 8 December, 1950
C.4, Res, 200 - :

Comments on : the whole of the draft list

In response to the I.T.U, Administrative Councilfs invita-
tion, I have the honour to submit herewith, in accordance with my tele-
gram of 27 November last, the comments the Belglan Administration has
to make on the frequency assigmment plans prepared :

I ~ Frequency bands below 4 000 kcgs
The various plans prepared may be adopted as they stand

i.e., on condition that the Copenhagen Broadcastlng Plan should nwot be
questloned and subject to the general remarks made in. paragraph a)
below, applicable to all frequencioes of the aeronautlcal mobile R ser-
vice.

.service I ' ' L
a) Aeronautiggl mob;lgﬂgngerV1ce C

The plan R produced by the Geneva Confercnec is accep-

table as & general allocation ‘plan for "air route areas",

- Nevertheless, it would be desirable for the Eeraordlnary
Administrative Radio Conference to make no'individual
assignments to stations, but to let I.C.A.0. do.so within

" 'the framevork of that general plan, as and when aero-
nautical -requirements arise, :

b)  Aeronautical mobile OR servige
L 'The OR plan produced by the Geneva Conferenoe ig accep-
' tabley
c) Aeronautical fixed service :
This frequency list would be acceptable if an extra
. frequency at about.7.5- Mc/s were made available to us
7 for the day liaison Brussels-Prague-Zurich,
o Further, Belgium. wishgs to. obtaln the joint frequencles
V.,of the aeronautlcal flxed serv1ce requested by I.C.L.O,

ITI- _§§ignment plans for the meritime mobile service
a) Radiotelegraph coast statiions
The list is generally acceptable,
b) Radiotelephone coagt stations
According to the plan, Belgium is to be offercd only
frequencies shared with neighbouring countries and with
neighbouring stations of vastly superior power.
- We accept it only if agreement can be reached with these
.countrles on equitable time sharlng. :

IV - Band B (3 950 = 4 000 ke/s)
‘ ' Since the plan submitted takes no account of broadcasting

requirements, we cannot define our attitude.

V - Assignment plans for freguencies between 4 000 snd

27 500 ke/s
a) Broadcasting service
Since the brawdcesting conferences reached no agreement,
we can make no comment,
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Fixed service .

. Our fixed service reguirements would not be covered
© if the assignment plans for these frequencies were

to be applied in their present form. We consider that
these plans as a whole are not acceptable, and could
not serve as a basls for preparation of the new list.
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BIELORUSSIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC

N° 8,1 22 May, 1950

mments on : A

 cta

I have the honour to inform you that the views held by the Telecommunieation
Administriation of the Bielorussion Soviet Socialist Republic with regard
to the question raised in your circular letter N° 20/20 of 10 February 1950
were expounded by our Delegation at the 30th Plenary Meeting of the Aero-
nautical Conference, Document Aer/2 N° 162, and that our views have not
changed + :

N° 8,2 22 May, 1950

Comments on : C

I have the honour to inform you that the views of the Telecommunication
Adnministration of the Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic on the matter
discussed in your circular letter N° 20/30 of 2 March 1950 were explained
by our delegation at the 32nd and 34th Plenary Meetings of the P.F.B,, and
that these views remain the same:+ :

N° 8,3 - 19 June, 1950

Comments on : D, E, and the whole of the draft list,

In reply to your circular letters 20/45, 20/59 and telegram 92/2, the
Delegation of the USSR to the Provisional Frequency Board repeatedly de-
clared that the Board was wrong in adopting the principles and methods it
did adopt. It likewise indicated that it <ould not accept the list so pre-~
pared, the attitude of the Communications Administrations of the USSR, the
Ukrainian and Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republics to the list which has
been prepared remains unchanged, as to the plans prepared by Regional and
Special Conferences, our attitude has been explaihed at sufficient length
in the statements made by the Soviet Delegations at thoseConferences +

R S R o ETIM S TR DT TS
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No 8.4 17th January, 1951
" C.A, Res, 200 (published in Notification N° 617)

Comments on : the whole of the draft list

Further to your cireular letter N° 9.6/76, of 14th October 1950, and
your telegram N° 157/18 of 18th November 1950, the Administration of the
Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic has the honour to brlng the follow-
ing to your notice :

In the Provisional Frequency Board, and in the' Administrative Radio
Conference for Region 1, as well aé in the International Administrative
Aeronautical Radio Conferenee, our delegation, wishing to develop and
reinforce international collaboration in the field of radio, repeatedly
pointed out that the conferences whose task it was to evolve draft fre-
quency lists had adupted as a basis for their work methods which had no
scientific foundation and prineiples lacking in objectivity, and that,
such being the case, an international frequency list meeting the require-
ments of all I.T,U., Members-States would never be produced Stop Our
delegation proposed that the Berne list of 1939 should be used for the
preparation of the new list, on the grounds that, reflecting the actual
needs and frequency requirements of countries, and having been tried and
tested by many years of operational experience, they would provide a just
and equitable basis for the new list Stop

Our delegation drew the attention of Members of the Union to the fact
that work on the new list was proceeding in a way which was in no sense
conducive to international rollaboration, and that the aim was to redis-
tribute frequencies in the interests of the United States of America,
Great Britain and France Stop That this was in fact so is borne out by
an analysis of the draft plans submitted Stop

1. Thus, according to the plan prepared by the Provisional Frequency
Board, 39% of all frequencies to be apportioned are to go to three coun-
tries : the United States of America, Great Britain and France, whereas
the rest of the world is allotted a mere 61% Stop According to this draft
17.2 % of all frequencies are to go the United States of America, 10.8 %
to Great Britain and 11% to France Stop The Soviet Union receives 4.1 %,
China 4.9% and India 3.7 % - figures which in no way correspond to the
actual requirements of these countries, the size of their populations and
the extent of their territories Stop In relation to the Berne Lists, the
number of frequencies to go to the United States of America, Great Britain
and France, according to the P.F.B.’s draft, has increased, while those
accorded to the Union of the Soviet Socialist Republics, China and other
countries have been considerably cut down Stop

2. The draft plan prepared by the International Administrative Aero-
nautical Radio Conference makes no allowance for the interests of I.T.U.
Members-States Stop According to this draft, half of all the frequencies
of the R service (air navigation along regular air routes) have been accor~
ded to the so-called Major World Air Routes, monopolized by the United
States of America, while the interests of the aeronautical services operated
by other Members-States are completely overlooked Stop
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3« The, draft plan whlch was adopted by a slender majority of “the
countries represented af the Administrative Radio Conference for Reglon 1
constitutes an open breach of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations and Reso-
lutions Stop It does not reflect the interests of Region 1 countries, and
confirms the allocation of frequencies in the 1 900 to 2 000 kec/s band to
Loran stations set up by the United States of America - stations which cause
grave interference to fixed and mobile stations of Region 1 countries Stop
Many other examples might be adduced, but the above will be sufficient to
show that the plans produced for incorporatiom in the International Frequen-
cy List do not cater for the interests of all Members of the Union, and
cainot possibly be aécepted as a basis for discussion, or even as working
material, for the Extraordinary Administrative Redio Conference Stop The
task6f putting the final: touches to these draft Iists, incumbent on the
International Frequency Registration Board, therefore becomes pointless, so
that the conditions necessary for thatvbody to perform the tasks entrusted
to it by Article 6 of the Convention .do not al present exist’ Stop The only
way out of the situation thus created is to refer the matter to the next
Administrative Radio Conference; this being the only authority competent to
golve the problems arising out of -changes to be made in the Regulations,
and to lay the foundations for a list accoptable to all Members of the Union
Stop At the same time, we feel obliged to draw the attention of all adminis-
trations to the fact that adoption of a draft list unsatisfactory for the
aeronautical, broadcasting, radiotelegraph, radiotelephone, emergency and
other services would be a breach of the principles cnshrined in the Atlantic
City Convention and mlght have the graVest consequénces Stop '

As has always been our praciiesd inthe past; we shall contlnue to respect
the interests of all Mombers of the I.T.U,, and to collaberate with all
countries which sincerely desire the production of a new 1nternatlonal Fre-
quency Llst satlsfactory for all countriés Stop

. e should be grateful if you wvould kindly brlng this to the notice
of all Members of the Union by publishing it in the next notiflcatlon to
be issued by the General Secretariat +




27.
©)
BURMA

No 9.1 - . 13th May, 1950

Comments on : C

It is obgerved that Burma's requirements as notified under my
letter No ENG/X-18 of 25=11~49 have not been registered, instead
only two other frequency allotments in the 6ch§s and 12 Mc/s bends
have been shown as notified, This is incorrect.

I have the honour to state that Burma's only coast station
Rangoon Radio XYR has been in post war operation since January .
1946 and is actually using, and proposed to continue using the frequen=
cies notified viz 4200 ke/s, 8400 ke/s, 126@kc/s and 16800 ke/s. Since
it is essential that we have four harmonically related frequencies, one
in each band, Alternativc harmonically related frequencies, one in cach
band if alloted by you will be acceptable, but failing such allotment I
must reserve the right for Burma to operate her Coast Stations on the fre-
quencles notified. ' :
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Ne 9,2 . ‘ ' Received 20 December, 1950
C.4, Res, 200

Reference your ¢ircular telegram N° 157/18 dated 21st November
1950 Stop No comments +
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BULGARIA (People’s Republic of)

No 12.1 , | .  23rd May, 1950
Comments on : A

Reference circular letter N° 20/20 Stop With reference to question
dealt with in that letter, I have the honour to inform you that the Admi-
nistration of the Posty Telephonesand Telegraphs of the People’s Republic
--of Bulgaria fully supports views'expressed by the Soviet Delegation at
the 30th Plénary Meeting of the International Admlnistratlve Aeronautlcal
' Radio Conference, Document Aer/2 No 162 + '

Ne 2.2 - ¢ 23rd May, 1950
Commegts on. : C

Reference clrcular letter ‘Ne 20/30 Stop With reference to question
- dealt with in that letter, I have the honour to6 inform you that the' Admi-
‘nistration of the Posts Telephonesand Telegraphs of the People’s Republic
of Bulgaria entirely supports the opinion expressed by the Soviet Delega-

tion at the 32nd and 34th Plenary Meetings of the P,F.B. +

Ne 12.3 - ' ZAth June, 1950
Comments on @ D, E, and the whole of the draft llst

Reference circulars ‘NOS 20/45, 20/59 and telegram No 92/2 Stop Admi-
nistration of People”s Republic of Bulgaria retains unchanged its attitude
. expressed by ite National Member coneerning erroneous so-called. technical
- methods and principles used as basis of work, together with.the unaccept-
able nature of the partial drafts of the international frequency list being
prepared by the P,F.B, Stop The attitude of the Bulgarian Administration
towards the draft frequency lists prepared by the Conference for Region 1
- and other conferences held under the aegis of the I,T.U. also remains

unchanged and appears in the statements recorded’ by our: respectlve dele-
gatlons +
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Ne 12.4 12 January, 1951
Cedie Res. 200 o ... (published in Notification N° 617)

Comments on : the whole of the draft list

With reference to your cireular letter No 9.6/764 of 14 October 1950
relative to the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference, to circular
telegram N¢ 157/18 of 18 November 1950 and to idministrative Council Reso-
lution N°o 200, the Administration of the People's Republic of Bulgaria asks
you to bring the followzng statement to the notlce of I. T U. Member—States
Stop

The Bulgarian Administratlon, represented by a delegatlon in the P.F.
B., the idministrative Radio Conference for Region 1 and the International
Administrative Aeronautical Radio Conference, pointed out that the. working
methods adopted for the preparation of the draft frequéncy plans were not
conducive to the elaboration of a frequency list safeguarding the interests,
and meeting the frequency requirements, of  I.T.U. Member-States Stop Those
methods lacked objectivity since they overlooked the actual frequency re-
quirements of all Members of the Union Stop Wishing to ensure the closest
international collaboration in the field of radiotommunications, we main-
tained that the Berne list of 1939 would comstitute a solid basis for the
preparation of the new frequency list, on the grounds that it made allo-
wance for actual requirements and had been tried and tested by .years of
practical experience Stop The same cannot be said. of the frequency. plans
hitherto evolved Stop Thus, in the draft plans prepared by the P,F.B.,

' 39% of all frequencies are assigned to the United States of /merica, Great

Britain and France, whereas no more than 61% are agsigned to the rest of the
world Stop This shows that these three eountries derive very substantial
benefits from the draft, to the detriment of all.other countries; a conclu-
gion which receives confirmation from the fact that 17.2 % of all fraquen-
cies are assigned to the United States of hmerica, while no more than 4.9 %
are assigned to China and 4.1 % to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Stop Quite obviously,no account has been taken of the fact that such figu~
res bear no relation to the actual frequency requirements of countries

other than the United States of imerica, Great Britain and France, to the
size of their populations and the extent of their. territories Stop

Lccording to the draft plan érepared by the International sdministra-
tive .heronautieal Radio Conference, half the aeronautical service frequen-
cies are allotted to the so~calléed Major World Air Routes dependent on the

- United States of imerica’ Stop This again is detrimental to the 1nterests

of other I.T.U. Member-States Stop

The draft plan adopted by a sllght maaority at the Reglon 1 Conference
is also designed to ‘serve the interests of the United States of America Stop
It constitutes a breach of the 4tlantic City Radio Regulations and Resolu-
tions, and, in so far as it allocates frequencies in the 1 900 ~ 2 000 ke/s
band to the Loran system, causes 1nterference to stations of the fixed and
mobile services in Region 1 Stop

Hence we must conclude that the draft plans produced do not correspond
to the interests of the great majority of I.T.U. Member~States, and that
they cannot be used as a basis for discussion or as working documents by
the Extraordinery Administrative Radio Conference Stop It follows that the
duties entrusted to the I.F.R.B. have become pointless Stop This being so,
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the conditions required for the Board to perform its duties, as laid down
in Article 6 of the Convention, do not.exist Stop

We therefore conclude that only the Ordinary Administrative Radio
Conference is competent to solve the problems arising from changes in the
Regulations, and to prepare the bases for a list such as would respect the
interests of all I,T.U. Member-States Stop A breach of the principles
enunciated above would have serious consequences for the aeronautical,
broadcasting, radiotelegraph, radiotelephone and other services Stop

The Bulgarian Administration will continue to further the cause of
international collaboration in the sphere of radiocommunications +
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CANADA

* L s ]

Ne 131 o May 27, 1950

Comments o ¢ &, C, E,"Fo

I have the honour to refer to Cireular Lelters N°S 20/20, 20/30,
20/59, 20/72, and 20/73 dealing with the action taken by the Provisional
Frequency Board (P.F.B.) on the basis of the Atlantic City Resolution rele-
ting to the preparation of the new International Frsquency List and the
distribution of material prepared by the P.F.B.

The Canadian Administration wishes to make the following genes -
ral observations concerning the various matters dealt with in the above mane
tioned Clrcular Letters and preliminary deteiled comments are appended hee
reto concerning proposed assignments within tha lcw frequency bands 14~150
ke/s, the Maritime Mobile Service bands 4003 = 4438 kofs

6200 = 63525 kc/s
8195 ~ 8815 ke/s
12330 = 13200 ke/s
16550 « 17350 ke/s
22000 = 22720 kc/s

the Fixed Service bands 4000 = 4063 ko/s
| 4438 = 4650 ke/s
L750 =~ 4850 ke/s

4850 =~ 4995 ke/s

5005 ~ 5050 kefs

9040 ~ 9500 ke/s

977) el 9999 ku/S

10300 == 11175 ke/s

11975 - 12330 1\.(.;/"4

313340 - 14000 ke/s

m%omw%omﬁ

17360 ~ 17700 kc/s  (Y)

18030 ~ 19990 ke/s (2)

20010 =~ 21000 ke/s {aa)
21750 « 21850 ke/s  (bb)
22720 - 23200.ke/s (ec)
23350 = 25600 ke/s (ee)
RELOO = 27500 kefs (£F)

for which bands the P,F.B. has prepared conteined plans, also within the
bands 31400 - 11700 ko »/s  (T)

15450 - 16460 ke/s  {X)
for which the P:F.Bes has prepared exteonded plans not greatly in excess of
the spectrum space available.

N Vs o ®
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1. The direcﬁives to the PoFaBavcontained in the Administrative

Cowmeil, Resolution N° 154 have been complied with o

2;}The Canadian Administration is greatly coﬁcerned that re-

© 5060=5250 kc/s (%)
5250-5450 ke/s (L)
5730-5950 ke/s  (N)

‘6765-7000 ke/s (0)

quirements filed with- the P.FeB, for the bands listed be-
low are such that even with®consolidation® by some Adminise
trations, it was not possible to prepare contained plans

)
) Due to the large number of requirements
2 for these bandsgy the P.F¢Be has prepared
S reperts only.
)
“\ g The P.FsBe hos prepared an extended channe~
) idng plan for circuits over 3000 km only.

ling pian for this band,

7300~8195 ko/s (® g The PsF¢B. has preparcd anrextended channe~
)

The sitvation in these bonds would appear to be quite serious

and in the opinion of the Canadian Administration, should receive priority
consideration by the Extracrdinary Conference.

3a

o

56

It would appear that the P.¥.Bs has cndeavoured in all cases
to assign frequencies now in use by existing fixed services,
although these frequencies are in the bands allocated to the
Fixed Service in the Atlantic City Table of Frequency Alloca=
tions. Several large networks in Canada are affected and the
frequencies now in use should not be changed unless absolutely
Necossaly. '

The P.FeBs proposed assignments in the Maritime Mobile bands.
between 4000 and 23000 kc/s. also in the low frequency bands
14-150 ke/s are generally satisfactory although some changes
will be necessary, particularly in bhe latter band.

The preliminary detailed comment: eppended hereto do not necessari~
ly contain all the objections of the Canadian Administration to
the P.I'eBs plens, particularly in the case of adjacent channel
assigmments to the same orea. '

et e TG T - i A el



34.

(13) -3 = )

No 13,2 August 1, 1950

| Further to my 1ctter of Lay 27th, 1950, I am attaching
herewith edditional comments to the draft new International Frequency
List.

- The detailed renarks ‘and connents annexed to the two previous lettors
_ have been classified in o sct of files, each of which rofers to'a’

given scrvice, band or regions These files are at the disposal
of the Extraoordinary Administrative Confercnce.
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No. 13.3 - (Received on 23 November, 1950)
CsAO ReS. 200

Comments on: "4, B and I

Reference 157/18 Book of Resolutions fifth session Adminlstrative
Council not yet received Stop Concerning IFRB request would advise no
additions to general and detailed comments on PFB plans contained Canadian
Administration letters May twenty seventh and August first ¥ Stop .Aero-
nautical Conference plans are generally acceptable on basis United States
Canada RDARA discussions Stop Anticipate coordination of Canadian
frequency lists for Region 2 bands below four thousand ke/s will be
- completed by January 31 next +

v o s

#* Published under Nos. 13.1 and 13.2 respectively.
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CHILE

1 14.1 - 11 July, 1950

‘P.F,B, frequoncy list received July lst Stop Request time extension

until August 1) to send our observa’clons +
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No 15,1 » 7 June, 1950

Comments on : A and F.

While acknowledglng receipt of your Circular Letters NO 20/20 .
February 10 3 20/30, March 2 ; 20/45, March 16 ; 20/59, April 6 20/72,
April 28 and 20/73, May 1, with five copies of annexes, we wish to say
that other documents having connectlon with the above Circulars have as
yet not been: recelved. . IR ‘

In the absence of certaln documents. delayed on the way, it is impos~
sible for us to make a complete survey of the stretch of work in its
entirety, much less for us to make overall observations and proposals, as
the case may be, within the time limit mentioned in Clrcular No 20/59.

However, for the sake of facllltating your secretarlal work, we give
our observations and proposals which have been made from the documents
already on hand. :

1, With reference to Circular N° 20/20 concernlng ALronautlcal

Mobile OR service, we propose that at least:- one frequency for
- each of the bands of 11 Mc/s, 13 Mc/s and 15 Mb/s be allotted to us for
long distance services.

25 With reference to Circular N° 20/72, it is to be noted that China
has asked for an allotment of 97 channels, of which 23 are for

international services, while 74, for national purposese These requirements
were submitted during the period from February 25, 1948 to February 1, 1950,
But on checking the allotted frequencies with the linking stations in
corresponding countries mentioned in the draft list, we find that there
are only 9 channels 3 viz. from 931 to 939, while for national services,
there does not appear any at alle. Again, out of the 9 allotted, there are
only two channels for Taiwan-Philippines, which are far .too few for actual
requirements, especially at the present moment when large number of new
channels are required to serve the interests of- countrles ‘concerned,

It is hereby requeeted that the whole 97 channels be assured to us
to meet important requirements.

We enclose herewith a list showing three sections of channels,
which have been either opened to work, or in the course of preparatlon for
opening within this yeare . :

We reserve the right to make further observatlons when the delayed

- documents are to handq

04t A B b e - e A

Note : The list contained in the Annex to the ‘previous letter has been

classified in the files which are at the alsposal of the Extraordinary
Adminigtrative Conferencee

v ———
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VATICAN CITY
(STATE OF)

No. 16.1 © . 12th December, 1950.
C.A. Rese .200 e

Comments on : the whole of the draft list.
Reference telegram 157/18 of 18th Novembef Vatican City accepts

draft new frequeney list established by P.F.B. as a basis for discussio
Stop For the time being no other comment to formulate + :

No. 16,2 - - 6th March, 1951.
C.&. Res.. 200. | , |

Comments on : E, F
' Observations on the draft freguency assignment plans.
prepared by the P.F.B, (fixed services)

Circuit 1 -~ The frequency complement planned includes 4 frequencies, but
' aceording to the drafts there are to be only 3 (bands L, P, U);
the omission must be made good and a fourth frequency assigned
in band Q. o

Circuit 2 - A fourth frequency in the band U is also necessary, but the
frequency already plamned for circuit 1 (12 137.75 ke/s) could
be used.

Circuit 5 - a) In the present draft there is an inadmissible gap between the
bands P and V (7-8 and 13 Me/s).

One frequency of the order of 9 Mc/s is required:.
in December (solar activity low and medium),

one frequency of the order of 15 Mc/s is required:
at the equinox (solar activity slight),
and in June (solar activity medium).

The frequencies in the bands Q and W plannéd for circuit 2
might also be used for circuit 5. ‘

b) One frequency of the order ¢f 5 Me/s is also required en
December evenings (solar activity slight); the frequency
planned for circuit 1 might be used to this effect.

Circuit 6 = There 1s an inadmissible gap in the draft between the bands U
 and aa (12 = 20 Mc/s) particularly since 12 Mc/s usually gives

too slight a field. These frequencies are in gensral badly

received and are of use only during the transition period.

One frequency of the order of 15 Mc/s is required:
in December (solar activity slight, medium gnd great),
at the equinox (solar activity slight),
on June evenings (solar activity slight and medium).
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The frequency from the band W planned for clrcuit 2 might
be uSed . . .

One 17 or 18 Mc/s frequency (bands Y or Z) is requlred'
" at the equinox (solar activity medium),
~ in June (solar activity slight, medium and great).

The frequency planned for circuit 5 (band ¥, according to
the draft) could be used.

39,
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PORTUGUESE COLONIES -

No'18.1 27 May, 1950

Comments on s ‘E and F.

With reference to your circular lettors Nos 20/59 and 20/72, datod
6 and 28 Lpril 1950and No.20/73 of 1 Moy, I have the honour to send you
herewith 25 charts :

1 conecerning document 764-F (List of requirements submittoed betwoen
25/2898and 1/2/950) 3

19 concerning the proparation of the new international frequeney lists
2 concerning tho ac and bb bands ;
3 concorning the frequoncy requirements for inclusion in the K, L, M
and N bands.
On all the charts the Idmlnistration of the Portuguese Colonies has
meade what it belioves to be the most justifiable remorks.

We have olso observed that seversl circuits of the Portuguese Colonics
have been eliminatod and the ldministration of the Portuguese Colonics re=-
sorves tho right to rctain thom.

. The ALdministration of the Portuguese Colonies reserves the right to
submit detailed corments on the above to the Extraordinary Radio Conference
at the Hogue.

NotesThe detalled remarks and comments contained in the sheets annexed to

the preceding letter have boon classified in a set of files, each of
which refers to a given service, band or region. These files are at
the disposal of the Extroordinary Ldministrative Conference,
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¥ 18,2 26 Jute, 1950

. ‘Referring to your letter FFB 13/78 of 20 June, I have the honour

"to enclose copies of requirements for the coast stations of the 8tate

of Portuguese India and the Portuguese Colonies of Macao and Timor,
submitted between 25 February 1948 and 1 February 1950, They were sent

on 1 November, 1948, with letter N° 3033/IV, to the Director of the Inter-
nationel Telecommunication Bureaus I also have the honour to inform you

as follows S

1+ The sheet which refers to document 764 = F (list of requirements
submitted between 25 February 1948 and 1 February 1950) contains only
our comments on the booklets. annexed to that document, In addition to
the frequencies contained in the P.F.B. booklats, the Portuguese Colo-
nies also claim those included in the list sent to you.

2+ The Ibitugﬁéée Colonies do not recfuse the,fréquénciés proposed by the
PyFeBs but they claim in addition those which are contained in the
sheets that accompany letter N° 1447/IV/230 of 27 May, 1950,

3+ The Portuguéso Colonios have no commonts to meke on band L.
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Ne 18.3 _ 30th December, 1950
C.A. Res. 200

Comments on : E H J

Further to the General Secretariat’s letter WO 9.6/764, of TAth October
1950, I have the honour to convey the following information.

The Administration of the Portuguese Colonies, having taken no active
part .ia the work of the P.F.B., nor in the Region 1 and Region.3 Conferences,
nor in the preparatlon of the Afrlcan Plan; limits its. comments to those
serv1ces which are of particular concern to it. .. »

Thus. in accordanCe with paragraphs a) and b) of Annex 15 to the letter
- of 14th October: 1950 (Admznlstrative Council Re“olutlon No 200), I would
inform -you that v C

1) By letters of 27th May and 26th June 1950 the firet of which was
addressed to the General Secretariat, the seconi to the Chairman of the
P.F.B., this ‘Administration suggltted its comments on thé P.F.B,’s plans,
a8 despatr»hed with circulars N - 20/59 and 20/72 of 6th and 28th April 1950.

. 2) As ybu ‘can sée for yourself from charts 1 to 15, two coples of which
"are enclosed, mahy of the fréquencies requested by us not only at Atlantic
City, but also previously, to meet owr minimum requirements, haveé been
ignored; not only in the P.F.B.’s plans, but also in those evolved by the
Regmon 1 and 3, Conferences and in the Afrlcan Plan.. :

'

Thlq be:ng s0, we &re unable to apprové these plans, exeept for those
appertalning to the aeronautical mobileR and OR services. Judging from
the treatment meted out to our own services, we feel that results acceptable
to all can only be attained if the above-mentioned plans are equitably
revised in-anatmosphere.of .good will and mutual understanding, in the light
of the requirements submitted by the various Administrations.

\

Note : Charts 1 to 15 have been classified in a file which is at the disposal
of the Extraordinary Administrative Conference.

" Published under N°° 18.1 and 18.2
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OVERSELS TERRITORIES OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC

N° 20,1 - ' 25 Maoy, 1950

Comnents on @ E.

‘ Ireparatlon of the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Gonference
~ of The Hﬂgll@ (1 9.50) 'y - ‘ '

 Observations made with refercnce to the draft frequency assignnent
plans prepared by the PoFoBs. (in two copies)

w0 smeay | MRS | Rowss
1 Cards B, observations 34
2 1 List of typographical errors 1
'3 Corment, on the band @ 1
MO 2042 | ' - 3 June, 1950 -

Commenﬁs on & J.

I have honour to send you, enclosed, three copies of a sheet giving
the observations and proposals of the Administration of Oversee France,
in connection with the now draft frequency list prepared by the fdnministra-

tive Radio Conference for Reglon 3.

The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the previous list and letter,

‘have beon elassificd in & sot of files, each of which refers to a given ser-

vice, bend or region. Thesc fllOS are at the disposel of the Extraordinary
Admintstrative Gonfevence.A'

Additlonal detailed remarks and comnents concernlng Overseas Territories
of the French Republic are shown, among the remarks and corments subni tted
by Frances (See N° 32,1, 32,2 and 32.3) .
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Ne 20.3 : 2nd January, 1951
C.Ai Res. 200

Comments on : A,B,C,D,E,F,H,I and J

Further to Administrative Council Res@iutién 200 and your letter 9,6/764
of l4th October 1950, I have the honour to forward herewith the information
requested in paragraphs a) and b) of the above-mentioned Resolution. .

The comments and- observations on individual assignments were ‘sent to you
on form of 24th May 1950%*and also by the French Administration 1n letters
dated 31lst May and 6th June 1950%.

I shall therefore confine myself  here to explaining my opinion on the
use the Extraordlnary Conference may make of. each of the plang referred to
in Besolution 200 : :

a) - 1. Band. 14 ~ §O kc[s :"No freqpency 1n thls band is used by radio sta-
tions in the’ Oversea Territories of the French
Republics

2. Band '150-4000 ko/s i

Egglon 1:°  The plan drawn up by the Geneva lonference, 1949,
T 77 ‘shoéuld, with minor emendments, be capable of
leading to an agreement.-

Region 2 s iInformation so far received from the Administra-
tions of Region 2 seems to Aimply that an agree-
ment may be reached.

Region 3 : .  The plen drawn up by the Geneva Conference, 1949,

should, with minor amendments, be capable of
leading to an ‘agreement.

3. Maritime moblle serv1ce (radlotelegraph and radlotelephone coast sta-
tions)

The plans prepared by the P.F.B. should, with
minor amendments, be capable of leading to an
agreement.v

Lo Aerggautgcal moblle serv1ce .f,

The plans prepared by the’ Administrative Aero-
nautical Conference, Geneva, 1948 and 1949, are
acceptable for both the R and the OR services.

b) Plans drawn up by the P.F.B. (other ‘than those referred to in a) above):

On the whole, these plans will need, serious. re-
vision before'they can be used as a basis for *

. an-agreemént.  However, for the geographical

. areas-of zintercst to my Admlnlstration, certain
partial regional agreements might possibly be
‘reached on the plans for the D, E, F, G, H, I

“and J bands.

- Similarly, the plans for the bb, cc, dd, eec and
ff Bands might sérve'as a ba31s for an agreement.

¥ letter dated 24th May, 1950 : published under No 20.1
letter dated 31st May, 1950 : published under No 32.2
letter dated 6th June, 1950 : published under Ne 32.3
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BELGIAN CONGO AND TERRITCRIES OF RUANDA~URUNDI

Ne 21,1 . 28 March, 1950

Comments on : D

The Administration of Beigién Congo have no remarks to make concerning
the draft of the list of frequencies decided upon by the PeFeBo for the
14~150 ke¢/s band, in so much as this band is not used by us.

No 21,2 ' - 15 May, 1950

Comments on ¢ E,.

Further to your circular letter 20/59 of 6 April 1950, and after
consideration of the documents relative to the draft hew international
frequency list prepared by the PeFeBs, I have the honour to enclose the
comments my Administration has to make with regard to the assignments
which concern it. .

Comments by the Administration of thp Belglan Congo r elatlve to_the draft
new 1gtern ational freguegcx list prepared by the P,F.B.

There were 456 requirements presenteds The P.F.B. proposes to allocate
to the Belgian Congo 289 frequencies, 81 of which are distributed over 60
blocks in band P (7.300 - 8,195 kc/ss The 208 others are specified .
individually, ‘ :

It thus appears that the percentage satisfaction would be about 63 %.

However, among the frequencies assigned, various difficulties arise,
due either to interference which would make traffic impossible on certain
frequencies, or to a poor selection, regard being had to the propagation
conditions obtaining for the frcqucn01u3 in questions

Note : The detailed remark® and comments annexed to the previous letter have

been classified in a set of files, each of which refers to a given
gervice, band or region. - These files are at the disposal of the
Extraordinary Administrative Confercnce.

Ne 21.3 | | 25 May, 1950

Comments on : F,

Further to your circular letter N° 20/72 of 22 April 1950, for which
I thank you, I have the honour to inform you that the Administration of
the Belgian Congo has no comments to make on the list of frequency require-
ments to be included in bands K, L, M, N and O for which the Provisional
Frequency Board has been unable to prepare an assignment plan.
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Ne 21,4 - 15 June, 1950

Comments on ¢ C.

_ Purther to your circular letter N° 20/30 of 2 March 1950, I have

the honour to inform you that the Administration of the Belgian Congo
has no remarks to make on the draft list for coast stations operating
in the bands exclusively allotted to the maritime mobile service between
4 and 23 Mc/s.

Ne 21,5 29 June, 1950 N
Comments on : E.

Further to your circular telegrqm_N° 92/2 of 12 ulte, I have
the honour to point out that :

ls ~ the frequencies for LULUABOURG, 124085 and 12,360 kec/s (circuits CE 263 A,
263 B, 264 A, 264 B) requested before R5 February 1948, have not been
allocated to us by the PyFeBs These frequencies should be allocated -
-at some future date, quite apart from the frequency 12,305 ke/s, which
was also requested for LULUABOURG in Booklet 1 of the PoFeB, (List of
requirements submitted between 25 February 1948 and 1 February 1950).

. 24 an aéSignménﬁ should also be.made in the cese of the frequencies

154550 and 17.420 ko/s (circuit- 410),-174400 ke/s (circuit 411), -
designed for COSTERMANSVILIE, These frequencies arc’also shown in
Booklet 1 mentioned aboves : - '
These.remarks complete those given in my letters :

- 1983/65/1102 of 15/5/50
- 2110/65/1102. of 24/5/50 1)
- 2147/65/1102 of 25/5/50
- 2403/65/1105 of 15/6/50«

1) This letter concerns requirdments submitted between 25 February 1948
and 1 April 1950,
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CUBA

No23.1 21 July, 1950

Gomments on :* 4, B, C, E, F, H, I and J.

In view of Resolution N° 154 of the I1,T.Us Administrative Council,
I have the honour to expound below my Administration's attitude to the
new International Frequency List prepared by the Provisional Frequency
Board, » A A : o o '

Geperal observations : The Cuban Administration was ‘represented in the

: Provisional Frequency Board, and is ready to
contimue its cooperation, as far as lies within its power to do so, in
the work which will be done subsequently by the Extraordinary Administrative
Radio Conference (the Hague, 1950), in order that the difficult problems
which will confront this conference may be satisfactory solveds

- The fixed service in general : In the draft plans prepared by the Provise

- : g ional Frequency Board as a prelimlnary to
the new frequency assignment list for the fixed services, 70 % of the
individual circuits required by Cuba (as & minimum) for this class of
gservice have not been provided for. Such being the case, the Cuban Admin-
istration cannot accept these draft plens. : '

The Cuban Administration understands the insuperable difficulties
besetting the Provisional Frequency Board in its struggle with the problems
arising out of the excessive volume of requirements in relation to the
frequencies available, and trusts that the Conference will find some method
or criterion to reduce the aculty of these problems and find a satisfactory
solutiona ' )

The seronautical mobile service : The Cuban Administration agrees with

' all parts of the frequency assignment
plan for the R and OR bands, as adopted at the first and second gessions
of the International Administrative Aeronautical Radio Conference, held
in Geneva, provided that, when the plan is finally adopted, the final
recommendations prepared by the Joint Meeting of the Caribbean, South
American and South Atlantic Regions (Havana, April/May 1950) are adopted
in their entirety by the Conference in so far as the R bands are concerned,

The maritime mobile service : The Cuban Administration has studied the

Maritime Plan prepared by the Provisional
Frequency Board, and agrees with the frequency lists drawn up for radio-
telegraph and radiotelephone coast stations ; it objects, however, to the
limitation of protection to the radiotelegraph coast service, since Cuba
wishes to communicate not only with ships flying the Cuban flag but also
with any other ships at will, in any part of the worlds It also objects
to the fact that in the 12 Mc/s band, only one frequency has been assigned
for the coast telegraph service,
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The PoFeBe List for the band 14 = 150 ke/s : The Cuban Administration
hes no objection to make

to the list for this band, as proposed by the Provisional Frequency Boards

The regional bands': The lists for Regions 1 and 3 are acceptable for'the

‘ - Cuban Administration, since, provided the recommend-
ations of the I.T.U«'s technical organs and of the P.F.Be are ebserved,
rclative to power, types of antenna, etce, there should be no objectmonable
interference in these bands below L Me/se

‘A8 to Region 2, the ‘Cuban Administration has prepared lists for the
bands 150 - 415 ke/8, 415 = 535 and 1605 = 2000 ke/s, and these have been
¢irculated in accordance with Resolution 1 of the Administrative Radio
Conference for Region 2 (Washington, 1949), in order to reach an agreement
with regard to the frequencies included in these bands,

Our Administration-has been unable to finish preparing the list for
* the 2000 ~ 4000 ke/s band, but hopes to have done so in time for ‘the
‘forthcoming Extraordinary Admlnlstrative Radio Conference. '

At the Region 2 Conferéence in Washlngton, ‘the Cuban Delegation Sub-
mitted a proposal to the effect that- instead of having the frequency lists
g¢irculated, neighbouring countries should hold informal meetings %o prepare
1ists for these regional bands. That proposal was rejected, and the Cuban
Delegation gave warning of difficulties ahead. Although the Cuban Govern=-
ment .has in fact encountered such difficulties,.we are still entirely
prepared to collaborate in overcoming -these problemse -

Perhapa you would excuse the delay in sending these comments, ,

The relevany documents were received by the Cuban Administration so late
- that 1t was impossible to sent the comments on them any earlier,
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No 24,1 : 31st May, 1950
Comments on : C, D, E and ¥

With reference to your circular letter N° 20/59 of 6
April 1950, I have the honour to cnclose herewith the comments,
corrections, ctc., to the draft frequency plans you sent me.

Note @ The detailed rerharks and comments annexed to the prece-
ding letter have been classified in a set of files, each
of which refers to a given service, band or region.
These files are at the disposal of the Extraordinary
Administrative Conference.

NO 24,2 1st June, 1950

Comnments on : A

Referring to your circular letter NO 20/20 of 10 February,
. 1950, I have the honour to inform you that the Danish Administration has
no comments on the draft it received from you.
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No 24.3 14 December, 1950
C.A. Res, 200 .

' ' Your telegram of 18 November No 157/18 Stop We have no
further commentaries in accordance with paras. a) and b) of Reso-
lution No 200 ¢
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EGYPT

W 26,1  30th ¥ay, 1950

'7Qbmmeﬁts on: 4, Cy E and F, .

In conformity W1th pnra raph 7 of Resolution N® 154 of the Admi .
nige
trotive Gouncll (4th Session% I have the honour to infqrm you the
following :

le Refercnce is made to your circular letter Ne- 20/20 dated 10th February,
1950, the draft of the new international Frequency List of the Aero-
neutical Mobile "OR" Service is acceptable to this Administration.

- 2s Reference is made'to your circular letter N 20/30 dated 2nd March, 19503

a) the draft plan for frequency assignments to coastal telegraph
' stations betwecen 4 Mc/s and 23 Me/s is acceptable to this Adminis-
tration.

" b) the report of the maritime group on frequency a351gnments to
‘ coastal telephone stations for the 4 Mc/s and & Me/s is acceptable
" ' to this Administration. As regards the assignment Plan for the 13 Me/s
. and 17 Me/s, Bgypt cannot share the same frequencies with the United
~ Kingdom's 15 K.W, station, namely 13188,3 kc? and 17348,3 ke/s res-
pectlvely. This Administration reserves its rights to come back to
this matter at the Extraordlnary Conferoncc.

34 As regards the other bands prepared by the PaF B, thls Admlnlstration
has the observations which are mentioned’ below to submit at present,

- Due to the fact that the published lists for the said bands have been
received by this Administration only three weeks before the date of
the 1lst June, 1950, a complete analysis of the frequency sharing
carried out by the Working Groups, ghere a contained plan was possible,
could not be studied by this datec. The Egyptian Administration there~
fore, reserves its rights to forward further observations and comments
in the near future for submission to the Extraordinary Conference.

Band E : Circuits Nos CX 191 & CX 193 are two dlfferent categories .
of met, broadeast. Sharing frequency 3992,5 ke/s between them cannot
be accepted. Both services have to operate at the same time. F CX 193
should therefore be assigned another frequency in the same band,

Band H : The frequency 4825 ke/s is assigned to both circuits L CX 56
& L CX 57, The corresponding two base stations operate simultaneously
with their respective group of mobile stations and belong to two dif-
ferent organisations, The varying distances of the receiving stations,
being mobile, from their respective base, necessitate the use of the
game order of frequency by the two circuits at the same time most of
the daye This consolidation cannot thercfore be accepted by this
Administration, Those two circuits need two different frequencies in
the "H" band. '

Band M : The medium frequency of CX 160 is missing.
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Band 0" : Due to the natural goographical position of the radio centres
incorporated in our National Communication Systems, applying

the Board’s Engineering Rules, most of the calculated day frequencies have

fallen in the band "O'. Since this band is comparmnlvely narrow iseo 235 kc/s

wide; this Administration suggests that requirementvs which camnot be inciuded

in this band are to be shifted to the next band P which is 895 ke/s wideo

In owr opinion, an adjustment of the loading for the two bands "O' and "PY

cen bo effected at least for area 13 where, according to atati tlcs,gmost of

the requirctients in that area are for day overatlon. This is o matter to

be forwarded as a proposal to the Ext”aordinary ‘Radio Conference,

Band "P" : The top frequency for circuif FCX 188 is misSing;‘*

Bond "Qft ¢ Serfous re-consolidatlon was done by the Norklng Group to our

requirements in this band, The consultation of our representative
who was present and drew the attention of the Working Group in duc time was
“ignored, the fact which we regret very much., Such an action by the Working
Group apart from being outside the competence of the PiF.By, is contrary to
the declslon taken by the Provisional Frequency Board itselfs

For example, the Group assigned frequency 9196425 kn/s to eircuits
Nos CX .7, CX 15, CX 35 .& CX 54 is obvmously an Jmp0331ble procedure, The
operational details were explained at an early stags to the Working Group
by our Representative. Circuits Nes CX 35 & CX 54 are indicated press cir-
cuits operated by two different Administrations with two different kinds of
emission and intended to serve an area varying from 400 to 1300 kilometres
and from 400 to 3500 kilometres respectively, Those two broadcasts have to
use that order of frequency most of the 24 hours of the day simultaneouslye

Other similar re-consolidation was carrled out to our requirement
which is completely inapplicable. '

Under such circumstances, the contalned plan in the “Q" band
is 1nacceptab1e to this Administrations

The top frequency of circuit F OX 137 is. m¢531ng.

T take this opportunity fo convey. my Admlnlstrqtlon 8 apprecla-
tion for the blg effort paid by the partlclpants to the PyFeBe and to the
other conferences of the Union which took part in the work of the draft New
International Frequency List and the associated Technical Principlese. .
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No 26.2 | : 9 November, 1950
C.4. Res. 200 - -

Comments _on the Copenhagen Plan

Yours No 157/18 Stop 1In addltlon to comments submitted on 30th
May, 1950 * in reply to your circular letters 20/20 dated 10th February
and 20/30 dated 2nd March the Egyptian Administration would like to
add the following Stop The Egyptian Administration did not sign the
Copenhagen medium wave broadcasting Plan because of the following
reasons Stop First the Copenhagen Conference has not fulfilled the
stipulation laid down by the additional protocol to the Acts of the
International Radio Conference of Atlantic City 1947 signed by the
delegates of the Buropean region especially in regards allocating
exclusive wave to Egypt main station as stipulated in the document
annexed to the additional proto>col Stop Second Allocations to Egypt
are not protected to the standards adopted by the Conference Stop
For these reasons the Egyptian Administration requests that the allo-
cations to Egypt should be reconsidered Stop Reference can be made
to the statement of Egypt and Syria annexed to the Copenhagen Conven-
tion +

* Published under N° 26,1
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EL SALVADCR

(REPUBLIC OF)

Ne 27,1 | | 4 July, 1950

I have the honour to send you herewith the list of
frequencics which this Administration thinks should be reserved for
El Salvador for the future, so that the Provisional Frequency Board
may teke it into account when drawing up the list of frequencies
whith will be submitted for consideration to the Extraordinary Admi-
nistrative Conference to be held in September of this year.

P —

Note : ' The list annexed to the preceding letter has been
classified in & set of files which are at the disposal of
the Extraordinary Administrative Conference.
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UNLTED STATES OF AMERICA AND TERRTTORIES OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERTCA

N° 29,1 ' o o | ..29 Ma.y, 1950

Comments on ¢+ A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, I and J,

The enclosed document containg the comments of the United States
of America and the Territories of the United States of ‘Amerieca with
"respect to the reports and draft frequency assignment plans prepared
pursuant to Resolution N° 154 of the Fourth Ses51on of the Adminig-

tratlve Council.

It will be appreciated 1if, when clrculatlng this document to the
Members of the Union, you will indicate that these comments were
prepared as of May 29, 1950 and that the United States and the
Territories of the United States will naturally have further comments,
observations, and propogals to make when the Extraordinary Adminige
trative Radio Conference meets at The Hague on September 1, 1950,

I shall be grateful if you will be s0 good as to aoknowledge the
receipt of this letter. Co
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COMMENTS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE TERRITORIES OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA WITH RESPECT TO THE REPORTS AND DRAFT
FREQUENCY ASSIGHNMENT PLANS PREPARED -PURSUANT TO THE RESOLUTION
RELATING TO THE. PREPARATION OF THE NEW INTERVATIONAL FREQUENCY
LIST ADOPTED BY THE INTERNATTIOWAL RADIO CONFERFENCE OF ATLANTIC
CITY 1947 AND RESOLUTION 154 OF THE FOURTH SESSION OF THE INTER-
NATIONAL TELECOQM{UNICITION UNION’S ADMINISTRATIVE COUNCIL REGARDING
THE EXTRAORDINARY ADMINISTRATIVE RADIO CONFERENCE SCHEDULED TO
CONVENE AT THE HAGUE, SEPTEMBER 1, 1950.

1. GENERAL

The United States considers that world radio usage
makes it essential that the frequency allocation table of Atlantic
Gity 1947 be implemented at the earliest practicable date in the.
most efficient and orderly manner possible, and thereby insure the
maximunm benefits for all services. Accordingly, the United States
proposes that-all members of the International Telecommunication
Union come to the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference
with a fim detcrmination to wor‘ out methods at the Conference to
achieve this goal.

2 .AFRONAUTICAL MOBIIE SERVICE

It is the view of the United States that the allotment
plan for the "R" bands agreed to at Geneva by the Iﬁternatlonal
Adninistrative Aeronsutical Radio Conference (I.A.E.R.C.) is
satisfactory and should be adopted by the Extraordinary Administrative
Radio Conference, This view is based on the fact that the I.A.A.R.C,
plan is not a station assignment plan but is a plan which allote
frequencies to areas and sub-areas, and that it satisfactorily neets
for the leronautical Mobile YR" Service the objectives of the P.F.B.

The I.A.A.R.C. Allotnent Plan agreed to at the I.AMA..R.C,
for the "ORY Service is acceptable to the United States on the assumption
that it will be possible at the Extraordinary Adrinistrative Radio
Conference to add the names of additional specific areas to certain
frequencies nentioned in the plan., The Uni%ed States will have specific
proposals in this regard at the Conference. It is not believed that these
proposed additions will increase the possibilities of interference between
frequencies allotted to the several administrations in this plan,

3. BROADCASTING SERVICE

Observations regarding fregquency assigmments in the bands
allocated to the broadcasting service cannot be made until the results
of the High Frequency Broadcasting Conference now in ge351on in Italy
are known.
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4 FIXED SERVICE

AOOO - 27500 kc. None of the plans prepared by the P.F.B.
for the various bands of frequencies are acceptable to the United States
for implementation as presently written and they will require revision
or other acceptable nethods will Have to be devised 1o achieve the
inplenentation of these bands. There are many factors which contributed
to the unacceptability of the plans for these bands but the basic one
is the GXCGQSIVG nutber of roqulrcnents w1th which the Board had to
deal. '

Unless the nember states are willing to linit their
requirenents to their present essential operations, eliminating those
which do not require internationol protection, reducing those needing
maximun  international protection to the ninimum necessary, and satisfying
their other requircients with the lesser protection afforded by
notification status, it is the view of the United States that it will
not be possible to rewrite satisfactory lists for these bands. In this
eonnection it whould be borne in mind that opportunities for obtaining
the use of additional frequencies will not be foreclosed by the adoption
of the initial international frequency list. - Administrations will be
free to use frequencies fron the appropriate bands in the spectrun to
.accormodate furthor operations under the mechanisn already provided for by
the Radio Regrlations of Atlantic City through the nedium of the
International Frequoncy Rengt?“thﬁ Board.

. The spectrun space allocated to the Fixed ‘Service by
Atlentic City is less than that allocated by Coiro. Consequently, only
by making very officilent use of this reduced spectrum space will it be
possible for the countries of the world to conduct their essential
-operations satlsfactorlly. Attenpting initially to provide for anything
but essential operations on other than a notification’ basis not only
nmakes the conpilation of an acceptable list hopeless but also Jcopardl
the possibility of providing satisfactorily for the essential’ operatlons
of any country.

The United States considers that the basie objective of
bringing the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table into force must be.
attained by The Hague Conference and is currently conducting conprehensive
studies of the wvarious probleng now focing the Union in this regard in
an effort to find acceptable nethods of attaining thig objective. The
United States earnestly hopes that the other menber states will do likewise
and that their delegations will come to the Conferencé prepared in this
regord. With this as a foundation and with an atiitude of cooperation and
pood will, plus a determinotion to 1nplunent the' Atlantic City Allocation
Table, it should be possible for the Conferénce to cvolve nmethods which
arc acceptable to the nember states and which in turn will nake possible
the maxinun use of the available spectrun space by 2ll countries.

5, M:RITIME MOBIIE SERVICE

(a) Constal Telcphone. The Coastal Telephone Frequency List
con be accepted by the United States if two additional frequencies in ecach
..of the 4 and & Mc' bands are provided for use in the inland waterways of
this country. The United States will have specific proposals as to frequencies
for such use for prescntation ot the Extraordinory ’dninistrative Radio Confer-

ence.
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(b) Coastal Telepraph = 4000. 27500 ke, - Exenination
of the frequency lists for the Coastal Tel egr ph Service indicates that
they may forn the basis of agreenent at the Extraordinary Administbative
Radio Conference. Some co-channel adjustments will be required and
sone adjacent channel problems exist which nust be corrected. The United
States expects to have proposals in thls regard for presentation at the
Confcrence. : .

The Frequency Lists prepared for the Coastal Telegraph'
Bands were based on the three following assunptlons.

(i) That AZ en1931ons would not be used.

(ii) That the service of any partlcular coast station .
would ‘be protected within areas of epproximately .
2000 ¥n, 3000 ¥n, and 6000 Kn radius in the 4, 6, and
8 e bands respoctlvely. T .

(111)That maximum pover llmltqtions would .be placed on
all coastal sbatlons. ST .

Assunptlons (1) and (111) can ‘be acoepted by the United Stﬂtou Assumption
(ii) is contrary to the present operating practices of the United States)
It is anticipated that the United States Coast Stations will always want
the right to cormunicate with United States ships in all parts of the
world and for thla reason assumption (ii) above is unacceptablo‘~

The Coastal Telegrﬂph Plan includes a recomnendatlon that
continuous’ transnission by use of call slips by coastal telégraph stations

‘when -not actually engaged in wor’lna would be forbiddén. The United States

cannot,aocept this reconnendatxon as a basis for considering the draft . |
freguency 1ist, However, -after implencntatlon, the United States is. willing
to'review the -extent to which this operating practice may bo nod;fled. ‘

6 REGIONAL BANDS

(a) Region 1. In general the Region 1 list is ﬂccoptable

“to the United Statoo. However, there are certain au81gnncnts which it

appéars will cause harmful interference and the United States Delepation
will be prepared to discuss these at the Conference. These are, of course,
in addition to the changes which it is expected will be subnltted by the
United States in accordance with pﬂragraph 2 page 236 E of the F1nal Acts
of the Reglon 1 Conference. L ‘

-~ (b) _gggon 2. The United States lists for the bands 150 =~
415 e, 415 - 535 ke, and 1605 - 2000 kc have been circulated to the
countries concerned for corment and some comments have beoen received.
However, since corments have not yet been received from all of the
countries concerned, and as it is expected that some of the countries will
also have lists whloh will be circulated for. comnent . the coordination 18
not yet complete for these‘bands. : '

The United’ States oxpocts to have its list £6r the band 2000 -
3500 ke conpleted in the near future and will circulate it %o the countries
concerncd for comment.
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The United States is cooperating to the fullest extent in
an effort to insure that coordination within Region 2 for all of the
regional bands will be effected by the time the Extraordinary Administrative
Radio Conference convenes, and that the Region 2 lists resulting from this
coordination will be available at the Conference,, :

(c) Region 3 In general the Region 3 list is’acceptable to
the United States. However,.there are certain assignnents which it appears
will causé harnful interfercnce and the United States Delegation will be
prepared to discuss these at the Conference. These are, of course, in
addition to the changes allowed by Artlcle 2, Part 1, of ‘the Flnal Acts
of the Reglon 3 Conference.

7.2.F.B. LIST 14 - 150 K

The United States Delegation to the Provisional Frequency
Board has already called the attention of the Board to the fact that.

certain essential United States rcqulrements were onitted from the list
prepared for this band, Furthermorc, the list presents serious adjacent
channel problems. Accordingly, the United States considers that this list
is umacceptable as presently written, and it will require revision or other
acceptable nethods w1ll have to be devised to achieve the 1mplementation
of this band. A
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ETHIOPIA
N° 30,1 (received 6, 9,50)
| | ~August 25, 1950
-Gorments or': ~ the whole of the draft list

I received the ‘draft frequeney lists prepared by the .
Provisional Frequency Board greatly delayed, actually on August
Tth 1950, .

My experts are now studying them and I will let you know ouy
vliews and comments at the first opportunity, -

“' However, I must inform you that our first perusal indicates
that the draft list is not acceptable to Ethiopia because all the |
frequencies that have been registered and in use for some time by '

-Ethiopia have been ignored.

Ethippia's requirements are very modest and 1 an sure that
they ean be added to the list without interfering the plan as at
present drafted
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FINLAND

No 31.1 . o 27 May, 1950

Comments on ¢ D

With reference to your circular letter No, 20/45 of 16.3. 50, I have
the honour to submit the following emmendments :

1. ‘The transmitter mentioned in our requirement F-DI-l-Helsinki
will be transferred to Nummela, and its power wlll be railsed to 40 kW,

Page 7, columns 3¢ and 8, read :

./ Nummela 609 N2,°B - Finl / 40/

2. The transmitter mentioned in our requzrement FvDI-2~Helsink1
will also be transferred to Nummela : '

Page 12, columns 3¢ and 5, read :

/ Nummela 60° N 24° E - Finl / 1700
600 /

No 31,2 S - 27 May, 1950

Comments on E.

Referring to youf circular letter N° 20/59 of 6¢4+50, I have the
honour to enclose herewith a corrected list for insertlon in the annexes
to circular in questions -

In our letter N°® V, 8355 of 17 12.1948 addressed to the P.FsBs
concerning our requirements F-DI-8 and F~DI-1l4, in the column "Remarks" we
indicated A3b (SSB~2) also as the type of emission, for which the corres-
ponding entry is missing from Column 7, This fact has been taken into
account in the list of amendments, : ,

No 31,3 27 May, 1950

Comments on ¢ F,

Referring to your circular letter N° 20/72 of 28.4.50, I have the
honour to enclose herewith a corrected list for insertion in the annexes to
the eircular in question. ' '
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In our letter N° V, 8355 of 17.12,19/8 addressed to the PoFoBo
concerning our requirements FeDI-8 and F~DI-1l4, in the column “Remarks"
we indicated A3b ? SSB-2) also as the type of emission, for which the
corresponding entry is missing from Column 7, This fact has been taken
into account in the list of amendments. ' o

Note ¢ The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the two prev:ous letters
have been classified in a set of files, each of which refers to a
given service, band or region, These files are at the disposal of
the Extraordinary Adminlstratlve Conference.

No 31.4 30 May; 1950

Cog@éﬁté on : C. (telegrephy).

Further to your circular lettor N° 20/30 of 263 1950, I navo “the honour
to inform you as follows :

The HF frequencies in the 4, 6, 8 and 13 Me/s bands were proposed for
the use of the Finnish coast stations. As Finland subsequently, however,
also needed frequencies in the 16 and 22 Mc/stands-and ms “£hé - lé anh Emndls
already used by our coast stations, Finland is requesting :

1° frequencies in the 16 and 22 Mc/s for Kotka Radio OHF \OHDI~9) 3

2° that account should be taken of the fact that the :power cf our
requirements C~DI-8 and C-DI-9 will be increased to 3 kW j

. 3° that account should be taken of the fect that in column (10) the
schedule (H) given for the coast station Kotka may be changed i
I would therefore ask you to enter the word "ntermittent! (I) in
this column,

¥ 31.5 ~ 30 May, 1950

Comments on : C (telephory).

o

In reply to your circular letter N° 20/30 of 2,«3050, I have the honour
to inform you as follows :

Channel HF N° 5 has been proposed for the use of the Finnish maritime
radiotelephone service, In List A there are asbignments for Finland in
the 4, 8 and 13 Mc/s bands. A4s the 17 Mc/s band is already being used by

~our coast stations and as it is highly probable that frequencies in the:
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22 Mo/s band will be in use before the new Frequency List comes into force,
I take the liberty of asking you to-include in List A, oppogsite the frequen-
cies 17325,2 ke/s and 22685,2 kec/s :

Finland (3),

these frequencles to be used by the public service coast station
mentioned in our requirement C-DI=~9-Kotka.

At the same time, I would inform you that the powers given for our
requirements C~DI-8 and C~DI-9 in List A in the 6, 8 and 13 Mc/s bands will
- be raised to 3 kW,

The schedules 17/01, 17/03 and 06/16 given in column (10) of List B
‘for the Kotka coast station will be changed. That is why I am asking you
to be so good as to enter "Intermittent" (I) #n that column,.
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Ne 31.6 k9 December, 1950
C.A. ReS?‘QOO '

Comments on + H'and:the whole of the draft list

I have the honour to 1nfonn you that my Administration has no camments
of substance to make on :

"a) the assignment plans already prepared for bands below 4 000 k¢/s’
and for the maritime mobpile and”aeronautical nobile services;

b) the draft assignment plans for the bands 4 OOO - 27 500 kc/s,
< other than those indicated in a) above. . .

In my letters N°° V. 5957 and V, 5959, of 27 May 1950* end N°° V.5963
and V. 5965, of 30 May 1950%*, addressed to the Secretary Yeneral of the
Union, I submitted remarks and proposals in connection with the draft assign~
ment plans mentioned above. I would draw the attention of the I.F.R.B. to
two cases in which power has been increased by my Administration during the
autumn, and to one in which an increase will be made before the end of the
year.

In accordance with the proposal made by the Administrative Radio Confe-
rénce for Region 1 (Geneva, 1949), the maximum powers indicated by us,
nemely, 1,0, 0.2 and 0.5 kW, have been requested for our requirements

C DI 5 Helsinki (2 810 and 3795 ke/s), C DI 7 Kotka (2 649 kc/s) and

€ DI 11 Mariehamn (1 855 kc/s). As a result of the increases in power
mentioned above, the powers used by Helsinki and Mariehamn are now 2 kW,

and the power of Kotka will be increased to 1 kW before the end of the year.

In these circumstances, we should be much obliged if you would bear
these increases in mind when preparing the Frequency list in its-final form.

¥ Published under N°© 31.1 and 313
#* Letter No V. 5963 published under No 31.4
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FRANCE

-, s WA

No 32.1 ; S o 17 May, 1950
Comments on ¢ C and Do

I havé the honour to send you herewith, in two copies,'ﬁhé comments
which the French Administration has to make on the frequency assignmenta
mede by the P.F.B. : )

19 in the band 14 - 150 kc/s,

2° in the frequency bands allocated by the Radio Regulations to
coast stations between 4 and 23 Mc/sy

a) 1adlotelegraph coast gtatlons, 1ncluding a list of deletions,

" b) radlotelephone coast stations,

No 3242 | 31 May, 1950

Comments on : He
On behalf of the following Members of the Union 1

France

Oversea Territories of the French Republie and Territories administered
as such | . o
French Protectorates of Morocco and Tunlsiap, .

I have the honour to fbrward to you herewith in dﬁrlicate :

1o aomments on the frequency plan drawn u“ by the Administrative
Radio Conference for Region 1, comprising :
a) 193 cards
b} a general ‘nobe on the 2045 - 2065 kc/s band 3

20 an additional list of frequency requirementss
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No 3242 - 6 June, 1950

Comments on 3+ B and F.

lo I have the honour to encloéo, in duplicate, the comments of the
French Adnministration on the documents which gave rise to your
circular letter n° 20/59 doted 6 April, 1950.

26 You will observe that very many of these comments concern circuits

with Moroccan and Tunisian call signg or with call signs allocated
to the various Oversea Territories of the French Republic, The said
commonts should be regarded as an addition to those which you will receive
direet from the administrations concerned,

3, The ¢ommonts are submitted on cards of difforcnt types

Type A 3 when it is nccessary to comment on the civeuit itself,
especially when one of the frequencies of the complement
calculated for that circuit has been omitted 3

- Type B ¢ when the comments concern a frequency assigned to a circuit
‘ or group . of 01rouits in the draft plans. 'drawn up by the
PpFoB.

In addition, soparate listd ‘have boen prbpared for, :,'

a) omitted circuits, which are very few ;

b) cirouits whose examination by the PyF.B. has been postponed
but which are to be studied by the Extraordinary Administrative
Conferpnce, becouse they will be oponed wery shortly 3

o) the correction of certain typographical errors or the indication
of recent changes in the technical characteristics of the circuibs
which do not effect the plans themselves,

bo As rcgards bands K, L, M and Ny the Fronch Admlnlstrat¢on observvs
.Toat Document 712 and its anncxes contain in substance an account
.. of the principles and working methods that Group 4 inuonded to apply in
" drawing up an as31gnment planc

It notes that, in. the praamble to 1ts report; the. samd Crovp describes
the goneral difficulties it met with which, however, as it adm¢tu, do not
provide an.cxcusc for its failure to conclude its work, sincc thes
difficulties were ‘the 8ame for all the othor Working Groups.

. The ‘French Administration feels that this is o regrettable state of
affairs, especially since Group 4 clsewhere expresses its confidence in its
ability to draw up an assignment plan for the frequency bands within the
competence of the PoFoB. between 5065 and 5950 kc?so

The French Administration does not wish to comment on the general
considerations developed in Document 7120 It fecls that tny undertaking
of this kind would be pointléss after thc cighteen months! technical work
of the PeFoBs In its work on the draft plans submitted, the French
Administration has voluntarily reshricted itself Lo an emaminatlion of
concrete cases. It foels, howsver, that Document 712 does not provide
the elemonts required to conduet a discussion in this spirit,
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5¢ As regards bend O, for which an uncompleted plan has been published
(Document 716 ?.FQB.) and since the list of requirements needing

frequencies in this band has been compiled in the same way as for bands.

K, Ly M and N, the French Administration also refrains from making any

oomnsnt. It is of the opinion that the problem of asgignments in the

K, Ly M, N and O bands should be reviewed as a whole by the Extraordinary

'Administrative Conferences .

6, The French Administyation regrets that it could not respect the

time limit laid down in Resolution 154 of the Administrative Council
for the submission of its observations to the General Secretariat of the
IsTeUs The delay was due to the fact that it did not receive the documents
for study until 12 April, that is, 12 doys lates

However, we sent you at various times before the prescribed date @
1. Remarks on 3 - - " ~
a) the draft assignment plan for the 14 = 150ke/s band j

b) the draft assignment plans for coast stations, both
radiotelegraph and radiotelephone

¢) the plans annoxed to the Fimal Acts of the Radlo Conference
for Regilon l.

2, Frequency lists for Region 2 in aecordance with Resolution N° 1
of the Washington Conference.

Note ¢ The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the three previous »

: letters have been classified in a set of files, each of whioch roefers
to o given service, band or region. These files are at the dlsposal
of the Extraordinary Administrative Conference,
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N° 32,4 14th December 1950,
C.A. Res. 200

Comments on : A, B, C, D, E, F, H and I

1.

2,

4o

."In accordance with Administrative Council Resolution N° 200, I have
" the honour to send herewlth the infonnation requested for the 15th

of December. .
In so d01ng I. would draw your attention to. the fact that the Frenoh

Administration, . for the sake of s;mpllcity, makes no distinetion -

between the various frequency plans to be examined by the Extraordi-
nary Administrative Radio Conference, contrary to the prov181ons of
Resolution 200,

Thus ve may convénienﬁiy divide the‘data requested into three c1as§es:

1) comments on 1nd1v1dual as51gnments-

2) comments on the draft frequency plans;

3). information as to whether or-not each of the plans is acceptable
individually without major transformations.

As ‘regards individual assigmments, I would remind you that in the
following communications :

2/361 CR of 17th'May,~'l95O
2/368 CR of 3lst May, 1950
2/371 CR of 6th June,1950
2/375 CR of 8th June, 1950%,

" you have been sent a collectlon of 'remerks which cohstitute our final
comments on all the various plans mentioned by Resolution 200.

In its letter 2/371 CR¥, the French Administration stated that it had
deliberately restricted its comments to concrete cases. We are of the
opinion that general comments can only throw into relief something
which is now evident : that in many cases, the new frequency list
cannot be:drawn up 1n accordance w1th the Atlantie City Resolution., E

Hence the French Admlnlstratlon will make no comments,

As to Whether the frequency planp are.acceptable or not, we would
make the following observations s .

1) Band 14 = 150 ke/s : This plan is acceptable with certain emendments,
2) Band 150-4000 ke/s :

a) Region 1 : the plan is acceptable without major transfor-
mations, and might serve as a basis for dis-
, cussion,
b) Region 2 : the cammunications received from Region 2 Ad-

ministrations in accordance with Washington
Resolution N° 1 give reason for believing
that a» agreement will be possible.

* Letter 2/361 CR of 17 May, 1950 :
Letter 2/368 CR of 31 May, 1950 : published under N° 32,2
Letter 2/371 CR of 6 June, 1950
Letter 2/375 CR of 8 June, 1950

published under N° 32,1

published under N° 32,3
published under N° 61,2
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3) R_and OR Aeronautical Mobile bétween 2:85 and 24 Mc¢/s
' These plans aré acceptable asg they stand,

4) Maritime Mobile between 4 and 23 Me/s :

a) Radiotelegraph coast stations :

This plan might serve as a basis for dxscu551on,
and is acceptable without major transformations.

b) Radiotelephone coast stations : .

mlght conceivably serve as a basis for discus-
sion but will need major amendments if it is to
“be- acceptable',-

5) P,F.B., plans between' 4 ' and 27, .5 Mc/s (apart from the mafltlme
‘mobile service) :

Totally unacceptable, except . perhaps fOr the
plans drawn up for the bands bb; - cc, dd, ee
and ff which'might be acceptable ‘on condition
other Administrations do not make: proposals-
" which would radlcally alter‘the 1nitia1 plans.

T should bé glad if you would klndly hote that the" views eXpressed
above are algo those entertained by the Administrations of Morocco‘and
Tunisia, which have asked me to write: on their behalf. . *
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GREECE

N° 33,1 26 July, 1950

Comments on : C, D, E and F,

‘1, In reply to your letters 20/30, 20/45, 20/59, 20/72 and 20/73,

I have the honour to bring to your notice herewith the observations
and proposals which the Greek Administration has to make with regard to
the new frequency list ‘prepared byfthe-P,FbB@‘

"~ 2¢ Greece, wishing to facilitate the preparation of a frequency list

which will meet the frequency requirsments of all countries to
the greatest possible degree and hence will be acceptable to all,.
has requested a very limited number of frequencles, barely sufficient to
cover its present needs. ,

3. However, the P,F.Bs has produced a draft plan which reduces the

number of frequencies allocated to my country by almost 60 % .
throughout the spectrum ;. this ‘holds good more particularly in the
higher bands, from 4 to 23 Mc/s, Moreover, even those frequencies
allocated to us do not suit existing requirements and would not suffice
to provide satisfactory transmissions, Hence my Administration finds
itself unable to maintain all the radio communications it has been using
over many yearsS. ' '

4e It is therefore clear that Greece is obliged to state that it cannot
‘  accept the new draft international frequency list as prosented by
the P.F.B.

5, In order to throw into relief how unfairly Greece has been treated,

we are enclosing a table (Annex 1) showing, by bands, the number
of frequencies requested by Greece, and the number allotteds The bands
shown run from 4 to 23 Mc/s»

6. Greece is not satisfied with the P.F.B.‘s new draft frequency llst,

" and is obliged to revert to its requirements as shown in the list
of radio circuits, drawn up according to the declsions of the Atlantic .
Gity Confcrence.

7« Un more general terms, Greece is of the opinion that it would be

~ desirable to maintain the Bern frequency list and to transfer the
frequencies out of band into the correct bands designated in the Atlanth
City frequency allocation table.

8. Apart from these general remarks, we give our detailed observations
on the frequencies allotted to Greece in a table to be found in
Annex II.
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9+ We also enclose (Annex III) a list of the new frequencies requested

by my country over and above those given in the list of radio circuilts
(volume II) of Atlantic City, and a table (Annex IV), showing modifications
to the requirements previously notified,

10, Finally, I must inform you that there are neither Brltlsh nor American

‘ stations in Greece, as hasbeen gratuitously assumed without any statement
to that effect from my Administration, Hence the frequencies shown in the
PoFeBe's draft as allotted to such stations, under the letters DS or LR,

must be considered as belng allotted to Greek stations,

Annex I
e X T - i e —
required "~ assigned by
: . the P,F.B,
4 Me/s 8 3
5 9 -
6 8 -
7 6 -
8 5 -
9 4 4
10 3 2
11 2 1
12 4 3
13 4 4
1 _ _
15 1 -
16 1 -
17 - | 2
18 : - T
19 1 |
20 D R | 3

Note ¢ The detailed remarks and comments contained in Annex II of the
previous letter have been classified in a set of files, each of which
refers to a given service, band or region, These files, as well as
those in which have been classified the Annexes III and IV of the
previous letter, are at the disposal of the Extraordinary Adminis-~ =~
trative Conferences
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NS 33.2 ‘5th January, 1951
C.A, Res, 200

Comments on : A, B, C, D, E, F,

Further to your letter 9.6/76, and Administrative Council Resolution '
N° 200, I have the honour to inform you that the Greek Administration,
in a letter dated 26th July 1950, has sent in its comments on the P.F.B.’s
frequency assignment plans.

I am sending you herewith a copy of these comments*, Further, I would
stress that these plans do not include frequencies for the Greek aeronauti-
cal and meteorological services.

Hence this Administration reserves the right, at the fortheoming radio
conference, to c¢laim all the frequencies it is already using or 1s 11ke1y
to use in the mear future to ensure the efficient operation of its servi-
ces, aeronautical mobile, asronautical  fixed and meteorological., I am
enclosing a list of these frequencies in two coples. - :

Note : The liSt.referred to in the above letter has been placed'in the fiiles-
at the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative Conference.

* This letter is published under No 33.1
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GUATEMALA

BTN 14 April, 1950
- Comments on ;‘A |

I have the honour to confirm the message of today's date signed
DIRGENTEL concerning Circular 20/20 of the- Gbneral Secretmriat with respect
to points- three: and four,

We have oxamined the list of frequencies assigned to OR stations’ and
find that the frequencies used or planned for use in Guatomala have' been
omitted, in spite of the following facts :

ls At the Aeronautical Conferencc, Washington DeCe, 1949, our Delégation
submitted, along with its requirements, the charts and other documents
required to justify the use of frequency channcls both at home-and on the
established international routese. InAthQ list of abbreviations of the
Washington Agreement, N@ 32-A rends : AVIATECA GOBIERNO DE GUATEMALA, |
Reference to the national route segmcnt charts will show that 12-E assigns
to our country and other General American countries (Arcn 12-E) the frequen-
cies asked for and technically approved’ by the appropriate committes of the
Conference, namely : 340, 35, 4e7, 5.6, 646, 940, 100; 1143, 13.3 .and
18 Mo/se From the list of the Washlngton Agreement it will also be scen
‘that pages 547 to 560 of the volume containing full details of the Aeronaut-
ical Agreement contain all the national stations of Guatemnlae The Guatemala
‘Dolegation signed the agreemcnt under the impreéssion thht its roqu1remcnts,
which it regarded as justified, had been accepted.

2e¢ - On 15 November 1949, my Adninistration, although quite certain that

'thp Washington Agreement covered all the frequencies for the aeronaute
ieal gervices as a whole, including assignment for the Major R and OR Routes,
in which my countries appears as a segment of the routes operated by foreign
companies, sent in 1lists of frequencies in accordance with the Regulations
of Atlantic City, 1947, not only for the aeronautical services as a whole
but also for all its radio services for inclusion in the lists prepared by
the P,F¢B, for submission to the Extraordinary Conference of Scptember 1950,
I would also point out that the Administration of Guatemala sent to all the
Interamerican countries on this continent the lists of frequencies for their
gco=ordination in accordance .with the Resolution of the Washington Agreoment.
So far we have received neither rceplies nor lists from any of these countries,
with the exception of the United States of America, which has sent us its
lists and the appropriate observations with a view to co~ordination, .since
several frequencies are repeated in both countriés and it is easy to avoid
interference by neans of bilateral agreement for limiting power according
_the type of emission and propagation characteristics, ctca

In view of thc above, my Administration considers that the P.F.B.’s
failure to include Guatemnla's frequencics in the list for the OR services
must be due to an involuntary error resulting from great pressure of work,
as can bc scen from the number of documents rcceived on this point. We hope
such is the case and that both this list and futurc lists will be corrected,
s8o that these documents and those which will be submitted to the Guatemala
Delegation at the Conference of September 1950 will act as a basis for
agknowledging equal rights in the apportionment of the spectrun - an essential
point for the coming Gonference.
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On behalf of the Administration of Guatemala, I would request you
to find out what the PiFiB. intends to do about the matter and whether
(apart from the first point mentioned above - the fact that we submitted
our requirements for our radio service more or less in time) we should
8end in new lists or submit them direct to the Conference of September 1950
for registrations

We have the following comments to make on cirecular N° 20/20 :
my Administration takes the liberty of congratulating the P¢FeBe on the
system of cowordination which led to the compilation of the list for OR
stations, while deploring the unfortunate omission of Guatemala‘s require~
ments. -

Ne 34,2 15 June, 1950

Comments on : the wﬁoie of the dréft list.

I have the honour to confirm my commnication concerning the arrival

of the draft frequency assignment lists in booklets comprising the inter~
- national channel-frequencies within the competence of the PsFaBe

My communication also expressed my Administration?®s disapproval of these
lists, which have ignored the frequencies used by our different national

and international servicese.. As I annocunced 1n my communication, I am
forwarding herewith COPY OF THE ORIGINAL REQUIREMENTS SUBMITTED IN DUE TIME,
oovering all the radio services in their various forms in use in Guatemala,
from the frequencies in the Tropical Bands defined at Atlantic City, UsSosAa
and recognized at the FIAR meeting in Washington, DJCe to the highest
frequencies within the. competence of the Board under the Radio Regulations.
That we may be certain you have received these documents and thaot my Adminis-
tration may avoid fresh difficulties due to loss in the post, I should.be
obliged if you would take steps to acknowledge receipt in good time, since
it is also my wish that the Delegation of Guatemala at the Extraordinary
Conference for the approval of these assignments in September nextwill not
find itself in the position of having to raise justified obstacles in the
~way. of a general approval, simply because our frequencies do not appeaxr

in the list which the Board will submit as the main item of the Conference.
However, I am informing you in!good time that our Delegation would not
accept any agreement reached by the forthcoming Conference if its provisions
and resolutions failed to cover the frequencies in usc which are set out

in the attoached lists and which are comparatively few to meet our practical
requirements for radio operation in our highly volecanic territory, whose
geographical features. prevent the installation of electrical communication

- networks of other typese Thls point has already been brought out at various
Radio Oonferences.

We ‘trust that this time our appeal will be heard, We assume that lists
of lower frequencies (long waves) between 550 and 1 600 ke/s will be of
Little: use to the P,FeBs since these frequen01es are of short range and

-
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" we use them on low power to avoid mutual interforence. If they were
required, however, we would serd them immediately.s I must point out
also that we use them for broadcasting exclusively- '

Note : The frequency requirements shown in the list annexed to the previous
letter oover the whole of the spectrum, with the exception of the
band 550 ~ 1600 ke/s, They have been classified in the files which
will be available to the Extraordinary Administrative Conference.

o 34.3 | o 20 June, 1950
Comments on ¢ A and the whole of the draft list.

I have the honour to refer to your communication N° 13/5 dated
8 Moy 1950, informing me that our frequency requirements for the OR and
R services arrived too late for inclusion in the new lists in conformity
with the assignment plan, etce I trust, however, that they will ultimately
receive due attention, since we were awaiting the forms you were to send
us for the despateh of our lists of requirements. So far these forms have
not reached us. Because of the delay, we decided to have our own forms’
printed according to the Reogulations and we sent you further lists which
apparently never reached you eithers We are se-'ing for the third time
lists of all our frequency (1) requirements in accordance with our own
registers and would request you to make arrangements for the Board to
extract the appropriate frequencies from these full 1lsts, as mentioned
in your letter,

Our difflculties in observing time llmits are largely due to the
distance which separates us. You will real’ze that correspondence is
thereby often delayede The new lists we have just sent you contain all
our services, as we had not enough time to draw up separate lists of require-
ments § we think, however, that you should have no trouble in understanding
exactly what we needs We realize that the small apectrum space available
cannot accomodate the enormous frequency requirements of all countries 3
8o we have restricted ourselves to the frequencies to which our present
services are to be transferred, without claiming further frequencies for
the future, except in cases of urgent necessityo

(1) These lists have been received anhexed to the letter of the 15the June
1950,
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NO 3hed 25 July, 1950

Comments on ¢ E and the whole of the drafi lists

I have the honour to refer to your radiotelegram PFB/13/119 of
17 July 1950, which made mention of our letters, one of which, dated
15 June 1950, was signed by Julio César Pais, and the other, dated
20 June 1950, and bearing ‘the nunber 533, carried my own name,

The Department of Radlocommunecatlons and the Inspeotorate of
Telecommunications have made a study of the various prov1siona1 frequency
lists sent out by the PoFsB., With regard to the assignments made to
Guatemala, we give below some commeris which should enable you to see
why certain frequency allocations made to Guatemala by the PoF,Be's
various working groups are not acceptable to uss

Band G : /4438 - 4650 ke/da.

Page ke We shall simply refer to column la ; 444505 ke/s has been
allocated to Guatemala, amongst other countries. However, Nicaragua has
also been allocated this frequency § 8o that there would have to be some
coordination and fixing of powers., We did not request this frequency ;
what we did request was 4455 kc/a, which is apparently not allocated
in the Lists to any countryo We should appreciate confirmation on this
point . : .

Page 22, We have been 3591gned 449) ke/s; with three kilowatts
power, the hope being e}pressed that we should cause no interference to

.Ghile or Venezuela during the Equincx, As such, we accept it,.

Page 25, We have been allocated 451205 ke/s, the same hope being
expressed ag for the freguency mentioned above, only this time Colombia
is mentioned, This latter country can be regarded as nearer to us from
the point of view of omaidirectional propagation, even: given a dipole

~ antenna and an output power of five kllOWﬂtts, which we intend to use

at nigh‘b .

Poge 36. 4580.5 kc/e has been allocated to Guatemala, Colombia,
Chile, ete. We' are authorized to use five kilowatts power, and the

‘conditions are the same as for the preceding DOintc

Band K_= 5060_:. 5250 ke/s,
Band L - 5250 - 5450 ko/s
Band N - 5730 - 5950 ko/s

On page 16 Band K, and on'page 37, Band L : chennels have been
allocated to Guatemala and other countrles, but without specifying the
frequencies, hence we should appreciate an explanation. Tho same state

- of affairs obtains as regards Bands C {6765 - 7000kqg P (7300 - 8195 kc/s).

Band Q -~ 9040 - 9500 k¢/s .
Page 45, Guatemala has been allocated 9263.25 ke/s, This we accepte
Band R : 9770 ~ 9995 ke/s .

Page Lo The frequency 9752.87 ke/s has been allocated to the five
Central American countries, but is unusable by us, because of the short
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distances separating Guatemala from the other Central American Republics,
We should appreciate an apendment $0 correspond with the requirements
we have submltted.

’ Band S~ 10100 — 11175 kc/s :

Page 25, Guatemala has been allocated 10427,5 ke/s ; in'such circums-
tances, this is acceptable, ' '

o Page 43. The frequency 10670 ke/s, allocated to;Gugtgmélg,iis;accept-
a o0
Page 73.. We have been offered 11083 kc/é.;'this we*alsovaqcepty B
Band U - 11975 - 12330 ke/s | -
Page 28, Guatemala has been allocated 12222,5 kc/s 3 conditichs being
what'%EE§'5§e, this is thoroughly acceptablé, - e
' Band V - 13360 - - 14000 ke/s
Pages 1 and 34; We accept the frequencies allocated
1336L.75 and 13834075 ke/s.
Band W ~ 14350 = 14990 ke/s

Page 10. The frequency 14551 ke/s. appears allocated fo Guatemala,
as well ag to E1 Salvador and Honduras, offering us a range of . 1700 kilo—
meters for covering the distance between our transmitter and the receiving
station at Miaml. Nevertheless, we might conceivably be ablé.to.reach
an agreement with our nelghbours, El Salvador and. Honduras, on the joint
use of this frequency, since the distances between us are very shorto

- Page 32, Ve accep’c the frequency 1495825, kc/s, a.llocated & us exclusive~
ly.

Band X ~ 15450 - 16460 kc/s

Page 8. Guatemala has been allecated chamel X~167; this is acceptable,
Band 2 - 18030 ~ 19990 ke/s | ' |

Page 40, Cuatemala has been allocated 19452 ke/s 3 this is acceptable,

. The Inspectorate of Telecommunications of Guatomala hag found the
 following discrepancies between the frequency lists sent by the P.F¢Bo, and
the frequencies which, accordlng to Article 5 of the Atlantic City Radio
Regulations, we have been using so far together with those which, in conform~
1ty with those same Regulatlons, have to be shlfted (llsts of whlch are in '

your possession){1)
Band G — 4438 = 4650 ku/s

We are requesting : 4455, 4500, 4510, 4520, 4530, 4540, 4550, 4560,
4570, 4580, 4600 ke/s, for the domestic fixed serv1ce, and 4635 ke/s for
the international flxed serv1ceo

Band K = 5060 = 5250 kc/s |

We are requesting : 5115 and 5137 ke/s for the fixed domestic service.
Band L - 5250 = 5450 Ke/s ‘

We are requesting : 5290, 5375, and 5435 for the fixed serviceb

Band N - 5730 ~ 5950 ke /s :

(1) These lists were annexed to the letter of 15 June, 1950,
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We_are requesting : 5745, 5750, 5790, 5800, 5820, 5851, ‘and 5900 ke/s,

of which 5800 and 5900 ke/s are for the domestlc fixed. service ; 5851 ko/s
13 for the domestic aeronautical service, and the others for the inter~
national fixed services .

Band 0 = 6765 — 7000 ko/s
We are requesting : 6765, 6770, 6780, 6785, 6790, 6795, 6800 ke/s
for the domestic fixed service. 6810 for external, 6820 for internal use: -

6840 and 6885 ke/s for external serviee and 6960 for the domestic fixed -
service (all fixed serv;ce&a

Ban P - 81 S
We_are ggguegt;ng : 7300, 7320, 7330, 7340, 7350, 7500, 7550 kc/é N

for the domestic fixed service. 7812,5 for the moblle land servicey

7830 and 7872.5 for the fixed servicee. 8100 for the domestic fixed service,
8155 for the external fixed service. - 7425 ke/s for the external ‘fixed
service,

Band @ ~ 9040 -~ 9500 ke/s

We_are reguesting : 9350 ke/s for the fixed services 9300 -and 9360 ko/s
for -the domestie fixed service, and 9130 ke/s for the international fixed
servicees

Band R ~ 9770 - 9995 ko/s
We are requesting t 9940 ke/a for the 1nternat10nal lewd servicee.
Band S ~ 10100 - 11175 ko/s |

We are requesting 10525, 10710, 10847.5 ke/s for the fixed servioe,
and 10910 kc/s for the international fixed services, :

Band U - 11975 = 12330 ke/s :
We are requesting : 12010, 12115, and 12020 kc/é for the internatlonal

_ fized serv:ce,

Band V — 13360 = 14000 ko/s

We: are requesting : 13380 and 13390 ke/s for the international fixed
service. R :

Bang W = [ 0 ko/s

We are reguestigg 14485, 14575, and 14580 kc/s for the 1nternatlonal
flxed service, _ :

Band X -~ 15450 = 16459 ke/s )

We_are requesting : 16230 ke/s for- the external fixed service.
‘Band .= 4000 = L0A3 e/t

Wg are fedﬁes%ing.='4020 and 4060 ke/s for the external fixed services.
Band I - 1850 = 4995 ke/s '

We are requesting : 4855 and 4860 kc/s for the external leed services

Tt should be noted that in the 1ists sent the frequen01es 5851 and
5990 ke/s appear as allocated to the aeronautical service 3 this was an
errore -They are being used for the Fixed Serv1ce, to which they belonge
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o. 34,5 21st August 1950,

The PROVISICVAL FREQUENHCY BOLRD, -set up by the International
Tolecomunication Conference of Atlantic City (1947) invited corments
. on the frequency lists it had prepared—-in Geneva for gsubmission to the
fortheoning Eytraordinﬂry Adninistrative Radio Conference of The Hague,
Netherlands. - .~ Accordingly the Departuent of Radio of Guatemala has
inforned the above body that it is in complete disagreenent with those
lists, on the grounds that they IN IO SZISE REPRESENT the requirenents
submitted by my Administration. In cases where frequencies have been
allotted to Guatemala in certain bands, either those frequencies have
not been requested, or they cannot be used, for the technical reasons
explalned in the comments which were duly submltted to the Board

I haVe therefore. to 1ﬁfonn you that

FIRST: My Administration regrets that it can adnit no obligation
on its part for expenses incurred by the P.F.B. ot only were the frequencies
‘we. wanted. nat allotteq, but also ‘those we have been: ‘using for many years,
“and to whieh we, are ‘entitled as a Member rof the I.T.U. ‘Out other require-
. hents have been- neglected for ‘the beﬁefit of other. countrles and with
foffects nregldlclal to our own.

SEC@ND: It is “trie that when GUATELALA 1ﬁned the ATLANTIC CITY
COHV”NTIOM 1947, it took upon itself certaini-obligations, as did the
other smgnatorles but we alSO reserveéd to ourselves equal rights as a
- sovereign state and a ueuber of the Union. We thewefore have a right to
equitable treatment, ‘and are not to be regarded nerely as a source of
funds, as .seens to. be the case, to judge from' the way in which wve are
. expectéd to. pay for act1v7tles wh*ch were in no sense favourable to our
Admlnlstratlon..

‘ . THIRD: We Go not disown eur contributory shares as Member of the

ITU, nor do we dlsovn ‘those extraordinary expenses which nay with justice

be 1ﬁputed to us, but'we do not acknowledse debts whlch in our own internal
-acedbunting we cannot JUSIIFY.- This .dpplies in the case of the P.F.B., which
~in neglecting our frequency requirenents. not only. ‘onitted to give us our
" due, but has also talien upon itself to.allot channels which are technically
unusable unless interference is to be caused to adjacent countries, with
all the grave dlfflcultles which would ensue. .

’ I would therefore be glad if you could uge’ your good offices to put
7matters right, iIn such a. way as to obtain a reascnable relationship between
the benefits obtained by Guatemala and the way in:which expenses have been
apportioned. In making this request I refer to the. "Resolution authorizing
expenditure of funds of the Unlon for the functioning of the Provisional
Frequency Board", which appears on page 111 of the volume containing the
Final Acts of the International Telecomrmmication and Radio Conferences,

atlantlc City, 1947.
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No 34,6 R (received 11.12.50)
C.A. Res. 200

Your 157/18 dated 18th November Stop This Administration has
already sent comments¥ on preparation new frequency Liste +

Ne 34.7 o | 10th January, 1951

. Ce4s Res. (200

(206

I have the honour to refer to your air mail circular No 10.3/3
which reproduces Resolution N° 206 of the Administrative Council and

_refers to Document CA 5/37, Reg. 2.

I refer to paragraphs 1 to 4 headed "Considering" and to the -

"Resolution'.

Paragraph 1. The agenda for the Extraordinary Radio Conference to be held
on August 16, 1951, states that there will be discussions to
approve the "new frequency List" in the part of the Atlantic
City table below 4 Me/s. ' Our Administration feels that it
would be both advisable and legitimate if the Administrative
Council forthwith appointed an administration of Region 2 to
effect a general coordination of the frequency lists for the
bands below 4 000 k¢/s and to facilitate bilateral or multi-
lateral negotiations on any interference between neighbouring
countries. However, in such cases reasonable sdlutlons
should be found, for instance by a reduction of power bearing
in mind the need for a satisfactory internal service when
there is frequency sharing. - In this manner, we would avoid
bringing to the Conference problems whose solution would de-
lay the debates.

A long conference would be a heavy burden for our countries,
which are very far away from Geneva.

Our Administration recommends that such coordlnatlon be carr-
ied out by the "Oficina Inter-imericana de Radio" (Inter-
American Radio Office) in Cuba or by the Argentine Adminis-
tration which made such an important technical contribution
to the conferences at Mexico City and Washington.

" Paragraph 2. We do not fully agree that the new lists should be based on

the draft lists of the P.F.B. On examining the "tentative
assigmment plans sent to us by the Board, we note that they
do not sstisfy even 2% of the requirements of my country and

* Published under N°° 34.1 to 34.5



Paragraph 3.

Paragraph 4.

Resolution
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we do not thirk that such a conforcence could 7w successiul
without previcus reconsideration of -thesge draft lists.

Here we confirm what we said in our comments on Paragraph 1.
It is preferale tc have a prior general coordination so that
Region 2, like Regions 1 and 3, can present lists ready for
inclusion in the general assignments without further discus-~

. 8ion,’

On this point we confirm our comments on Paragraphs 1 and 3
and repeat that the efforts made at coordination so far have.
suffered from reports of interference, without any agreement

. being reached.

In coordinating Lhe ﬁse of such frequen01es with neighbouring

‘countries, we have reported the cases of frequency sharing

liable to interference but we do not know what measures may
have been taken. We suppose that the question of this harm-
ful interference will be brought up at the Extraordinary
Conference and that should be avoided as far as possible.

We are certain that .our idministration®s lists were duly sent
to the P.F.B. and werc collated with those of 5 ncighbouring
countriess they have already been received and coordinated
with those of other countries in Region 2. It was of course
the P.F.B.'s duty to report on possible interference in order
to prevent the failure of ccnfercnces and conventions, which
serve no purpdqe if aznvchy continues o reign in the spectrum
with thé consent of the Office whose tesk it is to avoid it.

‘Similarly it is 46 Board®s duty to ncte down and to rcglster

the frequencies and to issuc the liste, but in the 15th Edi-
tion of the Frequency List, for instence, wo see that a fre-
quency is registered by various neighbouring countries without
any objection being made. We hope that the new I,F.R.B. will
‘remedy this 51+uat1ung__A ‘ '

- We would be grateful if you would: provzdo ue with a. flnal copy of the
agenda of the Extraordinary Redio Conference so %hat we may study it tho-

roughly.
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HAITI

msuveansmw

(REPUBLIC OF)

No 35,1 | S .13 May, 1950

GComments on @ D, E and F

We have the honour to send you some comments accompanying

" a revised llst of requirements submitted hy the National Radio Service.

These comments concern frequencies assigned %o the Haltlan fixed service
by the Provisional Frequency Board.:

It is our hope that these comments will be taken into
account by the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference which is to
begin in The Hague in September next. .

" COMMENTS BY THE RADIO SERVICE
OF THE RBPUBLIG OF -HAITT -

With reference to the frequenqy assignments proposed by’
the various working groups of the Provisional Frequency Board, and out-
lined in the annexes and reports dated 15-31 March, 1950, the Adminis-
tratlon of Haiti wishes to make the follow1ng comments :

Haiti is not at present operating any station in the band
14~150 ke/s, not it does contemplate doing so.

Haiti's requlrements for frequencies in band E were not
agreed to by the P.F.B,, which apportioned frequencies with a separation
of 10 ke/s. We now submit a requirement for a frequency of 3960 ke/s;

‘this involves no risk of 1nterference for Venezuela.

" Tt will still be possible to use the frequency 4570 ko/s,

in the band G, separated by 1.5 ke/s from the adjacent frequencies.

assigned, for Al emissions, and use of 4600 ke/s will not involve any
interference with the Hawaiian stati on to which that frequency has been
assigned.

The use of the frequencies 4962 kc/é and 4967 kc/s in band
I, employed in the domestic service with a low power, could not possibly
jeopardize reception in Vancouver, Peru and Chile.

It has been agreed that we should use the frequency 5425
ke/s for the aeronautical service. However, we do not object to chan-
ging this frequency in favour of another in band L.

The Administration of Haiti has repeated its requirements
in the bands N, O and P, whilst reducing them to & minimum, in view of
the extent of the 1nternat10nal or domestic services operated by their
use.
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We are also requesting the frequencies 9815 kc/s band R),
12315 ke/s (band V) and 16040 ke/s (band X), vhich complete the series
of frequencies required by the West Indies Telephone Company and RCA
. Communications, Inc., established in Haiti apd by the National Radio
Service.

The requirements of amendments contained in the list annexed
to the previous letter have been classified in a set of files,
each of which refers to a given service, band or region.
These files are at the dlsposal of the Exmraordlnary Adminis-
trative Conference. ° o :

E
ct

NO 35.2 21 June, 1950

. We have the honour to send you a list of the frequencles at
present being used by Haiti, in the bands between 15 and 6000 kc/s.
shovld be grateful if you would kindly add this list to the-other documents
of the Republic of Haiti which are to be submitted to the Extraordinary
Adminlstrative Radio Conference,

Note ¢ The 1list annexed to the previous letter has been classified
in a set of files which are at the disposal of the Extraor-
dinary Administrative Gonference. '
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No. 35.3 24, November, 1950.
C.A« Res.. 200

Reference telegram I157/18:  Administration of Heiti jwill forward
within the date fixed a development of its Qperatlons on a851gned frequen01es
to Haiti but has no ‘general comments on plans assigndtions P.F.B., + -

‘No« 3544 : 4 December,.l950.

C. A,v . Res. 2OG

. C».ommegts .gn}f:, E, P ‘and ‘I.

We have the honour to send heréwith the cemments which the Depart-

" ment of Telegraphs, Telephones and Radio has to make on frequencies assigned

to the Republic of Haiti by the Provisional Frequency Board.

‘ On the basis of the assignment plan prepared by the Proviéional

Frequency Board, sent to us in the reports and annexes of March 1950, we

have drawn up the following table of frequencies allocated to Haiti:

" Bands - Freguencies X ggégg ‘Ffeguenc;ggf,,

P (40135 Q (9 211.25
(4 035.5 (9 269.75

G 4 590.5 R 9 892.87

H 4715 T

I i 948.5 U 12 229.5
L 5 250 - 5 450 W 14 506
N 5 730 - 5 950 Z 19 583

The various services in Haiti which cater for international traffic
claim only such frequencies as will guarantee them reliable communications
at all times of day and throughout the year.

Thus the RCA Communications, Incorporated, require:

1 frequency in the band G ( 4 460 ke/s)
1 frequency in the band P ( 8 020 ke/s)
1 frequency in the band X (16 040 ke/s)
1 frequency in the band T (11 540 kec/s)

The West Indies Telephone Company requires:
1 frequency in the band . P 7 570 ke/s)

(
1 frequency in the band U (12 295 kec/s)
1 frequency in the band W (14 940 ke/s)
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The International Telegraph, Telephone and \Radio Service requires:

1 frequency in the band E ( 3 987 ke/s)
1 frequency in the band F ( 4 005 ke/s)
1 frequency in the band P ( 8 010 ke/s)
1 frequency in the band U (12 295 ke/s)

The Haitian Army requires for its external service:

2 froquencies in the band F ( 4 000 and’4 050 ko/s)
1 frequency in the band G ( 4 500 ke/s)
1 frequency in the band R ( 9 815 ke/s)

The Aeronautical Service, for its point-to~poiht service with
 Miami, Kingston, Camaguey, Ciudad Trujillo, San Juan P.R. and Curacao,
requires: , . : o :

1 frequency in the band G ( 4 570 kc/s)

1 frequency in the band J ( 5 040 kec/s)

1 frequency in the band K ( 5 122.5 kc/s)

1 frequency in the band .L . ( 5 425 ke/s)

1 frequency in the band P ( 7 795 ke/s)

2 frequencies in the band Q E 9 110 and 9 270 kc/s)

1 frequency in the band U (11 980 kc/s).

It will be readily seen that the totalmmberof requirements for the
international service exceeds the number of assignments made by the
Provisional Frequency Board to the Republic of Haiti, We believe, never-
theless, that the Haitian Admlnlstratlon would be satisfied with the follow-
ing arrangement:

RCA Communications would receive one frequency in each of the
bands G, Q, T and Z.

The West Indies Telephone, 1 frequency in each of the bands Q, U,

and W. .
The Radio Service, 1 frequency in each of the bands F, R and U,
The Haitian Army, 1 frequency in the bands G, H, N.
The Aeronautical Service, 1 frequency in the bands ¥, I, L, N,
Qor T.

From this it will be seen that to meet all Haiti's requirements
. for the international radiotelegraph service, one extra frequency is
necessary 1n the bands G, N, U, @ and T,

Since the bands E to O are those on which the heaviest demends are
made by the internal radio service and by the medium~distance external
service (as is the case for quite a few countries in Region 2) it would
seem that apart from P.F.B.'s assignments, we should be able to find the
frequencies required to ensure a reasonable service without risk of harmful
interference, by exchanging lists of stations used or planned in Region 2
(in accordance with Resolution No.l of the Administrative Radio Conference
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for Region 2, Washington, D.C.), and by dint of attemptsnat "consolidation",

This view seems to have been that of the Admlnlstrative Councll
(Resolution No, 206 - Document PV CA5/37).

Thus the Telegraph and Telephone Department could use the whole
series of frequencies in the bands N and O des1gned for trunk traffic with
powers of less than 100 watts. '~ _ | N

The Haitian Army could also provide its own means of communication
within the Same power limlts.

As regards the aeronautical moblle service, we thlnk that the final
documents of regional conferences, such as that of Havana (February 1950) -
organized under the auspices of the International Civil Aviation Organization,
‘should be used to draw up a final frequency assignment plan for Region 2.
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HUNGARTAN PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC

N 371 30 June, 1950
Comments on : D, E and the wholc of the draft list.

. Refercnce your circular letters 20/45 of 16 March and 20/59
of 6 April and your telegram 92/2 of 12 June. Stop The Hungarian Delega-
tion represonting the Hungsrian People's Republic as National. Member of
the P.F.B, has repeatedly expressed in the plenary assemblies of the P,F.B.
its: disagreement with the methods of work-and the socalled technical prine-
ciples ‘during its work : Stop The Hungarian Administratien must emphasize
that its attitude to the work of the P,F.B. has not changed and consequen=-
tly it considers that the draf®-of the new international frequency list
prepared by the P.F.B. on the basis of these methods and .principles are:
unacceptable -+ , B o
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No .37 .2 2/, January 195.
C.A.Res 200 (published in Notification N° 617)

Corments on; the whole of the draft list.

With reference to your letter 9. 6/764 of 14 October, and your circular
telegram 157/18, of 18 November 1950, the Administration of the Hungarian
People’s Republic wishes to state that after a careful and objective
exanination of the work accomplished by the Provisional Frequency Board,
the Administrative Radio Conference for Region 1, and the International. .
Administrative Aeronautical Radio Conference, 1ts attitude remains un-
changed Stop

1. The workings of the P. F B., and the way that body was run, have demon=
strated beyond -all manner-of .doubt: that the so-called technical principles
‘adopted by the Board, and its working nethods, were not conducive to the .
elaboration of an equitable frequency assignment plan such as would meet -
the detual requlrements 6f all Members of the Union and hence lay the
foundations for a new International. Frequency List that would be generally
acceptable Stop The Hungariah Delegation repeatedly urged at meetings

of the Board that only the 1939 Berne List could serye, as a ba51s for the
new Frequency List Stop

2, The draft frequency assignmnent plan prepared by the Region 1 Conference
did not take into account all the requirements presented by the countries
concerned and did not correspond to the interests of all national admini-
strations Stop The assignments made were not based on any technical
principle such as might give the countries in question effective protection
against harmful interference, made no provision for the future develophent
of national services, and overlooked dates of notification and priority
rights —~ a state of affairs which constitutes a breach of the Atlantic City
Resolution relative to the preparation of the new Frequency List Stop.

3, Nor did the draft plan prepared by the International Administrative
Aeronautical Radio Conference make provision for the actual frequency
requirenments of administrations as expressed by them Stop It catered

chiefly for the so-called Mgjor World Air Routes, allotting to then most

of the frequencies available, to the detriment of regional and national
services Stop This was done in the interests of a certain group of countries,
and was entirely unjust and irregular Stop

Lastly, all these frequency assigmments, designed for incorporation in
the ncow Frequency List, correspond primarily to the intercsts of the United
States of America, Gt.Britain and France: Hence the Hungarian Adninistration
is obliged to repeat what it has already said, i.,e., that in the absence of
the new International Frequency List, there is no justification for maintain-
ing the I.F.R.B. , and that only the Ordinary Radio Conference is fully
conpetent to solve all these problems of frequency assignment Stop

I should be grateful if you would bring the above to the notice of all
Members of the Union by publishing it in ihe next Notification =




NO 3811 "30th May, 1950
Connenislonfi,Cﬁ\D?:E{eng;E

1. I am directed to say that the Indian Administration has examined
. the draft frequency lists prepared by the various groups of the P.F.B,
and cons1ders that :

(a) the’ assxgnments made to Indla are’ 1nadequate to meet effec-
“tively the needs of even the” ex1st1ng c1rcu1ts' -

(b) there is no provision for progected additlenel circults whlch,
. for India, are very essential; - » -

{¢) ‘draft frequency assignments 'in certaln v1tal bands have not
-+ been prepared, thus making it 1mp0381ble to form a correct and
"complete p1cture~

(d) of the a331gnments made to Indla, a ;arge number 1s unworkable
on technical grounds;

(e¢) in consequence of the non-inclusion of certain stations, as
reported to be in operation by certain countries neighbouring
India, who are large users of the radio spectrum, and of the
'rev131on to these countries’ requirements having been made
without their knowledge the workablllty of the draft plan is
;doubtful

2. For these reasonsm India’ finds herself’ unable to accept the draft
plan as it stands. Further action to be taken in the Hague Conference
is. un&er con81deratron.

Ne 38.2 12th" July, 1950
Comments on s A, B, G;end J
‘Reference your -cable- N°- 92/2 dated 13th -June 1950 on the agbove sub-

ject..

. Comments on the draft frequency assigmment plans of the P.F.B. have
‘already been- forwarded to you, vide our letter dated 30th May, 1950.

‘The assignments made to India by the Aeronautlcal Adminlstratlve;
Conference are under examlnatlong :

No comments can be glven on the a551gnment plans of the ngh Fre—
‘quency Broadcastlng Conference as they are not yet available. :

The ass1gnment plan produced by the Region 3 Conference, Geneva, 1949°
has been examined by this Administration. - Assigmments made to India below

1 605 ke/s are fairly satisfactory; and the plan prepared is acceptable,
presuming that there will be no interference from other I.T.U. Regions.

Assignments made to India above 1 605 kc/s are generally not satisfactory.

2t v r—
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No. 38.3 ' 2 Jenuary, 1951.
C.A. Res. 200

Comments on: A,‘B, C, E, Fand J

In continuation of this office cablegram No. IDWB-145/50, dated
‘the 29th November 1950, regarding the preparation for Conference, I have
the honour to forward herewith the additional comments of.the Indian
Administration on the examination of the draft plans forwarded By the
Provisional Frequency Board and the a331gnment plans of the other confer-
ences in amplification of those already sent. .. . :

2. As already pointed out, the draft plans férﬁérded“did not give the

- complete picture of the,assignment~for all the circuits applied for by the

Indian Administration as, in’a number of bands, ‘no "contained" plans are
available. Nor is any finalised comments p0551ble on. the extended channel-
ling plans or block ass1gnments.

3. In the absence of the complete plans for all the bands between
10 ke/s and 27.5 Mc/s, it will not be possible. to give any assessment of the
workability or otherwise of the frequencies proposed to be assigned to
India, But in compliance with Resolution No, 200 of the Administrative
Council, comments of this Admlnlstratlon on the"contalned"plans are
attached (in duplicate)

" 4. Detailed comments w:.ll follow. -

P.F.B.  DRAFT PLANG

NOTE: 1. . Reduction in the number of channels proposed to be assigned as
- fagalnst our englneered requlrements is unacceptable.

2. Of the assigned channels, those classed as unsatlsfactory are
due to their liability to co~-channel or adjacent channel
1nterference. :

" No. of chammels No. of channels

' . groposed to’ T
Band engincered e assigned REMARKS
A1 a2 [a3& 4303 | Aa142 | A3 @ a%b3 -
1 2 N 5 6 |
D . .3 3 C - 2 No 41A2 channels have been

assigned.. Of the 2 A3
channels assigned both are

unSatlsfactory.
B - |3 B Jo plan.
\F 9 | 19 11 5 {5 Al and 3 A3 channels

unsatisfactory.




(38) - 3 -

91.

6

WO = R o =N

25

20

13

26

7R

55

: 27v

20

23

90

45

48
42

62

.46+
87 -

63 +
29

58

g

15

11

18

47
15
34

15

16

13 ¢+ 1

24

N e e N’

411 requirements of India
have not been contained in
this plan. A statement has
already been made by India
in the P.F.B. regarding this.

In these bands, against 13
channels asked for Tropical
Broadcasting, only 10 have
been assigned. Even of
these 9 are unsatisfactory.

Consequent on the assign-
ments to Tropical Broadcast-
ing not being final no

~comments can be given on the
.assignments. to the other

Services, as Tropical Broad-

~casting 'has priority in
. these bands.

' No plan.

f No plan.

No pian.
No pian.

No assignment plan. Only a

~block -assignment plan is

available and no comments '

| are possible on it.

12 Al, 6 A3 and 1 A3b3
channels are unsatisfactory.

5 A1 channels are unsatis—
factory.

2 A1 and 8 A3 channels are
unsatisfactory.

Only channelling plan
available and in this 7 Al
and 7 A3 channels are un-
satisfactory. . This comment
is subject to the structure
of this plan not changing.

6 Al and ‘1 A3 channels are
unsatisfactory.
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1 2 3 4 L5 _ 6.
v | 194 843 | 15| 343 |74l 143and 34303
. i o . | channels are unsatisfactory.
Two s | 2| s 4 AL and 2 A3 channels are
ST I - unsatisfactory.
A,. - __5 S :;‘1 '_ ) Only channelling plen and in
X | 26 40+ 2 50 18 + 2 ) | this 19 A1, 9 A3 and 2 A3b3
o o s ) | channels are unsatisfactory.
. ‘?' -g Comment subJect.to the
; o s ) -structure of thls plan not
R . : changlng.‘ :
Y | 1 941 Sh 1 | 4 Al channels are unsatis-
' : SRS | factory. ' .
. . R 12 A1; 1 43 and 1 A3b3
z . lq - 5_ 20 ! 3+l channels are unsatisfactory.
sa | L |- 7Te3 | 12 6
bb - 2 - -
cc 8 6 10 -
dd 1 - g8 |+ 2
ee - - '3 2
£f - 1 1 -
 REGION_3 CONFERENCE ASSIGNMENT PLANS
Bands .
ke/s . , : .
1. 150 - 1 605 (1) Generally satisfactory (except the assigmments in
o the Broadcasting bands) subject to minor modifi- -
cations.: ‘ ' : : - .
(ii) Regarding the Broadcastlng bands (535 - 1 605 kc/s)r

8 assignments have a very poor protection ratio
of the order of 25 dbs which should be raised to
at least 40 dbs. In 19 other cases, the location
requires slight changes. A statement of those is
attached as Appendix I; these do not affect the

E ass1gnments made to the other countrles.
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1 605 - 3 900 (1) “Against 1216 channels that are proposed to be

assighed to India, only
324 - Al and
18 - 43
channels are fairly satisfactory. =

(ii) The assignments proposed for 43 in most cases do
: not permlt worklng that emission.
(iii) Regarding Tropical Broadcasting in the bands
2.3 = 2.5 Mc/s, 5 channels have very poor
Aprotectlon ratlo. -

“(iv) In the Troplcal Broadcasting band 3.2 ~ 3.4 Mc/s,
.only 11 -channels have been assigned against the
_requirement 'of “13 channels and all the 11
_channels are" unsatisfactoryy

 AERONAUTICAL CONFERENCE ASSIGNMENT PLANS

OR. =~ - Thé OR assignment plan is satisfactory and is acceptable
to India.
R- - The RJaSSignmeﬁt'blaﬁliE'féiriﬁ ééﬁisfactory.

MARITIME MOBILE PLAN

Only one set of frequencies in the 4, 8, 13, 17 and 22 Mc/s is
‘assigned in the telephony bands.

The plan is not satisfactory t6 India as the assignments in it
are inadequate for the essential minimum needs.

Appendix 1 to the previous letter has been classified in a file
which is at the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative
Conference.
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INDONESIA (Republic of the United States of ')

No 39.1 30 June, 1950
Comments on : A, B, C, E, F and J, -

- I have the honour to submit hereﬁith, the comments of my Ad~
ministration on the final results of the Provisional Frequency Board.

In this respect I would draw your attention to my telegram of
May the 27th 1950, No 4530/RTT, in which the main points of our comment
have been transmitted to. the General~Secretariat of the International
Telecormunication Union,

The attached document could not be prepared within the time
limit set forward by the Lidministrative Council in its resolution 154,
paragraph 7, because the P.F.Bs.documents concerned did’ not arrive before
Mey the 15th, 1950,

" This document contains four consecutive pages numbered 41,
472, 4=3, and k=4, | ‘

It would be greatly apprec1ated if you could acknowledge the

- receipt of this document,

\
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Comments of the Administration of the Republic of the United ngygg_gi
Indonesia on the Draft Froguencz_Llsts as prugared by the Provisional

Freguency Board.

l.l. In submitting this docunpnt, the IndonesisnAdministration draws
o the attention to the previeous submitted telegram dated 27 May 1950,
“"N°4530/RIT« :

142 As the P,F,B., documents concerned were received only the 15th of May,
- 1950, the available period between the said dateé and the limit as set
forward by the Administrative Council in its Resolution 154 paragraph 7,
for submission of remarks and suggestions on the Draft Frequency Lists as
prepared by the P,F.Bs being totally insufficient for a careful study,

the Indonesian Administration was unable to produce this document before
the ultimate date of June.the first 1950,

ls3s In view of the fact, that the documents concerned were only received

15th of May 1950, there was no opportunity to study the co-channel
and adgacent~channel sharlng, this in respect of- the transnitting as well
as the receiving frequenc1es°

lets The Indonesian Administration wlshes to submit hereunder the

following remarks and suggestions on the draft frequency Lists,
mainly in respect of the proposed bandwidthe -

‘2.1, General.

It appears from the documents that in many instances an extra

. consolidation has been applied to the requirements of Indonesia by the-*
P.F¢Ba working groups concerned. This extra consolidation is totally
unaaceptable, as the frequency requirements under consideration, have

been consolidated to the lowest possible nminimum number .of frequencies
-necessary for a satisfactory operation of the essential services. In
relation hereto it might be of some value to point out, that the territory
of Indonesia consists of 5 large and hundreds of small islands among‘which
the only possible means of communication is exclusively to be maintained

" by radio circuits, -

Rele It is felt here that, although the number of frequency requirenents

is vastly exceeding the available MF/HF frequency spectrum, an attenpt
for improving the general situation can be made, by leaving out of consider-
ation the great number of requirements for very low power service which,
in general, are unable to cause harmful interference during daytlmo oper~
ations outside the terrltory of the Admlnistratlons.

' This Administration fails to see the neceqs1ty for coordination on .
internatlonal basis of circuits using frequencies up to 7 Mb/o, with a
maximun transmitting power of onc hundred watts and covering distances of
less than 200 km., between the points of transm1551on ‘and redeptlon.

In this réspect the Indonesian Admnlstratlon prop05es that the
members states be invited to withdraw their frequency requlronents to be
‘operated within ‘the aforesaid linits.
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It is sincerely hoped that other administrations are in a position
to agree to this point of view, and that they are able to withdraw these
circuits from their frequency requirements. The opcrations of the majority
of this kind of circuits could be dealt with, by the Administration concern=-
ed and' in case of harmful lnterference by mutual 1greemcnt between the '
administrotions involved, : ;

The frequencies thus being put into use would have to be motified
to the General Secretoriat of the I.T.Us and to be included in the Inter-
national Frequency List in the notification column (non-interference basis),

3ele A further saving of frequencies.could be reached, when the participat- .
ing administrations are prepared to accept the fact, that the majority
. of long distance radio=circuits have no real need for a 4 to 5 frequency
complemente The practical experience has shown, very clearly, that only
very few of these circuits do use more than 3 froquenc1es to cover the
2/ hours of gervice per daye.

Frequency complements composed of more than 3 frequencles for one
circuit should only be registered in very exceptional caseS.

hale Remarks in détail.

The frequency requlrement plan as produced by the Region 3 Adminls—
trative Radio Conference, Geneva, 1949, is acceptable for the Indonesian
Admlnistratxon. . .

he2e-1541s Fixed Service Bands : (detailed comments on : Bands D, G, HIJ,

00.0.00!0'l.’.b,looot000.0000.'Olq.‘n.oo..n't’o'liotna00‘0'¢0

15424 Aeronautical R and OR band freguencies :

Regarding the OR frequency plan as has been drawn up by the Inter-
national Administrative Aeronautical Radio Conferences, Geneva 1948 and
1949, the Indonesian Administration declares that this plan is acceptable,

1543¢ With respect to the R frequency plan, the Indonesian Administration

3 wishes to point out that, a frequency assignment plan has been worked
out for the S,E.A, Region during a conference in Delhi, India, from April 17th-
May 13th 1950, held under auspices of the I.CeA,0s This frequency assign-
ment plan is acceptable for the Indonesian Administration, .

1642, Maritime Mobile bands «

The frequency assignment plans as have been drawn up for the maritime
mobile service are unacceptable for this Administration, as too much sharing
has been applied. Furthermore, at least two more 13 Mc/s frequencies are
necessary to cover the proposed service ranges of our various coast stationse

17:10  Hala, ggggggggt frequeney mssignment. plan.

, As the final report of the second session of the H.F. Broadcasting
Conference in Florence is not yet available, the Indonesian Administration
reserves the right to submlt its comments on thlS subgect at a later date.
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18,1, Proposal regarding the international aer m_E&QQLuQQEQQ_u_QUlrements°

The -Indonesian Administration wishes to draw the-attention to the
following items :

A~ There is an-increasing demand for aeronaitical fixed radio
'-“‘\telecommun101t10n 01rcu1ts throughout ‘the worlde

tB.é'vTo some'- extcnt, plans for coordination of the requlred circuits
- have been made under supervision of the International Civil
Aviation Organization, :

0o~ In November 1949-a-specidl working group of the PsF.Bs produced
a plaen based on the submitted aeronautical circuit and frequency
requirements (see P,FsB, doc. 688),

Do~ A further decrease in the number of frequenciles could be
attained by a careful study of the possibilities of a coordin-
ated world wide communication system for this purpose.

This Administration therefore would propose

Ay~ To convene a meeting of Delegates of the States concerned at the
game time and place as the forthcoming Extraordinary Administrat-
ive Radio Conference, under jurisdiction of the I«CeldeOs

Be~ That this Meeting study the possibilities of a world wide plan
for the aeronautical fixed telecommunication service; bearing
in mind the very severe shortage of suitable HF frequencies
avallable for the fixed services,

Ce= The final results of this Meeting to.form a basis of further
discussion in the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference
with a view to the ultimate allotment of the necessaty suitable
frequencies.

D¢~ To include these final results in the new Frequency List in
- the registration column.

Note : The detailed remarks and comments contained in the paragraphs 4.2, to
15,1, included, of the preceding letter have been classified in a set
of files, each of which refers to a given service, band or regione
These files are at the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative
Conferencees
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Ne 39,2 received 30th November 1950

‘ .A' Res. 200

. Reference 157/18 Stop Refer to our letter dated 30th June,
1950 contalnlng our comments in full on final results of P.F.B. Stop
Refer also to your acknowledgment of. 18th July 1950 No 13/121 Stop
This- Admmstration has no Turther comments to. submit.+ :

Published under N° 39,1
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IRAQ

No 4141 17 May, 1950

Comments og' < I’F‘.’

With reference to your cireular letters NO 20/72 and 20/73 dated
2844450 and le5,50 respéctively, I have the honour to inform you that
no alterations are required to be mede to the frequencics already
requesteds ‘

NO 4142 15 June, 1950

Comments on : the whole of the draft liste

99.

Your telegram N° 92/2 Stop No alterations to PoFeBs clra.ft ‘1ists. are

) :pequ:!.r‘e_d +
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No 41.3 , 21st December 1950
CiAs Res. 200

Comments on ¢+ E and F

In reply to your telegram No 157/18 and to Resolution Ne 200 referred
to therein, I am forwarding a List of frequencies in the band 4 000 ke/s
to 27 000 k¢/s which are required to enable the extensive system of radio
services now being developed in Iraq to be put into operation.

Most of these frequencies were applied for or confirmed in the "Conso-
lidated List of frequencies" sent to the ‘Chairman, P.F.B., under cover of my

© letter of 3rd August 1949 Ho 60/66/26030, a copy of which is attached.

This was sent to you in reply to your circular letter No 60/86/60 dated
27th May 1949 asking for the submission of a list of frequencies required.

.From the P.F.B. Booklet No 1 just received, it(would appear that these
frequencies have not been recorded as having been applied for by Iraq.

S e it 1.

Copy of a letter No 60/66/26030 dated 3rd August 1949, from Director General
of Posts and Telegraphs, Irag, to the Chairman, P.F.B., Geneva, Switzerland.

iy o ,

With reference to the circular letter N 60/86/60 dated 27th May 1949,
‘T have the following comments to make :

Consolidation :
The subjec¢t has been throughly studied and it is regretted that further

| consolidation other than that shown in the attached list is not possible.

The circuit requirements subtmitted are the minimum necessary for our
immediate requirements.,

General :

This Department is committed to a very comprehensive expansion of its
telegraphy, telephony, coastal, broadcasting and aeronautical radio services
to the extent of well over %. 150,000 all the equipment is either on order
or already in the country and erection is in progress.

Furthermore, the Iraq Petroleum Company, the Basrah Pet“oleum Company
end the Mosul Petroleum Company are in progress of expansion of their radio
services. The Middle East Pipelines Co. Ltd., are already committed to a
very extensive radio network.

All our requirements for these various services have already been sub-
mitted and I presume will receive consideration in due course, as none of
these have been shown on the frequency complement attached to the above
mentioned letter< : .

Please flnd attached list show1ng selected frequencies for our circuit
as requested.

S e o s s e o —

Note : The list annexed to the letter dated 21st ~f December, 1950, has
been classified in a file which is at the dlSpOS&l of the Extra-
ordinary Administrative Conference.
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IRELAND

No 42,1 st June 1950

Comments on : E, Fond H.

I ah directed by the Minister fér Posts and Telegraphs to acknowledge
receipt of Circular letters N° 20/59 of the 6th April 1950 and N® 20/72
of the 28th April 1950 and enclosurcs and forward as requested a schedule

giving

a) the roquirenents of this Administration as submitted to the Atlantic
City Confercncce , . '

b) the froquencics assigned by the Provisional Frequency Board in bands
Q, Ry S, U, Z and iero-bb corresponding to the requirements submitted,

o) the frequency roquirements which have been included in the channel
assignments in the uncompleted bands G, P, T, and X.

d) the frequeney requirements which have been included in the list of
requirements in bands K, L, M, N and O,

e) the frequencies assigned by the Regién 1 Conference,

£) +the outstanding frequency requirements which do not appear %o have been
included in any list.

g) observations on the respective circuit assignments and omissions in'the
various lists.- ‘

In addition to the requirements dealt with in the schedule, there exists
a requirement dealt with in recommendation N° 31 of the ICAO European—
Mediterranean Aeronautical Fixed Telecommunication 3pecial Meeting, Paris
1949 (Doce 6952 COM/536, page 58) for a family of frequencies consisting of
a single frequency in each of the 4, 6, 8, 11 and 17 Me/s band with band-
widths adequate to accomodate normal Al radio-telegraphy. These frequencies
are required as a standby for emergencies on a common world-wide basis and
if the I0AO rocommendation be implemented it is requested that Shannon be one
of the stations to which these frequencies are assigned,

¢ The detailed remarks and comments contained in the table annexed to
the previous letter have been classified in a set of files, each of
which refers to a given service, band or>#egion.' These files are a}
the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative Conferences |
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No. 42,2 ' , 12th December 1950
C.A. Res. 200

Lo

Comments on: 4; B, C, D, E, F and H.

With reference to your circular letter of #the 14%th October. (w1th -
Annexes) and your telegram 157/18 of the 18th November, I am directed by
the Minister for Posts and Telegraphs to furnish hereunder, for the attention
of: ‘the I.F, R.Bs, this Administration's comments on Request No. 1 in the
Admlnlstratlve Coun01l‘s Resolutlon No. 200.

Resolution No. 200. Paragrabh a)e

The Frequency A881gnment Plans -already prepared for the nrequency
bands below 4,000 kc/s and the Frequency Assignment Plans prepared
for the Maritime Mobile -and Aeronautical Mobile Services are. .
generally acceptable, w1th the xeceptlon that this Admlnlsuratlon
desires an additional frequency in the band 1 605 - 2 850° ku/s for
Light HouSG, L1gh+ Shlp and Llfe Boat conmunlcatlons. ’ "

Resolution No; 200 Paragraph b)..

The Draft Frequency A551gnment Plans in the Frequency Rance between
4,000 and 27;000 ke/s, -other. than those covered in a). above, are not
acceptable. Detailed comments on the Draft Frequency A551gnmen4 '
Plan for this part of the frequency spectrum weré forwarded to the
Union with this Department’s letter of the lst June, 195C # Thic
Administration has no amendments to or amplification of those
comments to offer.

¥ published under No. 42.1
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ICELAND

No 43,1 10th July, 1950

Comments on ¢ Dy E, F and H

This Administration has the honour to communicate to you its provisional
remarks to the draft of the New Frequency List as prepared by the Provisional
Frequency Board, The draft was not received here until the end of May and it
has therefore not been possible to look 1t through and prepare remarks to it

until now,

Note s+ The detailed remarks and comments contained in the previous letter
have been classified in a set of files, each of which referring to
a given service, band or region. These files are at the disposal
of the Extraordinary Admlnlstrative Conference.
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ITALY

. ————

Ne 441 3lst May 1950

Comments on + C, D, E and F.

In accordance with Resolution N° 154 of the I.TeU.
© Administrative Council, the Itallan Administration has the honour to
send you herewith its first general comments, and its first observe
. @ions on points of detail, in comnection with the different draft
plans prepared by the PeF'yB., and with more partlcalar reference to -
the frequencies assigned to Italy.

These comments ana observatlons are contained in the
following annexes:

dnnex 1 : a) First goneral comments on the verious draft planss

b) Firs general comments on the draft frequency assigne-
ment plan for coast stationss

c) FPirst general comments on the draft wlans for the va-
‘7 g . - - &
rious bands of the fixed and mobllie land services.

]

‘ Annex 2 ¢ 7 First obscrvations and gueries concerning freguenciles °
' assigned to Italian coast sbatlons.

-

dnnex 3 Firsb obsorvations and quernes concerning assignments
' made to Italy in the various bands allocated to the fixed
and mobile land service,

After & more careful excmination of the differcnt plans
of the drafl, :md especially the Region 1 plan, the Italian Administration
rosorves the right to submit obhor comments and requests at the next
Extraordinary Radiocommmications Conference.

Ay e S s~
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Annex 1

' é) Pirst general gommégts in connection with the various draft g;ggg

With regard to the activities of the P.FBs and the task of
the forthooming Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference, the
Italian Administration is of the opinion

1) That the technical work that has been done, and the results
thereby achleved, have made an extrcmely valuable contribution to the
progress of radio services 3

2) That, considering the very considerable difficulties encoun-
tered by the P(F.B. in preparing its varlous asalgnment plans, the work
accomplished is most substantial ;

' 3) That, nevertheless, final completlon of the new internatlonal
- frequency llst will meet difficulties of the gravest nature 3

4) That these difficulties arise

from the number of requirements, which in general exceed the
. essential requirements of eountries ; this is particularly true of the -
requirements submitted by countries which have stations and territories
soattered throughout the various continents :

from the fact that frequency complements are in general on a too
liberal scale j

5) That, in consequénce, the Extraordinary Administrative Radio
Gonference will have to meke the requlsite reductions in the two factors
mentioned above 3 '

6) That if that Conference is to be a . success, every country
will have to show goodwill., ‘

This holds true more partlcularxy for thoge cgggtrges which occupy a dominant
position in the realm of telscommunications and radio,

b) Firs eneral comments on the draft frequency assigmment plan for coas

In connectlon with the draft plans for assignment of frequencies
to coast stations, the Italian Admlnlstration is of the oplnlon t

1) That, considering the grave difficulties encountered by the P.F,B.,
the solutions reached, even if not absolutely satisfactory, nevertheless
constitute a very considerable step forward, and a firm basis on which
better and more equiteble plans may be evolved,
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2) That in many cases the sharing contemplﬂtod is technically inadmissible,
when agrecments between administretions for time sharing are still notb
pratical politics

3) That to ‘obtain an improvement in the plans for the different bnnds,

and %o make telelype transmissions possible, it would be desirable I

certain countrics, which have submitted the greatest volume of rcqulremonts
and have stations, which might.act as relays, scattered throughout the
world, to recalize the nced to reduce thelr assmgnnentsg porulcularly in the
bands around 12 and i6 MC/So

c) F:rst ganeya; uomnenus on the dxaft DanS for the various bands of the

fix cod and nobile iand services,

1) doordimition of plans in the different bands,

The plans prepared by each working group for the various bands should be
coordinated in such.a manner as to olininate the drawback that has been
noticed in several cases, l.ee., that in sharing and ¥ comprosuion ¥ the
various frequencies of the complements were dealt with without due account
being taken of what was being done to the other frequencies of the same
complement,

The result h“s been uhat in seve;a& cases the frequencies of a
circuit have suffered so severely as to mwke it 1mposshble for the circuit
to worke : AR :

The coordination mentioned would enable & new and more equitable
sigmment of frequencies to be made.

2) Freguency complements

; There was & lack of uniformity in the rules applied for the

assigmment of frequency complements *to cirvecuits. These complements should

be revised, applying the P.F.B.’s rules strictlys

’ This would climinate the remarkable discrepancies at present
observable betwoen the treatment accorded. to similar .circuits, and would

- lead to -the ellmlnatlon of many frequencies which do not appear to be
judiciously usud T

3) Gorrelation

As appeors from the reports of cerfain working groupg, the studies
undertokop by the P.FeBs with a view to "ecorrélation" led in practice to a
volume of reguircmonts which seems wnjustifiably large when comparced with
the zetmal needs of adnministications. Henee 1t would be highly desirable for
the question of "correlation® to be re-cximined with the cooperaticn of the
adm1u1strauJonp concerned, to obtaln a redv,uvon in requirements, '
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L) Adjacent chanmel separation
This must be made uniform for the different bands, and revised,

- It is noticeable that in some bands the adjacent channel
separation is greater than that obtaining, for the same service, in higher
bands ¢ ‘

e e et bt e

Note : The detailed remarks ana comments contained in Annexes 2 and 3

' have been classified in a set of files, each &f which refers to
"a glven service, band or regions. These files are at the disposal
of the Bxtraordinary Administrative Conference, ' '
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NO 4442 26th January, 1951
C.A. Res, 200

Comments on ¢ C, E, F, H

With reference to the Administrative Council Resolution concerning
preparations for the Extraordinary Administrative Radio:Conference, I . .. .
have the honour to .send you herewith, in Annexes 1 and 2, the comments
my Administration has to make on the assignment plans for frequencies
below 4 000 ke/s and .on those prepared by the P.F.B, for the range 4 000 -~
27 500 ke/s.

I am also semding you herewith (Annex 3) a list of amendments to the
comments on individual assignments notified on 31 May, 1950%,

I. Comments on the frequency a831gnment4plans for frequen01es below 4 000 ke/s

a) General comments :

The Italian Administration is prepared to accept the assignment
plens for frequencies below 4 000 ke/s, subject to the amendments
indicated in paragraph b), but “should those plans be radlcally B
revised, we reserve full liberty of action as regards the use of
those frequencies. In particular, we reserve the right to demand
the assignment of numerous frequencies we are actually using,
when those frequencies have not been assigned to us in the above
plans,

b) QObservations on individual assignments :

(These observations have been classified in a file relating to
Region 1, which will be at the dlsposal of the Extraordlnary
Administrative Conference),

IT. Some further comments on the P,F,Bo‘s plans (4 000 to 27 500 kc/s)

a) General Comments :

As regards the question of whether the P.,F.B.'s plans for the
maritime mobile service and fixed services are acceptable or not,
we have the following observations to offer :

i) the maritime mobile service plans are the fruit of much patient
labour by the delegates of the countries concerned, and, although
they need further substantial amendments, they may be considered
a8, in general, highly satisfactory;

ii) As regards the fixed service plans, the P.F.B. has been unable
to do as much work on them as on the mobile service plans,
Hence, in their present draft fcrm, they are far from acceptable.

Further, the P.F.B. was unable to discuse the motives for frequency
requirements, An assembly which could discuss and perhaps reduce
the assigmments requested would have a reasonable chance of prepa=
ring a new International Frequency List based on technical rules,

* Published under No 44.1
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as laid down by the Atlantic City Resolution,

In short, we consider the P.F.B.!'s plans to be unacceptable, but
hold, nevertheless that they constitute a draft such as might be
reconsidered and amended with a view to application.

Observations on individual assignments :
’...l...’.,".'....‘l..I...‘...ﬁl.."...._"..“.‘.'..'.'.“...!.

(These observations have been classified in a file relating to the
Maritime Mobile Service, which will be at the disposal of the
Extraordinary Administrative Conference).,

The information contained. in Annex 3 to the previous letter has
been filed with the observations and detailed comments of the
letter dated 3lst May, 1950 (N© 44.1)
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LEBANON

L S

No 45,1  30th May; 1950
Gommehts 0a 1 B

Referrlng to circular letter N°© 20/59 of 6th’ Aprll 1950 concerning
the drafn of the new intermational frequency L¢s+ prepared by the P.F.Bs,
I have the honour to, send. you herewith a 1ist of remarks on the frequencies
-allotted: to- the tmansmltterg of Xhaldé {lebanon). An explanatory letter
from the Société Radlo~0rlent is attached, ’

ThHS frequeqcy conﬂoﬁldac:on table’ referred to in the letter from
the Suciété Radio~Orient was sent to the Tochnloai,Secrebary of the Provi--
sional Freguency Board, Geneva, enclosed in our letter N° 28/4L9-2-T of 24th
August 1949, :
. I should be obuﬂged if you would take note of the observations in
the present- list, with a view to thsir consideration by the forthcoming
Extracwalnary Radio Conference, lst September, 1950,

T e T AR

Annex

e e e

Lett@r from the Société Radio~Orient

Py

Referring to cur letter TEC. 52-976 of 23rd August 1949 concerning
the consolidation of the frequencies of the Radio=Orient tramsmitters and
after studying the documents relating to the dvaft of the new International
frequency list prepared by the P.F.B. we have the honour to inform you that
the frequencies aliotted to our transmitters do not give us satisfaction.

The table of consolidation of our frequencies enclosed in our letter
of 23rd August 1949 corresponded to our essential requirements, taking into
account not only propagation conditions but also our available transmitting
equipment, the volume of traffic over the various circuits, the time limits
to be respected and the foriing possibiiities., It was drawn up as a whole
for aczeptance as a whole to provide the greatest possible econromy in our
frequency requirements.

The allccations in the fraft frequency list, instead of corresponding

to our conscolidation table with differencesof only a few per cent over the
frequencies requesied for each circuit, are sometimes subwtanblal;J difZerent,
Thus, for the considerahle gap between the top of band V and the bottom

of band Z, instead of the 10 freguenecies originally envisaged by the P.F.B.
(4 in band X, 3 in band Y, and 3 in band Z) we had requested only 4 frequen=—
cies : 16 075 ke/s {Al), 16 325 ke/a \AB)Q 17 375 ke/s (Al), and 18 455 kc/s
(Al and A3), We have been allctted 2, to rﬁpr@”9n+ the two extremes, of
which one, 16 458,75 ke/s, falls outside band X, and the other, 18 454 kc/s
is allotted 4o a differeni cirecuit (Al circuit 2, instead of Al -and A3 cir-
cults 4, 5 and 8), To make up for this, it is true, we have been allotted
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a frequency 19 920.5 ke/s (Al and A3) at the top of band Z, as shown in
the table below :

its . Allotment Circuits

Eegu;rement : Gircuits

Band X (16075 ke/s). . 3, 4, 6 Band X (16 548 75 kc/s) 3, 4, 6
Band X (16 325 ke/s) 8 Nothing ‘

Band Y (17 375 ke/s) 2 . . Band Z (18 454 kc/s) 2.
Band Z {18 455 kc/s) Ly 5, 8  Band Z (19 920 5 ke/s)  hy 5, 8

We lack, however, a frequency in band X, and the equlpment in use on
cireuit 2 does not allow us to use the frequency 18 454 ke/s. Be51des, we
-had requested this latter frequency for circuits 4, 5 and 8, -

- If it is impossible to respect the consolidation. proposed in our
letter TEC, 52-976 of 23rd August 1949, with no change other than a slight
shift of the frequencies requested for each of the ciraiits indicated, the
consolidation must not be such as to deprive us of frequencies in bands X
(16 075 and 16 665 kc/s) and Y {17 160 kc/s) notified many years ago, Hence
the assignment finally made should include, besides the frequencies allotted
in the new draft list, dt least 2 additional frequencies, 1 in band X, the
other in band Y, as shown in the tables ammexed, which sum up our observa=
tions.,

e s A [ P T

Note : The detailed remarks and comments contained in the tables annexed to
the previous letter have been classified in & set of files, each of
which refers to a given service, band or region. These files are at
the disposal of the Extraordinary Adminis trative Conference.

AT A A
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No. 45.2 : 12 December, 1950.
C.A" Res. 200 ' ! : )

Reference 157/18 of 18th November Stop Kindly refer
our information given Technical Secretary of P.F.B. in Geneva on
22nd August, 24th August and 12th September 1949 as well as to contents
our letter despatched later to I.T.U. General Secretariat on 30th May
1950 * which we hereby confirm again +

* Published under No. 45.1



113.

(50)

NIGARAGUA

N6'50.1h '  received 2/,th Novémber 1950
Gl Res, 200 ' ,
. o

: Reference telegram 157/18 Stopg‘Nigaragua does not propose to
formulate any new commentaries + -
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NORWAY

No 51,1 31 May, 1950 .

~ The Norwegian Administration wiuld like to inform you that its
observations regarding the draft of the new international frequency list,

submitted according to your circular letter N° 20/59 of April, 6th, will

follow within a few days.

N°'51,2 ' , o 17 June, 1950

; You? service 92/2 Stop :The dispatch of comments and proposals
will unfortunately still be somewhat delayed +
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No 51,3 _ 11 December, 1950
C.&, Rési 200 |

Comments on : C

With reference to your communication No 9.6/76/ of October 14,
" Annex 15, para. .6,a, we beg to send you herewith, in duplicate, the
comments by the Norweglan Administration on the frequency plans for the
Maritime Mobile service, radiotelegraph and radlotelephone

- Other comments w1ll follow in the next day or two.

I - Draft of frequency a331 nments to coast ﬁeleggagh statlons between
J_and_23 Mc/s (reference P.F.B, Doc, 501)

The Norwegian Administration finds that certain prlnciples used
for the preparation of this plan have been applied wlth too small caution,
w1thout due regard to other 1mportant aspects.

... . 0One important obJectlon in thls connectlon relabes to the assign-
“fment to Bergen Radio in the 8 Mc/s band, :

The proposed - prlmary “channel for this statlon, 8 678 kq/s is on
the junction between high power and low power transmitters in this band,
The principle here referred to is found in Doec. 591, page 6, para. 2,1,
section 5,  We.can not agree to this assignment for the following reasons :

This part of the 8 Mc/s band is shared by the Maritime Mobile ser-
vice and the Fixed service in certain regions on equality of right, We
are of the opinlon that it is impossible to share this frequency with the
other service on this basis. ' The 11 Mc/s band has until now been heavily
exploited by Bergen Radio, perhaps with less interference than in the other
bands, due to this band not being used by -all the obher countries. When
‘this band must be abandoned, the 8 Mc/s band which probably already is the
most important frequency band must be the more important for the future
exchange of the high traffic volume of this station,

. In thls connectlon we must also object to the prlnclple of ‘pro-
tected service range of 6 000 km being applied here, (see Doc, 591, page 8,
para, 3.3). The 8 Mc/s hand must be used during. nlght time on longer dlS-
tances, also to the Far Fast, where the sharing with the Fixed service
- would dangerously compllcate the communications of both services, We must
necessarily use directive aerials, but on east-west and west-east propaga-
-tion paths the auroral absorption must cause certain drawbacks for our
maritime service as regards interference, . Another important aspect is that,
in general, the propagation conditions for this station on approximately
60° N show somevhat lower MUF values than for stations on lower latitudes.
‘It should be rcmembered that'a high volume of traffic in this case is
centralized to one single station, whereas in many other cases, from the
standpoint of frequency utll;zatlon, a less cconomical arrangement with
two. or more stations is msed. A1l these points seen together, mean that
sufficient consideration must be- taken to protect the service of this sta-
tion. ~
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The unsabisfactory assignment of 8 678 kc¢/s for Bergen Radio is
in our opinion due to incorrect application of assignment rules, and must
be corrected, A satisfactory solution of this problem is in our opinion
the interchange of stations on the two channels 8 678 and 8 542 or a
similar change of the plan.

~ For the same reasons as mentioned above we flnd it necessary to
point out that the sharing with Waiouru, New Zealand, on the samé channel
is far from satisfactory, if Waiouru uses the 8 Mc/s band fairly conti- -

nuously.

In the 1nterest of obtalnlng a frequency plan where the equallty
of assignments the consideration of ‘established services and the possible
sacrifices have been duly balanced, we would like. further to make the

-following remarks'

*,4 Mc/s ’ The‘Bergen'Radic channels (4 325 and 4. 301) are7ﬁéavily loaded

compared to some other assignments in this band, It is difficult
to ascertain how far this is acceptable, We must, in any case,
count on vwestricted ranges for ithese frequen01es due to auroral
abgsorption. The necessity of being able to-use higher frequencies
with superior protection is obvious. It is on the other hand pos-

sible. that increase of power above 5 kW may be necessary on some
'bands, or all ‘bands.

6 Mc/s The comparatlvely heavy sharing on the primary channel 6 467
.(Simonstown, Bombay, Chittagong in addition to Panama and Choshi)
means a sacrlflce on our part as regards the usefulness of this
frequency If such loading must in .general be effected, Bergen
can not ~fake more than its due part, matters also cons1dered
in the light of what has been said in other sectlons of this com~
ment,

, The frequency mentioned would be. the main worklng frcquency.

We have no specidl comment on the secondary channel 6 432, ‘except
that some of the stations shared with on 6 467. could preferably
be transferred to 6 432, or.to another frequency.

8 Me/s The Norwegian Administration considers that its station, Bergen
" Radio, must have at its disposal 3 frequencies in this band, for
the rcason already mentioned above on the abandonment of the 11 Mc/s
band, The station must at certain times be able to work’ contlnuous-
ly on two of these frequencies, We would like to suggest the fre-
quency 8 590 kc/s as a possible alternative for this addltlonal
channel., The proposed seccondary frequeney of 8 574 kc/s is too
heavily loaded both as. a supplementary frequency during heavy traf-
fic, and as a replaccmcnt frequency during possible interference.
The objectionsto thc assigumment of 8 678 ke/s have alrecady been
 dealt with ebove, and are in our opinion far too important to jus-
tify ourfacceptance of the plan.

12 Me/s An objection in this case is that the frequency 12 727.5 ke/s is

very near the frequency band for cargo vessels, and that therefore
duplex working may prove too difficult on this frequency, Other-
wise the 12 Mc/s assigmments to Bergen Radio are, as far as we can
judge at the moment, acceptable to the Norwegian Administration,
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17 Me/s The 17 Mc/s assignments are also cons1dered acceptable. "This
band will be heavily used in.the W1nterseason and both channels
must then at tlmes be contlnuously avallable for our station.{‘,

22 Mc/s The sharlng on the prlmary channel 22 425 is: perhaps acceptable,
‘provided the use of this frequency by Hillsboro is not; toc important
“at times when this band 1is utilized by Bergen Radio. . .: ‘

. Duplex worklng may- prove. too difficult also on this channel We
'may have to 'réturn to.this subgect later. |
‘During the winter; months it may be necessary: to use both channels

in’ this band: recularly. “The, loading -of the- secondary chennel 22 491
is tdo heavy for this contingency. “We suggest that an.acceptable
alternative here might:be to interchangé the .station Bergen Radio .
‘6n’ 22 491 with' Portlshead on one of” tne channels kR 545, 22 503 or-
iperhaps 22 431

;The Nbrweglan Admxnistratlon has no: partlcular comments on the
fo}low1ng low power’ channels, 6 - 519 5 - 8 686 - 13 101 - 17 165,6 - 22 647
kefs.

. The sharing on the frequency, 4 346 kc/s is however considered unsa-~
tisfactory, because the United Klngdcm station DKXX 4 would interfere
with communications on this frequency. A4 transfer, either of HJXX l or
DKXX . 4 should therefore be made to another frequency.

Wlth regard to these low power channels for stations HIXX 1 it will
be necessary to make use of the provision that mobile stations may utilize
the same freqnencles as the coast stations (Radio Regulations of Atlantic
City, &rt, 7, para, 4, No 238).

II - Draft of frequency list for radiotelephone coast statlons (reference
P.F.B, Doc, of 16/1.50, revised Doc. 602)

In general the Norwegian.Administration must conclude that the re-
quirements for frequency space for this service have not been and, indeed,
can not be satisfied on the basis of the present frequency allocatlon.
An immediate consequence is that a free growth of telephone communlcatlon
in this service can not be counted upon,

This questlon, which is a rather difficult one, also embraces the
problem of both the present and the future requirements and how far these::
are, or will be presented in a properly reduced form, A point in this
connection is the number of requirements which have been accomodated under

- one frequency for each country sharing this frequency. The Norwegian Ad-
ministration does not think that the right of use of this frequéncy should .
be set according to the number of a361gnments or stations on that frequency _
as shown in the plan,

Certain principles regarding Sharlng'schedules might “therefore have
to be considered by the conference instead of leaving it entirely to the
individual administrations concerned, .

In view of the increasing demand for radiotelephone facilities in
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the Norwegian maritime-mobile service, the proposed frequency plan
presents grave problems for the Nbrweglan Administration., At present
the total number of short wave radic telephone installations is well
above 600, Since both Sweden and Norway have great and wellfounded
demande on this telephone service, the sharing on the same channels

. between these countries'is a great drawback. Sharing between neighbour
countries is_on the other hand undoubtedly an advantage gince then the

- most effective use of the. channéls may ‘be more readily effected Although
this sharing problem has not as yet been considered in deta:v.l the Norwe-
gian Administration.believes that an agreement could be worked out for

.. this. However, referring back to our remarks on. channel loading, we must
© point out that such agreements -will be more difficult to work out the
more each chamnel is loaded. It is therefore essential .that the single
channel in each band proposed for Sweden and Norway should be less heavily
~loaded than in this plan. In particular the series of requirements for
India on the 8 Mc/s channel (8 754.7 kc/s) will cause great difficulties,
since radiotelephone communications between Soand1nav1a and shlps in the
‘Mediterranean Sea,: the Indian Ocean and the Far East on & Mc/s mlght be
impossible without a clear working channel,

In view of the importance of the 17 Mc/s band for communlcetlons
in the Atlantic and South Atlantic, the sharing with Argentine on 17 302,1
is also too unfavourable,

We suggest that a perfectlon of thls plan should be attempted in
'j;the light of the remarks made above.

, A consequence of the sharlng w1th Sweden and possmble other sha-
ring of these telephone channels is that a disadvantage is pldced on our
communications on the basis of the comparative small power set for the
Norwegian station. We therefore intend to increase the power to 5 kW, or
to the higher -power used by other stations sharing the channel and the

- adjacerit channels for long distance.operations.

No 51.4"- o 713 December;tl950
C.A, Res, 200 o o

: Commentsron : &, Band D d

~ We beg to refer to your communication- No 9 6/764 of October 14,
. .Annex: 15, para. 6.a, and our letter of 1l inst.*

Further comments by the Norwegian lLdministration are.enclosed
with this letter in duplicate. The comments concern the Iow frequency
band 14 - 150 kc/s and the- aeronautlcal moblle serv1ce respectlvely.

# - Published under No. 51.3
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- P.F.B. draft of Freguencx List for the band 14 = 150 kc/s
(Reference : Plan of Febr, 15, 1950)

General remarks

Accordlng 0 the original explanatlon glven on the prlnclples used

for settlng up. this plan {(Doc. 632), the small channel spacing of 350 c/s
_has been used in order to accomodate the large number of requirements.

As a counter-measure it has been endeavoured to give a great geographical
separation between adjacent channels, If such separation were pcgsible in
all cases, a satisfactory list might result., There is, however, no doubt
that the list shows several examples of 1nsuff1c1ent protectlon to indi-
vidual serv1ces. : v

_ The Norwegian Administration con31ders that a sound consolidation
with due regard to.the facilities provided in other frequency bands,
might in the 1nterest of’ all lead to the. desired result

‘ A particular case in this connectlon is the assigmment of channels

- for Héll transmlselons, which occupy more, frequency space and need better
protectlon. It is &ssential to economize here, We must question the
economy in providing for European Hell service on the’ following series

of frequencies to one country 55,8 -~ 62 45 - 64 9 - 75 4 - 79,25 and
81.7 kc/s. . ,

It is realised that oné must under adverse conditidns on short waves
often take recourse to long waves, This is partlcularly important for
Nbrth Burope which for a great part is situated in the auroral zone.

It is not, however, regarded as’ approprlate to claim a full set of low
frequencies for this contingency,lnelther to utilize only low. frequencies
for FX communications in Europe, May we therefore suggest that some of
the proposed assignments in this plan be considered in this light, A4s
examples we mlght here refer to the follow1ng series, which concern.one
country only in- each case :

1) 46,0 - 49.85 - 77.85 ~ 83 g - 88,0 - 91, 85 - 1oo 6 kc/s
'2) 75.05 = 79.6 = 102,7 ~'104.45 ~ 106.9 kq/s‘j‘
3) 54,05 = T4.0 = 82.4 - 89.4 - 9§:4‘k¢/grl"

4) 48.1 - 57.9 - 63.15 - 64,2 - 78.2 ke/s .

Remarks on sggcificiéseigﬁnent‘“' '

36,55 kc/s The dlstrlbutlon of broadcast programmes' which in Nbrway is
effected partly by cable and partly by overhead landlines,
has in the past been subject to interference from high power low
frequency transmltters. ‘The: frequency bam in questlon may be defined
‘as extending from 43 to 34.5 kc/s, where the frequency 42,5 is the
position of the carrier frequehcy.: The interference depends on wea-
ther conditions and is ‘most ‘severe during the winter.

. .One important assigmment in this connectlon is the one for
Jelﬁy on 36.55 ke/s. This frequency which as we-see it at the moment,
will not be used contlnuously, but is supposed to be. of greater use

during low sunspot years,‘would‘eause 1nterference w1th a pitch of -
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approximately 5000 ¢/s. The other assignment to Karlsborg on 40.4
would interfere with a tone of 2100 ¢/s. The present frequency in
this last case is 40.5 ke¢/s and we have experience from last years
‘of this type of interference.

- The question has not yet been dealt with offlclally between
the Swedish and Norwegian Administrations, We would here like to
suggest that the matter of shifting slightly both these frequencies
-be studied, If possible they should not come within the band mentioned
above, or alternatively, lie nemrer the 34.5 end of the band.

55,10 kc/s  There is not sufficient protection from the Hell transmissions
on 55.8 kc/s, Radom 40 kW, for.the important Met transmissions
on 55.1, see General Remmcks. It is in this connection necessary for
the Norwegian Administration to take a reservation, namely, that the
channel 55.1 kc/s may le used for Hell transmissions, as an alternative
or an addition, to the channel 72.95 mentioned below, The pressnt
frequeney 55.05 has sometimes been so used in the past.,

7295 kc/s Our press Hell transmissions on this frequency are not suffi-
ciently protected from adjacent channel interference, respec-
tively on 72.6, Sofia 13 kW, Tallinn 10 kw, on 73.3 ke/s, and also
. S« Assise, on 72 25 ke/s. ,

915 kc/s It is possible that the protectien on the receiver site,
Longyearbyen, is sufficient in this case.

94465 ke/s  The protectlon is quite insufficient in several places in
Europe (among others Paris, Brussels, Praha) for reception .
of our FX transmissions on this frequency, mainly due to Paris trans-
nmitting on the adjacent channel 94,3 kc/s, but also Bucuresti on
95.35 ke/s. ,

9845 ke/s  Mutual interference might be expéctéd between this AeroFX '
: frequency and the press Hell transmissions on 98.85 ke/s
from Podebrady. . _

1048 ke/s  The sharing with Narsarssuak, Greenland,is considered un-
workable. The protection from Sofia, 13 kW, on the same
channel might be insufficient, as well as from Sverdlovsk, 40 kW,
on the adjacent channel 104. 45 ke/s.

109 ke/s The protection of this channel should be improved, in order
to allow for the utilization of this channel for FX communi-
cations to Europe, in cases of emergency and when the 100 kc¢/s radio
' navigation system comes into operation. This concerns Istanbul on
the same channel, and Paris and Wien on the adjacent channels,

14946 ko/s This AeFX. simplex channel would now unfortunately be un-
workable, because Tromsg Broadcasting station is working on
155 ke/s according to the Copenhagen Plan, We would suggest that the
AeFX channel be transferred to 128.95 kc/s.

In conclusion we would like to add that it will be necessary for us,
as a replacement for freguencies around 300 - 400 kc/s for FX communica-
tions in the North of Norway, to add two requirements (Auroral Zone
requirements) between 120 and 140 ke/s. These will be dealt with according
to Section 16 of Atlantic City Resolution.
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II - Freguency Allotment Plan for the Aeronautlcal Mobile Service
Geneva 1948/1949.

~ The frequency Allotment Plan for the Mobile R service has later
(Paris, June 1950) been dealt with according to recommendatlon Ne 4
in the Final Acts of the I.A.A.R. C. :

It is the hopes of the Norweglan Administration that & plan based
upon the original plan, and in accordance with the details worked out
later, on station frequency assignments, may finally be implemented.

We have not studied the problem of interference to be anticipated
between services working on common channels. Apart from specific cases,
which may have to be settled at the Conference, it is further our hope :
that problems of this nature can effectively be dealt with after implem
mentatien of the plan, with the greater chance of success, ‘since the ques-
tions in this case concern a service of a marked international character.

The Norwegian Administration does not intend. to make detailed comments
at this time regarding the plan, but will he pleased to do so later, before
or during the conference, as far as this is found to be necessary. This
also applies to the fregquency allotment plan for the Aeronautical Mobile
OR service.

No 51,5 o ' 15 December, 1950
C ohe Res. 200

Comments on E E and F
With ferther reference to your communication N© 9.6/764 of October 14,
- (Annex 15, paras 6b), the Norwegian Administration encloses herewith its
comments in duplicate to. the PsFoBs frequency plans for.the bands 4000 to
27500 ke/s.

Comments bv the Norwegian Telegraph'Administration :

" In the Administrative Councils pesolu+1on N° 200, peraa éb, the admi-
nistrations have been asked to indicate for each plan whether or not the
plan is acceptable without major modiflcatlonsu ,

Since each plan must be‘considered in relation to all the other plans,
it is not possible to give final opinions on the acceptanee of any of these
plans, except on the condition that all these other plans could be made.
acceptable by introducing the necessary amendments, For the time being,
we would prefer to confine our remarks to the detalled comments made in the

annexed list of remarks.

 In order to facilitate further planning on these frequency bands, we
have in some cases made suggestions for inclusion ‘of new circuits on the
.channels proposed for Norway, One of thesg circuits, which have been
notified according to Section 16 of the Resolution, has already been esta~
blished (HJ 155, Jeloey-Lisktoa).,
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This inclusion of new circuits iiay Bé regarded as provisionale A
more satisfactory arrangement would be to include an extra assignment for
Norway in thu Y bando

The frequency plans show some examples of. unacceptable or unsabtig- °
factory sharing Yetween Norwegian circuits. e have therefore found it
nevessary to uuggest a rearrangement of the circuits on such individual
Norweglan channels:

Unfortunately, the Norweglan Administration canndt in general accept
group a851gnments or adjacent channel asuignmenus‘ Thlp 1s because :

l) We would 11ke bo aVOid difflcu’tleﬂ wi*h quSS moau;atlon, which®
might occur when -the adjacent, assignments ¢oncern the same transe
mltting Station,

2) in Norway transmittlng and receiving stations for the qame, or
for different serv1oeb, -are often situated ab close, .Clstances.

In connection with point 1) vie- would ike o make spe01a reference‘
to the foilowing assignments (see iist. of remarks) : . .

0 band, blocks 33 and 34

R band, channels 9874.87 and 9876.5
X band, channels 552 and 555,75

%4 band, channels 19567 and 19571,

+'As regards point 2) we refer to the list of remarks itself.
In-conclusion we would like to make the following remark <5 on ‘the use
of frequencies :

'’ The volume of tratfic to Paris and. Brissels is too great to be handled
on the forked circuit HJ 9¢: We must: therofore organize the uommunicatlons
ort'this circuit in a different manner, ,: =~ - . .

In this and certain other cases we may have to use more than one fre-
quency in the complement-at the same fime, or alternatively, to utilize a
combined set of frequencies allotted “to' a group of ‘eircuits according to -
traffic needsu . .

The reservatlon on the yimultaneous use of 1requen01es in a complement
applies also to networks, where in some cases the whole complement may have
to beused at the same time, accordlng to-distance and trafficu '

s v e

Note : The detailed remarks and comments annexed t6 the previous letter
have been classified in a set of files, each of which: refers to a
given service, Land or region. These files are at the alsposal of
the Extraordinary AdminlgtratAve Codferencss - v
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N° 51.6 = C.A. Res. 200 ‘ 16 December, 1950
Comments on : H

Referring to your communication N° 9.6/764 of October 14, (Annex 15,
para. 6a), the Norwegian Administration encloses herewith its comments
in duplicate on the Region 1 Plan of Geneva, 1949.

Comments by the Norwegian Telegraph Administration :

. The Region 1 Plan has the appearance, at least in part, of being _
heavily overloaded. - If the different channels were often tn be used simul-
taneously on heavy traffic, serious interference could be expected in
many important cases. It is impossible to foresee to which extent the
services would utilize the frequencles a331gned to them, and 1t is there-

In some cases, however, 1t is easier to estimate the quallty and also
the équality of such a331gnments, partlcularly when these ‘concern stations
in the same service.

Durlng the 1atter part of the Reglon 1 Conference thé Norweglan Dele-
gation made certain suggestlons for amending the plan, some of which could
not then be carried through., Some of these suggestions are mentioned in
the following, but others may have to be dlscussed later durmng the Confe-

rence. : )

The protection for our CP frequencies is in’ many cases rather small and
often inferior: compared with certain gther assignments. The protection for
our small power FX service is also very poor for quite a number of the

channels assigned. It is however our intention, as far as possible, to
make use of the VHF facilities in the future for this FX service. The
change over can not be made quickly and can not be effected for all of
these circuits. How far the assigned chennels will serve our purpose is
therefore a difficult matter to decide at this time.

The frequencies around 1950 kc¢/s should in our opinion have been assi-

gned in a more efficient manner. The frequency 1967 kc/s assigned to Nor-

-way will be almost useless bscause of 1nterference,-and should have been -
at’ least 14 ke/s higher.

- To avoid difficulties with 1ow MUF values one of the freguencies 3677
or 3690 kc/s should if possible be shifted to the band 3155-3200 ke/s.

The freguency band 3500 to 3800 kc/s is to be shared between the Ama-
teur, the Fixed and the Mobile, except the aeronasutical mobile, services
These three services are supposed to share the band on equality of rlght.

Slnoathls sharing problem has not been -dealt with by splltting up the
band for exclusive use by each individual service, we presume that the
countries intend to allow the amateurs to work in the entire band, perhaps
without any specific rules or recommendations to avoid serious or harmful
interference to the other two serv1ces.

Inasmuch as the- amateurs are free to choose thelr working frequencies,
while the two other services must only use their definite assigned frequen=
cies, the presupposition of equal terms far thesec services are not fulfilled.
It therefore seems necessary to encourage the amateurs to take special
precautions when working in this band, and always be ready to cease trans-
mission. when interference to the other serviees in the band is manlfest
or might be anticipated.
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NEW ZEALAND

a——p——

No 52,1 - 8 June, 1950

Comments on ¢ O.

In reference to your circular N° 20/30 of the 2nd March last about
the draft of the new International Frequency List prepared by the Provision-
"~ - al) Frequency Board j; it is desired to make the followlng oomments in
connection with the coast statlons plans :

(l) Coast’ rgdio-t ephone. stqtlons.

4413.8 ko/s. The New Zealand assignment is satisfactory, except
that Hawaii (3 kW) is likely to cause harmful interference on
the adjacent channel of 4420,7 ke/s when New Zealand stations
are working ships in the Hawaii area.

878341 ke/s. There is a possibility of harmful ‘interference from
China on the adjacent chamnel of 8790,2 ke/s and of co-channel
interferénce from the Argentine stations '

113;88,2 ke/s. The New Zealand assignment is satisfactbry.

1732542 ke/se n " " n 1

- The. difficulties involved in prov1d1ng suitable altornatiVG
- frequency a851gnments in the 4 Mb/s and 8 Mc/s bands are recogn~
ized, .

(2) Goagt radio—tclegraph stﬁtiog§
82 2 kc(s. Wellingtone Satisfactory.
13056 _ke/s. "o "
17170.4 ke/ss W

It is regretted that because of opcrﬁtlonal considorations, certain
changes in the plan will be necessary in the case of Awarua and Waiourus

e o.n\oooob‘a-teo‘oo'.ooouén'a‘u'fo‘ ||||||| (°?00 telegram hero‘mder) 0.‘!'.-0

oOQOQO..ao;a.ao..oao.vooooooa-Ooouo....o.o.‘b.on.n.oo»noncbc.l'oaoo-0-......

With the exception of the above-mentioned changes, the plans are
sat&sfactory from New Zealand's point of view, although it must be recogn-
- 'ized that changes which may be requested by other Administrotions are likely
to have a further repercussion on the present New Zealand position.

Ne 522 S - Telegram received 22 June 1950
'Covmeg'bhg ong : C. L o o A _

Rf my letter P and T 1950/3085 of 8th June about coast station plans stop
Disregard references to changes in frequency allocations of Awarua and
Waiouru for circuits C HM 5 C-HM 8 and C HM 9 stop Now proposed that.
frequencies shown in radiotelegraph plan for these circuits remain unchanged

stop Present plan satisfactory to New Zu&lqnd for the circuits shown in
the 1lst + : _ S
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No 52,3 o L 15 June, 1950

Comments on : A

In reférence to your circular letter N° 20/20 of the 10th February last
about the draft of the new International Frequency List for stations of the
Aeronautical Mobile OR Service : it is desired to inform you that amendments
are required to be made in respect of certain of the New Zealand allocations.
Details in this regard are indicated on the attached sheets In addition,
the spelling of the place names Ohakea and Lauthala Bay rc?ulre correction,
In the printed list of assignments these places appear as "Chakia" and
"uanthala Bay" respectivelys

It is desired to point out that the list of Aeronautical Mobile OR
assignments did not reach this Administration until the 8th May,

Regarding the list of assignmcnus for the ueronautlcal Mobile R service:
this list is at presont under consideration and you will be informcd shortly
of any comments it is desired fo makes

Note : The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the preceding letter
have been classified in a set of files, cach of which refers to a
given service, band or regions The files arc at the disposal of
the Extraordinary Ldministrative Conferences

No 52,/ 22 June, 1950
Comments on : B.

Further to my letters P. & T. 1950/3085 of the 15th June about the
draft of the new International Frequency List for stations of the aeron-
autical mobile service : in accordance with the terms of Recommendation
N° 4 of the Final fgrcement of the International fLdministrative Aeronauti-
cal Radio Conference, discussions with the Australian authorities about
station frequency assignments have been held and an assi ignmentlizt for stations
under New Zealand's control has now been’ propared. :

As form N° 2 is not now appropriatc for notlfying the frequencies
to be used, forms in use by this Administration have been substituted
 and completed copies are attached hereto for your information, In order.
‘to avoid confusion it has becn found d031rable to allocate a new serics

of circuit numbers.

The ﬂrcqubncy usage plan for New Zealand lLcronautical Mobile "R!
Services is in conformity with the plan developed by the IeleleReCe and
consequently the frequency assignments to stations should be recorded in
the REGISTRLTION column, Thus full compliance with Resolution N° 6 of

- the Final Jgreement of the IeleleReCs is claimeds

Note ¢ The forms annexed to the previous letter constitute the assignment
frequoncy list for the Neo~Zcaland stations of the Aeronautical Mobile
"R" Service and have becn classified in a set of files, each of which
rcfers to a given servico, band or regione Thesc files arc at the
disposal of the Extraordinery idministrative Conferences
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Yo 52,5 22 June, 1950

Commcnts og‘: E and F,.

In refercnce to your circular letters N 20/59 and 20/72 of
the 6th and 18th April respectively about the draft of the new
International Frequency List prepared by the PeFeBe : o study of the
“draft lists has been mede and it is apparent that all the New Zealand
requirements submitted have been dealt with by tho Provisional Frequency
' Board and that no circuits have been omitteds It is clearly cvident,
however, that some of the sharing plans arc no satisfactory to New Zealand
and detailed comments in this regard will be found on the attached sheets.(1)

. Although this Administration requested that certain of its fixed
gtations be permitted to operate in the 4063-4438 ke/s maritime mobile
band under the provisions of paragraph 155 of the International Radio
Regulations, it would appear that the high power used by many coast
stations would moke operation of fixed scrvices stations in this band
extrcmely difficult.In ¢hese circumstances it is desired that these fixed
gservice circuits be transferred to the "F" band of frequenciess

1) A new detailed comment has been given in a letter dated 6 July 1950,

P~

Note : The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the previous letter and
thosoe contalned in the letter of 6 July 1950 have been classified in
a set of files, each of which refers to a given service, band or
region, These files are at the disposal of the Extraordinary Admin-
istrative Conference, o
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No 52.6 ~ : : - 18 December, 1950
C'»A-O ReS. 200 < v .

Comments on A,B,C, D, E,F, Gand J

» Your olrcular letter 9,6/764, 14th October, 1950
did not reach New Zealand until 28th November, 1950, and, consequently,
little time has been available in .which to reply. The copies sent by
you on the 20th October were delayed due to being sent as "ailr freight"
- and 1t is deslred that, in future, normal air letter mail facilities be
~used for such matters of importance and urgency. ' A cabled reply to your
telegram 157/18th November indicated that because of ‘the delay involved
in receipt of the necessary information this letter may be slightly delayed.

The New Zealand Adminisffation now desires to comment with
particular reference to Annex 15 of 9.6/764 (Resolution 200 of the Admini-
strative Gouncil) as follows : - ’

1, Region 3 Plan,

The Region 3 Plan in its present form with a few amendments and
additions is satisfactory to New Zealand, but leaves little scope for
expansion in New Zealand radio.services; This is due to the fact that
we have had in the past a 5 kc/® channelling scheme above 1,605 ke/s, and
continued on this basis during the Region 3 Conference, especially as the
conference recommendation was based on a 5 kc/sisystem. However, the
Australian Administration found it necessary to 'adopt a 4 ke/s scheme, and,
after analysis in New Zealand during the past few months, it has been
decided that it would be desirable to adopt the same channelling system as
Austpalia, in order to simplify sharing:and to avold the presence of 1, 2

" and 3 ke/s heterodymes, B S ‘

This work could have been deferred, but it was considered that users
could not reasonably be expected to be involved in two frequency changes,
one to the existing Region 3 Plan, involving 77 New Zealand frequency changes
and the second to meet a 4 ke/s channelling requirement at a later stage.
Opportunity was accordingly taken of the deferment of The Hague Conference
to initiate the work involved, and it is now under way, The process will
not be completed until early next year and it will not be possible to notify
the Union of all the changes involved until about April, 1951, These
changes will be extensive and practically every New Zealand assignméent in
the Region 3 Plan above 1,605 ke/s will require alteration,

The repercussions on the work in Geneva are appreciated, and accord-

ingly every effort will be made to present the modifications in a convenient
form for easy incorporation in any list, ' To this end, data will be presen-
ted in the form of List I Appendix 6-R.R., i,e.,, the "International Fre-
quency List". 1In preparing the amendments, full cognisance will be taken of
interference questions, both by discussions with neighbouring countries,  or
by inspection of the Region- 3 List already prepared at Geneva, 1949,
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It should be appreclated that any changes in Tropical Broadcasting
Plans will of necessity have a further repercussion on the New Zealand List.
This cannot bec assessed until the Extraordinary Conference.

8o far as changes below 1,605 ke/s arc concerned, thesec will be
comparatively minor in scope and.are -net likely to affect-countries other
than Lustralia with which Administration prior understandings will have
been obtained,

. i o .

'Pleasc rost assured that we will do everything in .our power not to
allow these changes to affect unduly ‘the work involved at the Extraordinary
Conference, - It is regretted that they are so extensive, but in the light
of all factors the New Zealand Administration will have no alternative but
to request the Confercnce to take cognlsance of them,

. 2.. heronautical ﬂob;le Service Plans

These are completely accoptable to New Zealand in thelr. present
foms;

We have finalised such negotiation as appears neccssary in respeet
of R.D.L,R.A. and sub~R.D.L.R.4, frequencies for the "R" plan. You have
becn notificd of thesec frequencics together with M.W.4.R.4. frequencies in
a form which pormits of the preparation-of a station assignment list
(Refcrcnce Recommendation No. 4 I.h.4.R.C. Y. -

. The o statlon 3551gnncnt liot has becn corrected, and amendcd.

. We. consider that the basic frequency allotment plan for the acro-
nautical "R" service: should not be altered at the Extruordlnary Conference,

. the work involved being too great, However, we are quite agreeable to

_new assignments being made providing the technical standards of the I.4,A.R.C,
are respected, both for "R" and "OR" station assignment 1ists.

3. Higg Freguencx Maritime Mobile Telephony and Telegraphz Plans.

. These are acceptable to New Zealand in their’ nresent form. with certain
aminor amendments .and additions. - The New Zealand Administration is pre-
..pared to support the contention that telegraph emissions .should normally be
-limited to Al and that power should normally be limited to the extent shown
in Document No. 591 of the P.F.B, We belleve that it is only by the
limitation of power that mtisfactory aocomnodation for requirements can be

found.

4. Fixed §ervige'glan .

Despite the fact that plans were not: ‘prepared for several bands, we
find that in the bands where plons Have been made the majority of. assignments
made to New Zealand ‘are satisfactory. ‘

We -are not satisfied w1th the Fixed Service Assignments mode to New
Zealand in the Moritime Mobile bend of 4,063 = 4,438 ke/s under. the! terms
of Number 155 R.R, - We will suffor mutual interference between cargo ships
and our own coast stations and fixed stations, and, further, the extremely
high powers used by other coast stations would make the operation of our
low power fixed sexrvices too difficult, We further note that certain of
the assignments made to New Zecaland are in derogation of Number 155 R.R.
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and we do not agree that this should be the case. Oonsequently, we will
request the transfer of these circuits to fixed service bands, preferably

F.

Oomments in respect of New Zealand assignments in fixed service plans
(excluding consideration of Section 16 requirements) prepared by the Pro-
visional Frequency Board are as follows ¢ =

-F Band ~ Almost entirely satisfactory as it stands, but we request
- ~v-certa1n additions (see above),

GiBand Two-readgustments required,

H Band | One readjustment required.

I Band Entirely satisfaétory.

J Band Sétiéfacfoiy» |

K Band No Plan.

L Band No Plan.

M Band No Plan.

N Band No Plan.

0 Band No Plan.

P Band No Plan.

Q Band One readjustment,

R Band Sétisfactoryq

S Band Satisfactory with one readjustmenﬁ.

T Band  No Plan.

UBand Satisfactory with two readjustments,

' Band, Satisfactory. | |

W Band Unsatisi’aetory;‘

‘x Band ANo Pian.
Y Band satisfactory with one readjustment.
 ‘Z>Band Setisfactor v w1tn.oﬁe‘readjustment.

aa Band Satisfactory,

bb Band Satisfactory

.cé Band _Sétisfactory

dd Band Satisfactory with two readjustmenté
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‘e Band  Satisfactory.

ff Band Satisfactory.

There are, of course, Section 16 additions and amendments required
in the above plans, The effect of these amendments may meke the plans
less satisfactory to New Zealand. Further, amendments being made by this
Adninistration may make existing shareu'unacceptable to other Administra-
tions., Where plans are stated as teing satisfactory to this Administra-
tion it is on the clear understanding that other Administrations are utilis-
ing sufficiently directive transmitting antennas on adjacent channels as
well as co-channels. In most cases, the shares would necessitate the use
of better receiving antenna systems by this Administratxon.

5 1 - 150 ke/s Plan ~ No asggggments to New Zealandq

6. High Frecuency Broadcasting Plan,

No comments as there is no plan., However, we are prepared to support
fully the final Recommendations of the Rapallo Conference.

7»  General (In relation to (c) of invitation of Resolution 200 of
Administrative Council).

The New Zealand Administration adheres to the prineciple of an orderly
development of use of the Radilo Frequency Spectrum, and believes that the
progress made to date, being substantlal, cannot lightly be jettiscned.

It is considered that the enginecering rules developed by the P,F.B, if wisely
used can produce a more economical frequency usage system, In our own case
we have 242 Berne registrations for fixed circuits on frequencies higher
than 3,9 me/s, The P,F.Bs procedure with an application of stringent
consolidation of ¢ircuits and frequencies gives 19/ frequencies, a seving of
48 frequencies or about 20%. Consequently, there is no inflation either in
registration or in the engineering procedure,

It i3 our view that there can be no progress without some sacrifice,
and while we recognise that countries must protect their important circuits,
nevertheless we believe that it is the desire of the majority of countries
to have order rather than confusion. If, to achieve this objective, it is
necessary to restrict for the time being frequency demands, then thls should
be done,

We believe that there is greater room for consolidation cf requirements
on the part of all countries, e have 123 fixed circults using frequencies
above 3,9 me/s, The P,F.B, rules have given 388 frequencies by straight
application, With consolidation 194 frequencies are obtained. We are
unable to go further at this stage, but we think, having reduced by 20% our
Berne list filings for a small number of c1rcu1ts, that countries having
large numbers of circults can at least reach this fi Lgure, there being more
possibilities of reduction.,

We find that cases of harmful interfevence are on the increase,
Reports from stations under the control of this Administration indicate that
congestion of the spectrum is not mere fantasy. Shifting fixed circuits
into a narrower spectrum space will nol decreoase the effect but cbviously

- will increase it.  Gonsequently, for a precper approach we must limit the
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assignments being made, Administrations must, therefore, if satisfaction
is to be attained, reduce their demends, This cannot be over emphasised,
If we do not sacrifice our demands then our services will be sacrified by
interference, The picture is very clear,

, We are prepared to adopt any reasonable policy which will provide an
orderly approach to the problem backed up by further consolidation and
restriction. We fully realise that equipment design must plﬂv an important
part in any such approach, The developnent will prove expen51ve. The
time~sharing of circuits requires reconsideration. ‘

It is our desire that the Aecronautical Plan_bevintfoduoed at the

- earliest possible moment; This could not be accomplished fregquency by

frequency, since the frequencies for the Aeronautical Plan -~ and for the
Maritime Mobile Plans ~ are not necessarily the same as exist to-day for
other circuits occupying the adjacent spectrum space., With fast flying
national and international aircraft depending upon a planned comnunications
system, both mobile and fixed, we would not be able to agrce with any move
which may tend to leave any other circuits operating in the bands over any
period of time.  Therefore, we would require to shift frequencies band by
"band., As it would appear that any feronautical Mobile Plan must be intro~
duced simultaneously world-wide, to provide for M,W,A,R.4; - similarly any
Maritime Mobile Plan - it nmust then follow.that all changeu must be made in
a relatively short period,

If this is to be done, then we feel that all fixed circuit frequencies
must be negotiated in advance, which means negotiation at the Extraordinary
Conference, and which in turn means an earnest endeavour to prepare an
orderly and co-ordlnated International Frequency List,

Summarising, we advocate the following approach to the existing
problen.

1, - The acceptance of existing plans as far as possible -~
Regional, Aeronautical and Maritime Mobile and Fixed,
as suggested by the Administrative Council,

2. The devolopnont of an orderly approach to the problen
of the fixed bands based on a greater reduction of demands
in the first instance, :

3. The'containing of international high frequency broadeasting
" services in the appropriate bands - preferably on a planned
basis but in any case with limitation to the appropriate bands,

Le The 1mplepont~t10n of services posse531ng frequencies lying
above 3,9 me/s within a restricted period. ‘

5. The implementation of services posse551ng frequencies lying
below 3.9 me/s in a restricted period not necessarily, but
preferably at the same time as in 4. :

The roply to (d) of the invitation contained in Resolution 200
will follow later, It will not be possible to. furnish any data in respect
- of (e), since this Administration's monltorlng acbiv1ties are confined to
“its own services at the present time.
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PAKISTAN

Ne 5301 | 13 May, 1950

Comments on : A

Please refer to your Circular letter N° 20/20 of 10th February, 1950
on the above subject forwarding the draft frequency list for the Aeronaut-
ical Mobile OR service, This Administration has found the list acceptable
and has no further comments or obsarvatlons to makeo '

No 53,2 .27 May, 1950

Co mments on 3 D,

Please refcr ‘to your Circular letter N° 20/45 of the. léth March, 1950
and the draft of the International Frequency List forwarded for the, band
1, = 150 ke/s. This Adminlsﬁratlon has considered the list and has no
comments to offer,

N 5343 » 30 May, 1950

A Comments on ¢ E and F,

Reference your circular N° 20/59 of 6th Appil 1950 stbﬁ'This Adminis—
tration has the followlng comments and observations on the draft frequenqy
lists forwarded Stop

a) The time given to the Admlnlstzﬂtlon for examination of the frequency
lists . for submission of comments and observations by lst June most
Inadequate stop Considering the doted by which draft frequency lists
were received and the volume of work involved in detailed examination
it is impossible for this Administration to send any 8etailed comments
and observations $top : :

b) From the preliminary examination made . of some of the draft frequency
lists by bands this Administration feels that the assignments made
agoinst Pakistan's requirements in certain bands have in a number of
cases been unsatisfoctory and hence unacceptable stop To furnish few
examples in band @ out of a total of 460 ke/s 45 kc/§ only assigned
.against 31 requirements a majority of which glven adjacent channels
stop Foréed consolidation in many cases tnwolving assignments between
5 to 6 national cireuits of different departments considered incapable
of satisfactory operation stop Similarly in band R out of a total
bandwidth of 220 kc/s Pakistan's assignments are only 13 kc/s .against
13 different requircments and hence unsatisfactory Stop
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c) Regarding extended chamnelling plans for bands P, T and X this
Administration wishes to record that it has already consolidated its
requirements in full and there is no possibility for any further
reduction in its requirements Stop

d) As regards bands K, L, M, N and O this Admlﬁistratlon recommends
' that stations of power . below 25 watts of all adminlstratlons may be
considered on notification basis Stop

e) This Administration wishes to bring it to the notice of the Mbmbers of

‘ the I,T.U. its exceptional position with regard to its frequency requi-
rements as notified vide I.T.U. Notification N° 567 of 16th January
1949 Stop Pakistan came into being on 15th August 1947 and reguire-
ments as filed with P,F.B. before April 1948 do not adequa#ly represent

. thé actual needs Stop The circuits of various departments had not
stabilised and hence this Administration would request .consideration
of its Article 16 requirements along with the orlglnal requirements on an
equal footing Stop . :

f) .In view of points a) to e) this Admlnlstratlon reserves. its p051t10n
W1th regard to these draft frequency lists + :

No 53.4 " ' © " 30th May, 1950
Comments on :‘C |

, Reference your circular N° 20/30 regarding maritime mobile telegraph
telephone plans Stop Because of the fact that Pakistan is divided in two
portions.linked by sea she has perforce to rapidly develop her mercantile
marine navy and establish new ports Stop The frequencies assigned for
telegraphs working-in maritime mobile bands are insufficient to cope with
~ even our present requirements Stop Also no assignments have been made for
" telephone channels Stop Under the circumstances Pakistan reserves her
right to submit additional demands for maritime mobile plans at the forth-
coming September Conference and its acceptance of the maritime plan is
depending on her essential requirements being satisfactorily met +

_ No‘ 53;5 : o v . : L 30th May, 1950
’Cpmments on 3 J

Reference your letter N° 10.4/1 of 1l6th January, 1950 regarding

" Region 3 Conference frequency list Stop . From prelimindry examination

~ the list can be generally accepted Stop . However detailed comments and

- amendments if any will be submitted later " Stop This Administration would
record that, insufficient separation has been given to Al A3 channels “Stop
'The general spacing allotted is 2.5 kc/s and in some cases as low as l.25
ke/s which is unsatlsfactorzly +
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No 53.6 L 20th February, 1951
C.A. ReSs 200 . . '

Comments on : E, J and the whule of the draft'iist

In continuation of our telegram dated the 31st December, 1950 in .
which comments amplifying those previously submitted were promised, I have
been directed to invite your attention first to the original comments
offered in June 1950%on the various deaft. lists. Following addltlonal
commenis are now offered : :

I - Reg QAB Plan

1 In the medium wave broadcasting: assignment plan poor go-channel
Lprotectlon has been prov1ded 1n the following assignments to
Pekistan’s stations

‘570 ke/s, 750 kefs, 830'kc/s; 1160 ke/s.:

Poor adaacent channel protectlun has been prcvzded in the fbllowing
assignments to Pakistan’s stations :

790 ke¢/s, 1030 ke/s, 1050 kc/s, 1080 kc/s, noo-‘-kc/s, “1210 ke/s,
11260 ke/s, 1340 kc/s.

" Proposals for improving the protectlon will be made by the Pakistan
© Delegation at the Geneva August Conference,

2. Band_2300 to 2500 ke/s :

A number of low power fixed stations have been placed near the broad-
casting stations with a separation of only 5 to 7.5 ke/s. Because
of their proximity to the broadcasting stations harmful interfe-
rence will be caused. In most of the cases, poor co-channel ar
adjacent channel protection have been provided which make the staw
tions unsatisfactory for broadcast transmissions., Specific propo-

- -sals for.improving any assignments will be taken up by the Pakistan

:Delegatlon -at -the August Conférences.

";; - Prov1szonal Erequencv Board Plans !Broadcastzgg assignmentst

" Bands D and £ (3900 = 3950 ke/s and 3950 = 4000 ke/s)

Our demand for 5 channels in this 1mportant band has not been met
with satisfactorily. We have been ‘assigned only 2 chamnels, that is, 3915
and 3955 kc/s for the period 0230 to 0730 GMT. The hours of operation of
these frequencies require to be revised to cover the periocd 0100 to 1900
GMT,

Band 4750-5060 ke/s
" 'In this band all the 5 channels have been assigned for operation from

0100° to 1800 GMT, whereas the requlrement is for the period 0100 to 1900

GMT. A number of low power fixed stations have also been placed near to the
broadcasting stations and the Paekistan Delegatlun to the August Conference
will: take up the cases fbr improvement of protect;on for the stations,

Pakistan’s special positlon with regard to the radio frequencies is

- well known, The requests sent, to the P10v1310nal Frequenqy Board in 1947

+ See comments published under No8 53.1 to 53.5
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do no longer represent the actual requirements of our expanded services.

To meet the pressing needs for expansion of broadcasting a number of new
services had to be introduced and the International Telecommunication Union
is requested to consider these requirements on par with the requirements
filed earlier. In many cases the additional services are being provided by
extension of the hours of operation, increase of powers. To increase the
zone of services and also to take care of the conditions of the lower sun
gpot activities specially during the winter season the frequency assignments
in these bands have to be adequate.

‘Attached separately is-also a list of the amendments. (Appendix I)
proposed to the assignments and it is hoped that the I.F.R,B. will find it possible
to accept and introduce the amendments subgect, of course, to the approval
of the other countries. :

III - Provisional Frequengy Board Plans (other than broadcastlgg} _

Detailed comments for different bands are enclosed herew1th (Appen-
dix II). It would appear from the comments that assignments in many cases
have been prepared after ruthless consolidation of the requirements. In
band Q out of a bandwidth of 460 kc/s, epproximately 30 kc/s have only been
allotted to Pakistan. .In band R (225 ke/s) against 13 requlrements, only
13 kc/s have been assigned, In band G 4438 ke/s to 4650 ke/s, in a majority
of a331gnments, Russian stations with high powers are placed only'l kc/s
away from Pakistan stations.,

In a majority of cases, our low power stations have not been given
adequate protectlon. Con81der1ng the fact that we are using Iow powers
for our internal services, with a view to economical use of spectrum, this
interference would be most pregudlcial to such operatlon and would defeat
the purpose of operation with low power.

IV - Pakistan'’s spe er&@l_&mmﬂﬂmzimﬁwxwre eme

I have also been directed to invite your attention to Pakistan’s
exceptional position with regard to its frequency requirements as notified
vide I.T.U, Notification N° 567 of 16th January 1949. Pakistan came into
being on 15th August 1947 and requirements as filed with P,F.B. before
April, 1948 do not adequately represent our actual needs, Our circuits had
not stabilised at the time of filing the requiremerits and hence this Admi-
nistration would request consideration of our Artiecle 16 requirements along
with original requirements on an equal footing.

. .

Note : Annexes 1 and 2 to the previous letter have been classified in a set
of files, each of which refers to a given service, band or Region.
These files are at the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative
. Conference.
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PARAGUAY

Ne 55,1 8 May, 1950
- Gomhsnﬁs‘onu: By -

. - X have the honour to acknowledge receipt of your circular letter
No- 20/59, dated 6 April 1950, together with some:of the documents mentioned
thereine -

We have not, however, received the documents mentioned in paragraph 1
of the second. part of your letter nor the list of frequency requirements
for 1nclu51on in bands K, L, M ‘N and” O

. Since. the draft - assignmcnt plans you have -sent us do. not include .
almost the. totality of our country's reqplremcnts, a.large percent .
~ of which concern circuits already in operation, absolutecly cssentia fbr
~ the normal devalopmeut of .our commurijcations, I have the honour, in
. gecordance with paragraph 7 of Hesolution NO 154 of the Administrative °
Council, to‘enclosé horewith a 1ist of these minimum requircments for
consideration by the thraordinary-Admlnistrﬂtiva Radlo Ccmfbrence to be
held at the Hague thls Septembers

- With respect to. Yoquirements in “biinds K, L, M, N'and 0, sinde we
“have not received the rclevant documents, WG are: st;ll in the &ark as to
‘whether our requirements have ‘been included, - )

'As soon as we have the releVﬂat dooumenﬁs, we shzll sond the General
Secretariat as soon as possible any corrents we may have on the draft
agsignmentse

Note : The list annexed to the prevzous letter has been c1a331ficd dn'a.
 set of files which are ot the disposal of the Extraordinary Adminig-.
. trative Conferences’

N 55.2 31 May, 1950
Comments on : P, .

List frequency requirements for inelusion in bands 'K, L,'P; N and O
does not cover mjor part of declared requiremecnts our services Stop
Confirmation and details follow by airmail+..
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NETHERLANDS
SURINAM, NETHERLANDS ANTILLES AND NEW GUINEA

No 56.1 | o - 27 May, 1950

Comments on : E and the whole of the draft liste

Referrlng to your ecirculay 1etter No 20/59 dated April 6th 1950,
I have thc homnur to inform you of the following :

The Netherlands Administration is of the opinlon, that gonerally
speaking the enginecring framework which the Provisional Frequency Board
determined pursuent to pare 12 of the Atlantic” City Resolution relating
to the preparation of the new International Frequency List, is an impor-
tant contribution to the field of radio communications. In future it will
be possible to determine each frequency required for a given radio circuit
wherever in the world and for any hour of the day in every season through-
out the solar cycle. In this respect the work of the P.F.B, has become
a complete successe : - ' ' :

The said Resolution, howevbr, states in par. 11 that the engi-
neering princlpleo are to be applled in the preperation of the new Fre=
quency Ligt in such a way os to improve the utilization of the radio

. . spectrum by providing for the continued nperation of all serv1ces in ‘eve~

ry ¢ountry, while ellmlnatlng harmful 1uuerferancee

The Nethorlands ndmlniutrﬁtlon regrets very much, that in study=-
ing the draft List closely, it came o the conclusion thet it has not
been possible for the PiF.B. to come up to this point of its task satis=

factorily, at least not as far as the frequencies for the services of the
Netherlands, Surinam, Curagao and Netherlands New Guinea are concerned.

‘It seems unnecessary to summarize here the various reasons for
which it became. impossiblc to draw up. a draft List satisfactory to every .
country.From several documents of the P,F.B. on discussions which took
ploace on this point, it results, that these reasons are very clear and
well known to all those interested.

Nevertheless, it may be of importance to dwell on one of the
main reasonsg

In applying the engineering principles the P.F.Bo found that
the frequency complements for a large number of clrcults had to be much more
‘extensive ‘than operational practice for many years had ‘shown. to. be ’
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necessary. This neans, that the total nunmber of frequencies required
in sccordance with the adopted principles is still much higher than
the number of frequency requirements subnitted by the various Admini-
strations alreandy was.

The P.F.B. request to consolidate those requirements was,
therefore, very reasonable,

: Fron the very outset of the preparation of & new Frequency
List, the Netherlands Administration rcstricted its requlrenents to
the utnost, not only as far as the P.T.T. radio services were concerned,
but also as repgards the other radio services in the Netherlands. In
addition to the request of the P.F.B. the requirencnts were reconsidered
and consolidoted as far as practicable,

A study of the draft List shows, that, in spite of this,the
assigments to the Netherlands radio services hwve been cut down
tremendously.

Fron the list annexed to this letter you may learn that in
the Bern List of 1947, 402 frequencies were notified for ‘the Netherlands,
124 of which having priority.

‘ The Netherlands requirenonts anounted to 238‘frequenc1es,
__whereas the P.s.B draft Llst shous only a total of 164 froqucnc1es.

When con31der1nﬂ dnly the frequencies for P.T.T. services,
you will obsocrve fron the amnex that in the Bern List 195 frequencies
were notified, 111 of which having priority. The requirenents amounted
to 89 frequenCLOS, whereas only 59 were a351gned,

The position proposed appears to be even nore serious when
‘considering the extrenely important 18 Mc/s bang cJonc.t prosent the
Netherlands P.T.T. radio services have at their disposal 34 frequencies
in this band, as laid down in the Bern List of 1947. Out of these 34
frequencies 25 have priority. We subnitted requlremonts to a nunber of
17 and only 3 wore assigned. : :

Taking into account the fact that prevention and elinination
of harmful interference arc the main objects in preparing a new Frequency
List one nay compare the indication YPriority" with the indication
"International Protection from harmful intorfercnce", the latter neaning
registration in the "Registration Column"., When considering in this
light the strong position of the Netherlands radioc services in the Bern
List as compared with the positicn in the draft List, one night jump
to the conclusion that there would be an advantage for the Netherlands
Adninistration in accepting this draft for 124 frequencies with "Priority"
were to be replaced by 164 frequencies having the right to "International
Protection.”

Irrespective of the fact that it does not in any way hold good
for the frequencies assigned to the P.T.%.s:rvices, especially not relative
to the 18 Mcé ¥Bnd,this reasoning cannot possibly be maintained when
studying the numerous cases of frequency sharing from the point of view
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" of a sound engineering basis.
| This may be illustrated by the following ekamplés :

I, The frequency of 9 448 .25 ke/s has been a381gned to “the circult Amster—
dam~Lima and to the circuits Amsterdam-Djakarta and Amsterdam-Curagao

as well, As this frequency must be used in all three directions at the same

" time, the assignment cannot possibly be implemented. Moreover, the circuit

Amsterdam-Lima is a simple P,T.T, telegraph circuit; whereas both circuits

Amsterdam—Djakarta and Amsterdam-Curagao are press (Hell) circuits.

II. The frequency of 14 951,25 kc/s has been assigned.to both circuits

Amsterdam-Lisbon and Amsterdam-New York/Paramaribo. . Here again a consi-
derable difference in type of emission, morse and teletype respectively.
Should the circuit Amsterdam-Lisbon-become a teletype communication in the
future, even then simultaneous use would be' 1mp0951b1e.‘ The draft list .
suggests that the frequency is to be used at different. periods of time for’
the two circuits, but 14 or 15 Mc/s is usable for Lisbon from 7 a.m. to 4
pem. (gmt) and for New York from noon tzll late in the evenlng, which results
in an overlap of at:least 4 hours. . A ,

ITITI. In many-cases the same frequency was assigned to the circuits Amsterdafd
Cairo and Amsterdam~Tangier. Simultaneous use is impossible on account

of the difference in type of emission, but in addition the traffic in both

directions is heavy to such an extent that sharing cannot be accepted, not

to mention one of the said cases where the circuit AmsterdampDJakarta was

added .

It needs hardly be said, that in these and also in many other instan-
ces the numerous cases of sharlng with foreign circuits have contributed to
the conclusion at which the Netherlands Admlnistratlon has arrived. This
conclusion reads as follows :

From the above remarks it results that the Netherlands Administration
has shown to be quite willing to cooperate in preparing a new Frequency List
even to such an extent, that it is ready to relinquish a good deal of its
strong position with regard to the frequencies, thus sacrificing something
for the sake of the I.T.U.

However, the Netherlands Administration is sorry to say that it cannot
go so far as to accept the draft List as it reads at present. Acceptance
would, no doubt, mean deterioration of the Netherlands radio serv:ices in an
unwarranted way, for the simple reason that even the -number of frequencies
assigned is less than the number of frequencies in use at present..

The Netherlands Administration is well aware of the fact that the
results of the work of the P.F,B, have turned out to be desappointing and
also that it will be very difficult to show the way to achieve better results,

Due to lack of time the Netherlands Administration is unable to subidt
constructive proposals to improve the general situation at present, but it
hopes to be in a position to do so in the course of the forthcoming Extra-
ordinary Administrative Radio Conference,
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Survey of the number of freguencies

mentioned for the Netherlands in the

- .

P.FoBs draft Freguency List.
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No 56.2 . 24th January, 1951
C.A. Res. 200

Comments on : G, E, F .

- ls  With reference to Resolution Ne 200 of the Administrative Council -
"Preparation for the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference" and
to the Secretary General's telegram No 157/18 of 18th November last, I
advise you that in co-operation with all the Netherlands radio services
the Netherlands Administration has reconsidered

a} the frequency assigmment plans already prepared for the frequency
bands below 4 000 kc/s and the frequency assignment plans prepared
for the maritime mobile and aeronautical mobile services;

b) the draft frequency assigmnment plans in the frequency range between
4 000 and 27 500 ke¢/s, other than those covered by a) above..

2+ The Netherlands Administration has no objection to the frequency
assignment plans for the frequency bands below 4 000 kc/s.

3. Comments, however, are made on the frequency assignments between
4 000 and 27 500 ke/s to :

I) the P.T.T. fixed serVices;

II) the aeronautlcal flxed serv1ces, :

III) the maritime ‘mobile services;

V) the_Internat%onal Blice Commission network;

| for each of which a separéte’list in double is enclosed.

“4e As already stated in my letter dated 27th May, 1950%, acceptance of
the draft List as it reads at present, would, to my regret, be impossi-
ble. My Administration could of course not agree to a plan, which would
mean the closing down of a number of its radiocircuits and the degrading
of the quality of its radloserv1ces or the substantlal reduction of the
traffic.

5. Our requirements have reflected the real position of the frequencies
which we actually need for our various radioservices. No excessive or
extravagant demands for frequencies have been made by us. It is there-
fore evident that we cannot accept the very large reductiorsin our requi-~
rements as have been proposed in the plans prepared by the P.F.B. These
reductions were based on the excessive total demand for frequencies made
by the various countries, a number of which has obviously sent in requi-
rements in excess of those which would follow from the correct epplica-
tion of the rules laid down in the Atlantic City P.F.B.-Resolution.

6. I sincerely hope that the forthcoming Extraordinary International
Administrative Radio Conference may succeed in solving problems then, &s
we could only sign a future plan if at least our present services can
continue their operation, without experiencing harmful interference.

At present our services are operating generally in a satisfactory
way, on the basis of the Bern List of 1947. This will grosso modo be also
the position in most of the other countries.

% ‘
Published under Ne 55,1
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The proposed severe reductions are therefore to a certain extent
artificial and not based on the real situation of the loading of the ether.

Te The methods to be applied for the new International Frequeney List
should be such, that the present day radioservices could continue their

operation, whilst space is created for future services and exten31ons. I
do not doubt that after the strenuous and serious efforts already put in

" solving this important problem, the elaboration of such methods will appeear

to be possible, based on the reality on one sideé and on the strong will of
international cooperation on the other side.

It is with great pleasure that I have noted thet. the I.F.R.B. is

-. also studying new methods and new approaches of the problems. The Nether-

lands Administration will, within the limits of its possibilities gladly

Afglly cooperate with the efforts leading to reach our co@mon.aim.

I) General comments concerning P.T.T. fixed serviges
a) Circuit Amsterdam = New York
Requirement numbers : BJ 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 71, 72, Th, 5.

At present 27 frequencles (12 for radiotelegraphy and 15 for .
radiotelephony) are in use, out of which 18 (8 for radiotelegra-
phy and 10 for radiotelephony) having priority according to the
Bern List of 1947. The P.F.B. documents assign 12 frequencies
(8 for radiotelegraphy and 4 for radiotelephony) to this circuit,
one of which being entirely unserviceable and another two proba-
bly unserviceable owing to sharings.

The number of assignments is unacceptable, but moreover not a
:51ngle frequency in the important 18 and 19 Mq/s-bands has been
assigned.,

Operational practice during many years has proved that these
bands are usable for the greater part of the daylight hours,,

.b) Circuit Amsterdam Indonesia
' Requirement mumbers : EJ 1, 25 35 ko 5, 7, 8.

At present 20 frequencles (9 for radiotelegraphy and 11 for radio=
telephony) are in use, 12 of which (7 for radiotelegraphy and 5
for radiotelephony) having priority accordlng to the Bern List

of 1947 »

The P.F.B., documents assign 14 frequencies (8 for radlotelegraphy
and 6 for radiotelephony) to this circuit, 5 of which being entire-
ly unacceptable and another one probably unserviceable on account
of sharings. Moreover the number of a331gned frequencies 15 less

. than the number actually in use, S

c)'Cigcu;tg Amgterdam - Curacao, Amsterdem = Surinem
’ ,Requirement'numbers s EJ 73, 76, 775 78}‘79, 80.

At present 20 frequencies used (6 for radiotelegraphy and 14 for
radiotelephony), 7 of which (1 for radiotelegraphy and 6 for radio-
telephony) having priority according to the Bern List of 1947.
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The P.F.B. documents assign 16 frequencies (11 for radiotelegra-
phy and 5 for radiotelephony) 5 of which being entirely unaccep-
table.

The number of assigmments is again below that of the frequencies

;1  already in use.’
a)

Circuit Amsterdam -~ Indonesia
Requirement mmber : EJ 18

At present 3 frequencies are in use, 2 of which having prlorlty
according to the Bern List of l947¢

The P.F.B. documents contain 3 frequencies one of which is unservi-
ceable.

Qirection Amsterdam - North Africa

i) Amsterdam - Cairo

Requirement mumber : EJ 22

At present 3 frequencies for radiotelegrephy are in use, all of
which having priority aecording to the Bern List of 1947.

 The P.F.B. documents contain 5 frequencies, 2 of which in the not-

' contained bands P and T.

i) Amsterdem Tangie

- Requiréement number EJ 62

At present 3 frequencles for. fadlotelegrdbhy are in use; 2 of whidH
- having priority according to the Bern Lidt of 1947

The PiF.B: documents dontaln 5 frengncles; 2 of which ini the not-
contained bands P and i

Requirement numbers : EJ 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 (Forked circuit)

At present 18 freﬁuencles (11 for radiotelegraphy and 7 for radio=-

telephony) are in use, 14 of which (9 for radiotelegraphy and 5 for

- radiotelephony) having priority according to the Bern List of 1947.

The P.F.B. documents contain 10 frequencies (6 for radiotelegraphy
and / for radiotelephony) for this circuit, 2 of which are entirely
unserviceable., ~ '

The number of frequencies assigned to this important forked circuit

‘is far below the need, and thcrefore, cannot pos31bly be accepted-

ii) Amsterdam - Lima

.Requirement numbers : EJ 14

kAt present 3 frequen01es for radlotelography are in use,»2 of whloh’

. having priority according to the Bern List of 1947., .

g)

The P.F.B. documents contain 3 frequencles for this 01rcu1t, R of
which, however, being unserviceable. :

Amsterdam - Buropean countries

Requlrement numbers : EJ 19 (Austerdam = Iasbon), EJ 20 (Amsterdam -
Bern), EJ 21 (Amsterdam Rome), EJ 23 (Ams~
terdam - Stockholm).

At present 12 frequencies are in use for radiotelegraphy, 4 of which

having priority according to the Bern List of 1947.
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The P.F.B. and the Regional Conference for Region 1 assign only
7 frequencies, 2 of which being unserviceable. Moreover in the
meantime the ci¥cuit Amsterdem - Prague has beeii reopened.
Recapitulation
Number of freguencies in use and assigned to P.T.T. fixed services
Me/s Number of frequencies Total
band 1T Assigned . In use | hssigned | In use | Assigned
T.] P. by P.F.B. F.| Ps by P.F.Bel! T4F| P, by P.F.B.
3 3 - 3 -1 - - 31i- 3
4 1] 1 - -] - - 111 -
5 1l 1 1 -1 - 1 (1) 1)1 2 (1)
7 91| 5 2 (2) 41 2 - 317 2 (2)
8 2] ~ - - 2( 1 - 411 -
9 A 4 (3) -y o= - b | 4 4 (3)
10 71 5 8 121 2 4 1917 12
11 -1 - 2 (2) -1 - | - -1 - 2 (2)
12 -1 - 3 (2) 311 2 (2 | 3|1 | 5 (4)
13 21 2 3 (3) 2l - 1 4|2 4 (3)
114 611 5 () .| 311 2 (1) 9|2 7 (3)
15 1|1 - N - 111 -
16 .. 212 - - - - 212 -
17 1 - 4 (2) -1 - - 1]- 4 (2)
18 gl 6 5 (5) 1219 - .3 (3) | 20 j15. g8 (8)
19 3] 3 1 1)1 2 A % 3
20 91| 8 1 (2) .81 8 & (1) 17 {1 18 (3)
(and . ‘ _
higher)
- 162139 55 (23) 47125 |19 (8) |109 & | 74 (31)
P = Priority T = Telegraphy F= Teiebhony
Attention is drawn to the fact that frequénciesb assigned to diffe-
rent circuits have been counted for-each.circuit concerned. This means
_|{that the total number of frequencies assigned as compared with tke number
of frequencies in use is still more unfavourable than the ‘recapitulation
shows.
The mumber of unserviceable frequencies i‘s'put between brackets.

I1) General gomments concernlgg Aeronautlca; F;xed Services

As a result of the L.C.4.0. Aeronautical Fixed Telecommunlcatlons
Meeting for the European-Mediterranean Region, Paris 1949, the grouping
of stations in the aeronautical fixed service differs in soie respect fmm
that originally subtmitted to the P.F.B.
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The new grouping is shown in the annexed table.

Amsterddm (Schipol) is only in communlcatlon with the underlined
airfields.
| The,freQuency assigments to many networks are'insufficient to en-
sure a satisfactory continuous service.

III) General comment conger ning Maritime Mobile Serv1ces

PRS- AR Al = e

~a) The remarks concerning the frequencies as51gned by the P.F.B.
to the Netherlands for public correspondence in the Maritime
Radio Service, will at this stage be llmlted to the principal
telegraphy bands 8, 12 and 16 Mc/s.

b) As shown in the following table, eight channzls in these bands,
each with a high priority were in use before 1940.

Maritime Radiotelegraphy Frequencies - Scheveningen-Radio PCH'

o

Frequencies (ke/s) ; P Sharing
x) in USe 1 Notified Assigned by R
. PoFuBo
5525 | 2.1.1946 | 4250 | 1) London, Anapolis, Sumit, Guan-
x 5530 28.9 .1938 tanano, Norfolk Va., Puget Sound]
5535 | 2. 1.1946 6 404 - Wash., Mare I..Cal., Kodiak,
: E Adak, Guam, ILualualei, Tokyo,
g 290 | 2. 1.1946 | 8 518 1) OKHA (Buenos Aires)s
2 .
X : 382 lg_li igié 8.562 2) 2) Gdoteborg, Anapolis, Balbao,Mare
o I., Kodiak, Adak, Lualualel,
L8460 | 2. 1.1946 8 646 3) Guam, Chollas Heights, Bombay;
X 8 465 28. 8.1939 : 1 3) Scheveningen notified, Malta,
8 L70 | 2. -1.1946 8 654 4) Argentinia; Buenos Aires, Nou=
6 ¢ ) ¢ : ) mea, Vizagapatam, Tigmisates;
) 710 16,11, 194 12 768 5) . . - »
x 8715 | 27. 7.1939 | 77 | 4) Choshi o
8 720 16.11,1946 12 77995 6) | 5) Anapolis, San Juan, Summit,Mare

o _ _ I, , Puget Sound, Guam, Inalua—
x 12 320 16.11.1946 12 853.5 1) lei, Adak, Kodiak;. .

12 760 2. 1.1946 | .
» . 6)_Malta, Chatham Mass., (facsimi~
x 12 765 30. 3.1928 12 966 8) le projected) Tsingtao (2 x);

12 770 | 2. 1.1946 |
: 17 007.2 9)| 7) Buenaventura;

8) London, Bombay, Puget Sound,
Mare I., Chollas Heights;

17 237.6 11)| 9) Seattles

13 155 20 1,1946
160 30. 2,1928 17 146.4 10)
13 165 2. 1. 1946

™
et
\SV}

16 585 2. 1.1946 _ : ) o
x 16 590 | 17.6.1936 17 261.6 12) 10) Washington D.C., Westport Wash. |

16 595 2. 1.1946 ) . . San Franciscos
. 22 539  |11) London, Seattle, San Francisco,
x 16 995 2. 1.1946 T Chollas’ Heights;
17 OOO 1 ] . e
17 005 Z. i.igzg 25 551 12) Anapolis, San Juan, Susmit,

Tnalualei, Adak, Kodiak
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Owing to the expected increase in traffic and in order to be able
to ensure communication in cases of interference, an additional
number of frequencies in these bands were notified after the war;
the Bern List of 1947 thus shows in the 8, 12 and 16 lc/s bands
respectively 9, 7 and 7 frequencies, notified for the Netherlands,
to be used by the coaststation Scheveningen-Radio (PCH).

¢) After careful reconsideration and taking into account the new possi-
bility to utilize in scme cases the 22 Mc/s band for traffic with
ships, the requirements in the 8, 12 and 16 lic/s band for assignment
by the P.F.B. were limited to 4 channels in each of these bands.

A limitation, however, offered as a great contribution to internatio-
nal cooperation, which only can be maintained if full.consideration
is given to the important place the Netherlands have among the sea-
faring nations in general and in the field of maritime radlotelegra-
phy in particular.

d) The official maritime traffic statisticé of Geneva for the year 1949
are speaking in this respect a very clear language.

They show that the Netherlands, after world-war II having had to -
rebuild their whole maritime service with the restricted means avai-
lable, have in Europe reached the second place after England as to
the number of radiotelegrams received and transmitted.

Taking into account that these statistlcs give the whole traffic in
all the telegraphy channels assigned to the soaststations of the
countries concerned, thus including the traffic on the middle-fre-
quencies, this place of the Netherlands still gains in importance
with a view to the fact that over 90% of the total traffic of Scheve-
ningen~Radio is handled in the 8, 12 and 16 Nc¢/s bands.

Radiotelegrams transmitted
France Netharlands| Great Britain
and Algeria | “end N. Ireland
1946 8 433 56 937 116 829
1947 | 12 806 77 276 145 221
1948 17 638 85 378 C147 164
1949 : 21 238 85 876 156 187
Radiotelegrams received | |
1946 . 47 142 113 120 439 686
1947 _ 62 420 155 402 530 812
1948 71 649 167 512 - 587 531
1949 86 412 201 525 61/ 181
Total maritime traffic
1946 55 575 . 170 057 | 556 515
1947 75 226 232 678 676 033
1948 89 287 . . 252 890 | 734 695
1949 107 650 287 401 770 368
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e) These results could only be obtained by an abnormal and out=
gtanding effort of the coaststation itself and all the ships
cooperating, notwithstanding the service was increasingly
hampered in a most serious way by "newcomers" in the old PCH-
channels, often resulting in an intolerable delay in the trans-
mission of telegrams. The situation is getting worse.

f) It must be noted that in spite of many efforts to improve the
situation by requesting the countries concerned to take account
of the Netherlands priority, hardly any result in this direc-
tion was obtained. ' ‘

With a view to this experlence of the damaging effect of unrea-
sonable sharing, the Netherlands Administration has serous ob-
jections to most of the frequencies in the 8, 12 and 16 bic/s
bands, assigned by the P.F.B. to the Netherlands.

g) The number of the channels asked being the absolute minimum for
normal operation (provided each of them can indeed be used),
the P.F.B. frequencies show in each of the 8, 12 and 16 kc/s
bands, practically only one channel that éan be expected to
give satisfaction.

The sharings for the other channels in these bands as indicated
in the above table, clearly show, that, if the P.F.B. assignments
were to be implemented, the situation for the Netherlands would
in many respects be worse that it is gven at the present time;
without however the formal possibility to claim ancient rights.

h) Above was mentioned that in accordance with the Geneva statistics
of 1949, the Netherlands were in Europe second in rank after
Great Britain and Northern Ireland as to the maritime radiotele~
graphy traffic handled. '

However it reached this position already in 1946 and therefore
‘it is worthwhile to make a comparison with two other Eurcpean
- countries viz. Great Britain and France, as to the number of
channels assigned respectively to Portishead and Agde/St. Na-
zaire, being the principal -eoaststations for handling the short-
wave traffic in the public Serv1ce.

i) In the table below is given the marltlme radlotelegraphy trafflc
(on all wavelengths) in the years 1946, 1947, 1948 and 1949,
for Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the Netherlands and
France with Algeria, resultlng in the followzng proportlons :

Netherlands ‘ Great Brltaln and
Northern Ireland

France and Algeria

o

i
|
|
|
(

1946 1 3.0 10.0
1947 1 3.1 9.0
1948 1 2.8 8.2
1949 . 1 b 2.7 S S 7.2

The number of channels in.the 4 - 22 dc/s bands assigned to
the public-service coaststations of these countries, are as
follows :
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Agde and Scheveningen Portishead
St. Nazaire Radio PCH
4 Mc/s 5 1 5
6 Mc/s 5 1 7
8 Mc/s 6 ) 4 ) 8 )
12 Me/s 5) 4 ) 8 )
16 Mc/s 5) 4 ) 7)
22 Mc/s 6 2 7

j) Comparison between these traffiec-proportions and the number of
channels in the bands from 4 - 22 Mc/s, strongly supports the
statements of the Netherlands Administration, that the number
of frequencies asked for Scheveningen-Radio is indeced the ab-
solute minimum, especially as over 90% of the total traffic of
the Netherlands is handled on short waves.

If however the comparison is extended to the gualitx of the
channels as assigned by the P.F.B. to each of these three coun~
tries, the conclusion is evident that the Netherlands Adminis-
tration seces no way to accept those of the frequencies in the
most important telegraphy-bands of 8, 12 and 16 Mc/s, which do
not guarantee a satisfactory operation.

“k) As stated, the foreg01ng refers only to the coasstation Scheve-
. ningen-Radio PCH. '

Owing to unforeseen'01rcumstances it is not yet possible to
comment on frequencies allocated to the Netherlands Navy sta-
"tions. As soon as poss1b1e additional comments, if any, will
be forwarded.

IV) General Gamments concerg;nglnternatlonal Police Commission Network

For the benefit of its partlclpatlon in the work of the organi=-
~ zation of the International Criminal Police the frequencles 3 593 ke/s
(Region 1 Conference), 4 985.5 ke/s and a frequency in the band 6 765 -
7 000 kc/s (P.F.Bs) have been assigned to the Netherlands.

At present among others the. frequency 10 390 ke/s is in use, and
it is necessary to have a frequency of the same Mc/s order at our disposal.

In the P,F.B. band Q (9 040 - 9 500 ke/s) the frequency 9 498.25
kc/s was assigned to many Buropean countries for the purpose. The Nether-
lands Administration, therefore, requests to add the Netherlands to this
International Police Conmission Network.

Note : The dctailed camments ‘and some tables (in particular the table
' relating to the Aeronautical Fixed scrvice) have been classified
in a set of files, each of which refers to a given service, band
or Region. These files are at the disposal of the Extraordlnary
Administrative Conference.
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PHILIPPINES

(REPUBLIC OF THE)
No 58.1 30 May, 1950

~ Extension to fifteenth July requested for subﬁiséion'comments and
corrections of P4FaB. lists on account of late receipt of same + =
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POLAND

N° 59,1 ' 30 June, 1950

Comments on : D, E and the whole of the draft 1ist

Reference your circulars 20/45 and 20/59 and telegram
92/2 +hirteenth June Stop Polish Administration has honour inform
you that at meetings of PFB at Regional Conferences and Conferences
for various services and at third and fourth sessions Administrative
Council Delegates of Polish Administrations repeatedly expressed
negative opinion concerning proposal to draw up new frequency list
based on Atlantic City principles and pointed out its defects Stop
In view of Polish Administration no new facts have arisen to cause
any change in attitude previously taken and statements preV1ously

made by its Delegates +




151,

(59) -~ 2 -

e 59,2 14th February, 1951
C-A. Res. 200 (published in Notification N° 618)

Comments_on:the whole of thé draft list

In reply to your circular letter 9.6/764 of 14th October 1950
and to your telegram 157/18 of 18th November 1950, the Polish Administra-
tion declares that it fully agrees wita the statement of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics' Ministry of Postal and Electric Communica-
tions, as published in Notification N¢ 616 of 16th January, and whole-
heartedly supports the attitude adopted by the Unlon of Sov1et Socialist
Republics' Administration Stop

Neither the P.F.B., the Region 1 Radio Conference, nor the Inter-
national Administrative Aeronautical Radio Conference were guided by the
spirit of international cooperation nor were the basic criteria which they
adopted calculated to contribute to the drawing up of a new International
Frequency lList acceptable to all I.T.U. Members Stop The Polish Adminis-
tration drew attention to this on many occasions through its delegates,
pointing out that the 1939 Berne Frequency IList was the only possible
basis for drawing up a new Frequency List which would take into account
the needs of all Members and the future development of radiocommunications,
this being of special importance for Poland because of the losses suffered
during two world wars Stop Contradicting the elementary principles of
justice, the new draft Frequency lList drawn up by the P.F.B. definitely
favours the United States of America, the United Kingdom and France at the
expense of the other countries which because of their area and population
should be allotted froquencies several times more numerous than those
assigned in the draft Stop oo

The plans prepared by the Region l Radio Conference and by the
International Administrative  Aeronautical Radio Conference are obviously
in conflict with the provisions of the Radio Regulations and the decisions
_ of the Atlantic City Telecommunications Conference Stop Our Administra-
tion has said more than once that, under these conditions, only the next
‘Administrative Radio Conference was competent to establish the directives
for drawing up a new Frequency .List which would take into account the in-
terest of all I.T.U. Members Stop As for the I.F.R.B., there’are now no
conditions to justify its existence as spceificd in Article 6 of the Con-
vention Stop In seconding the statement made by the Union of Soviet So-
‘cialist Republics, we declare that in our actions we have always borne in
mind the interest of all I.T.U. Members and we will continue to follow
this principle by cooperating with all those countries which genuinely

wish to draw up a new Frequency List acceptable to all Members Stop

We ask you to bring the foreg01ng to the notice of all the Members
of the Union in thé next Notlflcatlon to be. published by the General Secre-
tariat +
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PORTUGAL

Ne 60,1 . ' 13 June, 1950 .

Comments on ¢ E, Fand H,

I have the honour to forward to you herewith a 17-page document
containing Portugal's remarks on the draft lists to be submitted for
consideration to the Extraordinary Radio Conference which is to be held
at the Hague next September.

REMARKS ON THE DRAFT FREQUENCY LIST

l.. In accordance with Resolution 154 of the Administrative Council of

" the I.TeUs, we are submitting the considerations we now think neces-
sary on the draft frequency llst draun up by the PoFeBs from 15 January 1948
to 28 February 1950,

2, Portugal's position towards the P.F.B.

2+1a During the first phase of the work of Committee 6 of the

Atlantic City Conference (1947), the Portuguese Delegation could
not agree with the organization of the Py,F¢B» on the lines finally
adopted by the Conference,

This attitude was the oonsequence of our conviction that the
compilation of a draft frequency list based on reasonable technical
standards would be hampered by the presence of delegates from various
countriess The PoF¢By would thereby take on all the charasteristiecs
of a conference, without having the powers a real conference would

"~ have and there would be the possibility of having to discuss conflioct-
ing opinions, with all the accompanying disadvantages and delays.

2,2, We at that time favoured entrusting the. compilation of the list
to thelselelsya body whose members would act as the custodians
of an intermational public trust. :

2430 As the Atlantic City Conference did not adopt the above solution,

we immediately gave all the collaboration in our power to the
PeFuBs, because we acknowledged ~ a position we still maintain -~ the
imperative necessity of an orderly solution to the problem of frequency
assignment by rational use of the spectrum to ensure the satisfactory
operation of the basic radio servicese

2¢40 The progress and outcome of the work of the P,F,Be seem to justify
our original stand. :

However, we shall continue to afford the same loyal collaboration
during the Extraordinary Conference, trusting that it will successe
fully achieve the results that are expected of ite
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Considerations on the wofk‘of the PeF,Be

3¢ls There is no doubt that the P.FyBe had to replace the C4CelsRsy

in the initial stages of its werk by collecting a mass. of
technical data without which the execution of its mandate would have .
been impossibles. In this way, the Board spent many months establish-
ing a minimum of technical standards to serve as a basis for the new
frequency lists The next stage was the application of these standards.

‘Here, the Board was in many cases faced with the impossibility of

applying them on account of the very many frequency assignments called
for, To meet all the ecirchit requirements, the working groups of the
P,FsBs were obliged to lower to a considerable extent the technical
standards adopted by Committee 4. .

Portugal views such a lowering of . technical standards with' grave
misgiving, particularly since its. effects on the general level of inter~
ference cannot be estimated without systematio tests to prove the prac-—

tical expediency of apolylng such reduced standards, S
3eRe. In some: frequency bands it proved 1mp0531b1e to draw up a draft

list, despite all the consolldatlons and’ super-consolidatlons.
' The successuful. outcome of: the Extraordlnary Conference - the -

“production of a technlcally perfect 1ist. - depends therefore on the

adoption of every device to reduce the number 'of frequencles for assign-
ment, while meeting the real requirements .of-each coutitrys:

Possible ga&S“ogfrédubiggithéhnudberrog}freguencies,‘

4&1. In-the first. ‘place, the extremely high number .of requirements
submitted at Atlantic City seems to have resulted from different .

'conceptlons of how Form 1 should be filled in ; in some cases frequen-

cies that would only be required in the distant.future were included ;

in addition, thereé: -existed. at. the, time of thé Conference exceptlonal

circumstances that have -sines ‘been completely changed or enormously.
attenuated.-

We are convinced that & “careful revision by administrations of

‘their lists in-a true- spirlt of ‘gooperation would lead to & substantial
.reductlon of requlrementso

4e2s In somo cases, the rules for calcul&tlng frequeney complements

" have .been. very generously applled 3 to be on the safe side, -
attempts have been made to obtain a maximum number of frequencies -
higher- than that which practical operatlng experience has shown to be -
necessarys ' 4 cofiparison of the. frequencies at present -in use and.
the calculated complements. for certain circuits will show this to be.
true, It will be observed that circuits for which the highest fre- .
quency at present in use is below thé minimum required to avoid- multie
path’ effects have been recgarded as high-speed automatic circuits ; in

certain cases, ‘the- highest frequency is lower even that the LUF for
'any circuit that is’not manual,

In other cases, circuits for which the lowest: frequency in .use

is higher than the MUF at certain tlmes of the days have been regarded

as of continuous schedules .

A methodical analysis of these factors together with effective
co-operation between countries might lead to an appreciable reduction

in the total number of frequencies to be assigned.
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4Le3s The problem of 1ntermittent clrcults, in spite of the difficulties
(which we do not wish to mlnlmlse,, would repay for more thorough
study and could mean considerable frequency saving.

Closer co-~ordination inside each country might lead to arrangements
for sharing traffic hours among many circuits operated intermittently.

Similarly, in other cases,; arrangements can certainly be made between
the various countries for frequency sharing in such circuits, without any
great probability of interference, taking into account the special operating
conditions of these circuits.

These operating conditions may allow of a smaller degree of protection
for circuits operated intermittently,

4oho We also believe that a greater saving in frequencies could be achieved,

especially in the North Atlantic area, if a re~examination were underw
taken of communications using either a direct circult or a relay circuit,
according to propagation conditions,

Whenever the order of frequencies to be assigned is the same for
both eircuits; the same frequency should be assigned to the relay circuit
as to the circuit it replaces,

4o5¢ The problem of time-sharing between circuits of the same country

or of different oountries deserves more thorough analysiz ; consider-
able economies could be effected, while still maintaining the practical
. possibilities of carrying out the serviceo

Of the frequencies in a complement allotted to a circuit a distinction
may be made between those corresponding to normal use and those needed for
the transition periodse During such periods,; when the scheduie is more
irregular on account of rapid changes in ionospherio conditions, it will
very often prove possible to use indiscriminately more than one frequency
in the complement,

In these cases, when the order of the frequencies is the same for
both circults, and when for a given period it corresponds in one of them
to a normal working frequency and in the other, for the preceding or °
subsequent period, to a transition frequency, the same frequency could be
allotted to both circuits, decreasing or even eliminating the separation

- between the probable periods of use of the frequancy b the two circuits.

To do thisy, it would only be necessary to draw up rules giving
priority for the use of the frequency to the circuit for which it is the
normal working frequency., The rules would therefore ke based on the
relative importance of this frequency in the ensemble cf the two complements.

4e6s The notion of circuit, indispensable for the preparation and
maintainance of a technically acceptable list, should not be

rigidly applied in all cases. If the idea of reception point be replaced

by that of reception ares; i.e, the area in which the reception of a

frequency belonging to a given circuit is effectively protected, cvery-

thing is to be gained by allowing this frequency to be used for transmission

towards any point in this area; if all the other technical sharing conditions

are retained,

This procedure will give greater flexibility in operation and thus
decrease the number of frequencies required; especially in cases where
one Administration cperates warious circuits whose reception points are
not far apart,
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5¢ Necessity for a revision of regquirements.

In view of the preceding rcmerks, we belicve that, in order to
compile a list to meet the real requircments of each country, i% iz indis-
pensable for @dministrations to take the initiative of stulying %She
reductions that might be obtained by adopting the ideas mcntlonod in the
preceding paragraphs, especially paragraph 4.

- The quite fair method of work adopted by the P.F4B, is an
indication that many fears will be set aside and that closer and more
effective cooperation will be afforded by everyone. '

If the above initiative is not taken, the Conférence will flnd
itself obliged to make reductions which, under these conditiohs, will be
.either arbitrary or spread out proportionately over the whole,

In the first case, the Conference will be faced with non-
_acceptance by countries whose basic radiocommmnications. would suffer
““heavily. In the second, it will meet with a formal obiection by those
countries which, like Portugal, submitted at Atlantic Uity only those
requirements which corresponded exactly to their real needs, as a result
of which the frequencies allocated to them by the P,F.Bo constitute the
minimum oompatible with efficient operation. of their radiocommunications.

6o Agronautlcal Fixed Sgrv1ce.

6.la The problem of aeronautical fixed service circuits has not been
solved in the plans drawn up By the PeFoB.

6.2. This arises from the fact that the Board has had to work with
‘ " data that are out of date for reasons which include uhe
following ¢

a) instability of the exclusive aeronautical serv1ces, due to
- rapid development since Atlantie City 3

.

b) ‘the taking over of certain military services by civil

administrations after the war, which was still going on
when the information that served as a., ba31s for ohe plans ‘
was supplied s : > «

¢) certain important changes in the distribution of world air

lines brought about by the signing of airline agreenents
between various countriecs, the greater part of them durlng the
last two years.

6¢3. It is only quite recently that I.CaA 0. has been able to effect

the coordinatiom that is indispensable to the prepasraiion of
sufficiently stable plans, The P.F.B.'s attempt to take into account
the partial results of this work that were available has not held to
any practical achievement and has caused an exaggerated allocation of .
frequencies because, at the same time, there was no thorough overhaul”
of the requirements originally submitted by administrationb¢

6¢4e Under these conditions, a revision of the lists of coronautical

circuit requirements is essential, either because the indica-
tions in the P,F,B, draft list do not, in many cases, correspond to
the need of present-dey operation or because of the belief that the
acceptance of the service reorganization proposed by I.C,4,0, and
based on rational technical principles will mean a substantial reduc-
tion in the number of frequencies to be assigned,
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605« ToCeldoOs has adopted the term "network" for groups of circuits,
Some of these groups actually are networks, others work on

forking, The consolidation of the Portuguese aeronautical circuits

received the generic name of "network 906" in P.F,B, document N° 688,

Though some of these circuits work on networks, others use
duplex, . It is therefore essential to make the hecessary amendments
to the draft frequency lists

These amendments are gvven:in~Anhex Lo

v Ana1v31s of the aT}ocutlona to Portugucse c1rcu_1tsn

7ale As 1t moy be proved in practice that the separations between
adjacent channels arc inadequate and since, as the Board's
draft list now stands, it:is impossible ih practice to assess the
frequency complements allocated to circuits which share in time one
or more frequencies with Portuguese circuits = and they must be
assessed .if we are to draw up a schedule- for cach frequency - we have
- been unable to make a thorough study o& the alloeaulons to all the
- Portuguese leCUlt%o }

Te2a Thus, the comments in Annex II refer only to caseg ‘vhere the

special conditions of sharing or separation between adjacent
channels are so unfavourable that a glance will showthrxlmp0531b111ty
of operating the Portuguese circuits concerneds

7e3e The difficulty of knowing what frequenc1es are assigned to a
given circuit of which we have spoken in 7.1, above, prompts

us to suggest that the PsF¢B, should prepare, before the opening of

the Extraordinary Confcrenée, a table of circuits of all countries

giving the frequencies assigned to each circuit in both the contained

and non-contained plans and place it at the dlsp ssal of the Gonferenced

8¢ Amendments to the P.F.B. draft lishs.

Some typographical errors affecting Portugueseicirouits have
been noticed in the P.FoBo documents containing the frequency list drafts 3
Annex IITI listg the necessary corrections,

9y Freguency List of the Administhrative Confercnce for Region lo

Annex IV contains two observations on the frequency list of the
Conference for Region 1 concerning Portuguese circhits.

: The detailed remarks and comments contéiﬁed-in the Annexes T, II, IIT

and IV of the previous letter have been classified in a set of files,
each of which referring to a given service, band or regione These files
are at the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative Conferences
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No.60.2 : :
C.A. Res,200 - 23 Decenber 1950,

Comments onj . A, B,C,E,F, G, and H.

I have the honour to forward herewith a 6-page document
containing. the Portuguese observations drawn up in accordance with
Resolution No.200 of the Admlnlstratlve Council (Sth Sess1on)

OBSER!BIIOVS DRAFTEDR TN AC”O NCE WITH RLSOLUTIUV No.200
C il VE COUHNGIL ‘

1. In accordance with paragrapvhs a) and b) of Resolution No.200
of the Administrative Council of the I.T.U., we are submitting the
following comments on the various plans drawn up by the regional and
service Conferences and by the P J.B.

2a Before analysing these plans, we think attention should

be drawn to the present position of hi ph—Prequency broadcasting. In
spite of tle efforts and the:- co—operatlon of various Adninistrations
at the Mexico and Rapallo Conferences and during the work of the P.F.B.
the preparation of a list of frequency asszgnments for hlgh—freuuency
bpoadcasting stations vas not pou31b1e.

ThlS 51tuatlon causes us grcve nlsg1v1ngs. Because there
are Portuguese territories in-all parts of the-world and many
colonies of Portuguese people in other eountrles, a high-frequency
broadcasting: serv:ce 1s as essentlal for us as a dOMBoth service for
‘other countries. - :

“In the absence of a modus vwvqul to guarantee the
‘efficiency of the essential high~frequency broadcasting services and if
sush efficieéncy cannot be achieved by the use of the frequencmes in
the bands allotted to broadeasting by the Atlantic City Conference,
it is to be expected that frequencies in the bands allocated to dther
services will be used.

, This smtumtion will affect the decisions to be ta cen by

the Extraordinary Conference in the frequency bands with which it
will have to deal and for this reason the problem should be carefully
reviewed in the light of all its possible consequences., ,

This same fact will quite possibly lead to situations
identical with that which faced Portugal during the Cairo Conference
and may, therefore, force us to make reservations similar to that
which appears in the Final Protocol to the Regulations.

157,
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3. Aeronautical OR plan

- The plan‘s allocations to Portuguese stations are
acceptable, .

It should however be pointed out that the plan does not
cover the requxrements of Spain. The operation of the Spanish'stations,

-without previous arrangement with the Spanish Administration concerning

the frequencies they are to use, may rob the plan of’any practical
interest, especially, as far as we are concerned, in the lower
frequencies, A

We therefore regard it'és indispensable thaf én'afrangement-
should be made with Spain concerning the frequencies to be used by
Spanish stations and that those frequencies should be incorporated in

. the plan,

4. Aeronautical R plan

The plan®s allocations to the MJARA and RDARA which affect
Portugal will be acceptable if the channels allocated to A3
telephony are not sub-divided into Al telegraphy channels. We are
greatly interested in the use of telephony instead of telegraphy in

~all ground—alrcraft communications of the-air traffic control service

either on the major world air-routes or on thé reglonal and domestic
routes,

5. Maritime mobile'radiotelgphone_service,

The plan for allocatlng frequencies to radlotelephone coast

"stations drawn up by the P.F.B. is acceptable, in view of’ the limitati-

ons imposed by the excessive number of requirements.

6. Maritime mobile radiotelegraph service

The plan for allocatlng frequencies to radiotelegraph coast

_ stations drawn up by the P.F.B, is a praiseworthy effort towards a

fair distribution of the available spectrum-space among all users but
it contains cases of sharing about which we feel serious apprehension.,

For instance, the sharing of frequencies 8 462, 12 808.5,
12 993, 17 055,2 and 17 088.8 ke/s between Portuguese stations and’
English and French stations will cause serious interference, the
extent of which cannot be estimated until the amount of traffic
handled by the latter statlons is knowm,

In our: view, sharing possibilities of this kind can be.
assessed only by practical experience; this being so, the implement—
ation of the maritime plan should be preceded or immediately followed
by an experimental period, The results thus obtained would enable
the plan to be modified or re-adjusted on the lines shown to be
necessary by operating experience.
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7. Region l Qian

- The allocatlon plan prepared by the Radlo Conference for
Region 1 (Geneva, 1949) is acceptable; we nevertheless ihsist on
the solution of the two cases quoted in AnnexIV to the remarks on
the draft frequency list whlch we subm1tted with our:letter of 13th
June.* ’

- The considerations in paragraph 3 abové concerning the
Spanlsh statlons also apply to the Region 1 plan.

8. Plans prepared by the P.F.B, for the bands from
3950 to 27 500 ke/s

, The Portuguese Admlnlstratlon is not IYosing sight of the
motives for -which the new frequency allocation table was adopted at
Atlantic City and considera that every effort should be made to implement
that table. o

, - It should however, be remenbered that the spectrum space
allotted 6 ‘the fixed serviée between 3 950 and 22 00C ke/s by the
Atlantic City table is only 70% as wide as it was in the Cdiro table,

- If all the stations in the fixed service which are now working
outside the Atlantic City bands were to operate in the new bands, the

effect would be to increase the over-loadvng of those bands by some

43

If it be remembered that the fl ted service is at present
working under somewhat dellcate conditions, it is to be expected that
the quality of that scrvice will deteriorate to a level that Admini-

" strations cannot accept = the Portuguese Administration, for one,
since for-us the long-distance fixed service is tremendously important.

The conclusion of all this must be that the resolutions
- for the implerentatlon of the new frequency allocation table must be
‘based on the principles laid down at Atlantic City, in other words,
attenmpts must be made to assign frequencies so as to avoid nutmal
interference and not to decrease the quality of the sorv1oe, which
is sonewhat ‘unsatigfactory already.

As it is impossible to make a fresh start on the preparation
of a frequency list, advantage should be taken of the enormous
amount of work already done and the plans drwun up by the P.F.B.
nust be used,

In analysing these plans, we must draw attention to what
we have already said in paragraph 7.1 of the remarks we submitted
with our letter of 13 Junej on the consequences of reducing technical
standards in the P.F.B. working groups and the impossibility of
assessing the efficacy of the allocations without knowing the frequency
complements allocated to the circuits which share one or more frequencies
in time with Portuguese circuits, We shall attempt to assemble as
mnch data as posszble so. as to- glve a clear 1dea of our views on the

# Published under No,60.1.
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matter. In the following paragraphs, we shall give our opinion
on the assumption that the final technical standards adopted
provide a service with a satisfactory ninimun of efficiency.

In view of the principles on which the frequency
conplements were calculated, there would be no sense in adopting
allocation plans for small parts of the spectrum with no
continuity between the extreme frequencies in the series of plans
adopted, -

- The P.F.B, has prepared contained plans for all the
bands above 11 975 kn‘:‘/s, except for the 15 450 - 16 460 ke/s band
in which the available spectrum spece was exceeded by only 10%.
Below 11 975 kc/s, the P.F.B, did not succeed in drawing up
contained plans in large portions of the spectrum,

Since 12 Mc/s may be regarded as a dividing frequency
so far as the use of frequencies is concerned, the implementation
of the Atlantic City table above 11 975 ke/s with the adoption
of the P.F.,B. plans could be envisaged.

The Portuguese Administration therefore believes:

a) that the Atlantic City allocation table should be
adopted for the bands below 3 950 kc/s and above 11 975 ke/s,
together with the results of the regional conferences, the
Aeronautical Conference and the P.F.B., as soon as:

¢ i) administrations’ objections to specific assignnents
have been net;

ii) a contained plan has been prepared Bor the
15 450 - 16 460 kc/s band ;

iii) study has shown tha'b the reduced technical standards
adopted by the P.F.B. working groups will give
satisfactory results.

'AS regards i) and ii), we think that the I.F.R.B. should
be instructed to carry out the work and subnit the results to the

- Conference.

The study nentloned under iii) should be carried out by
the Administrations under the puidance of the I.F.R.B., which would
also be entrusted with the compilation of the results,

b) that, in the 3 980-11 975 ke/s band, it should :
be the task of the Conference to study the most appropriate solution
and, if necessary, to decide whether the inplementation of the
Atlantlc City allocation table should be deferred for that part
of the spectrun.
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9. Comments on individual'assignments'

We have nothing to add to the corments sent with our
letter of 13 June, since the conditions under which the assignments
to Portuguese circuits were analysed have not changed (see paragraph
7.1 of the comments attached to~the letter-of 13th June).* .

*published under No. 60.1.
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FRENCH PROTEGTORATES OF MOROGCO AND TUNISIA

v 611 3 sume, 1950

Comments of the French Protectorate of Tunisia on ¢ E and He

"I have the honour to send you herewith remarks and proposals
concerning the radio circuits operated by my Administration, the
Security Services and the Highway Services.

The 22 cards enclosed contain comments on the folloﬁing frequencies :

1) Post Office Circuits s
a) fixed service : 13 987.25 « 13 97675 = 9 244 =~ 9 237,25 ~
L 7845 ke/s 3

frequency G 3+ 3 775 ~ 3 784 - 3 377 ~ 3 264, ke/s 3
b) radiotelephone maritime service : 1 820 - 2 670 ke/s 3

2) Security Services Circuits :
3 215 = 3 279 - 4 9335 = 5 008 5

3) Highway circuits for Public Works :

3 254 = 3320 -3 387 =3 713 - 3 716 -
3 884 ke/s.

As regards the PoTeTs circuits of Tunisia, I have the honour to
inform you that I can only regard as provisional the deletion of the
frequencies proposed for circuit N° 2 (Tunis = Paris ~ Algiers - Rabat -
radiotelephony,. 3 channels with side-bands) since my Office is planning
to begin operation of this circuit in two years® time.

My Administration, therefore, reserves the right to use the neces-—
sary frequencies when they are required. On the other hand, I have
nothing agaeinst the deletion of the frequencies of eircuit 3 (Tunis -
Paris : Baudot-Verdan),

The Security Services circuits at present need seven frequencies 3
a reduction to 4, as proposed by the P.F.Bo, would hamper the efficient
operation of these services, I am consequently requesting the allocation
of 3 extra frequencies to be used in A3 with O44 KW power in the following
bandy : , . :

1 frequency in the 5 730 - 5 950 kc/s band
1 frequency in the 6 765 - 7 000 ke¢/s band
1 frequency in the 9 775 - 9 995 ke/s band,

As regards the frequencies reserved for Tunisien mobile stations,
the type of emission is to be either Al or A3 indiscriminately,
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Mo 61,2 8 June, 1950

Comments by the French Protectorate of Morocco on: O,

1o

Ro

I have the hbnouf to forward to'you, enclosed, two copies of :

. Observations éubmitted'b& Moroceo relative to the frequency

agsignments made by the PyFeBs in the frequency bands which by

the Radio Regulations have been allocated to coast stations

between 4 and 23 Mc/s.

An additional list of requiremients, also submitted by Morocco,
in relation to the Geneva Plan for Region 1,

The detailed remarks and comments annexed to. the two previous
letters have been classified in a set of files, each of which
refers to a given service, band or region. These files are at
the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative Conferences

Additional detailed remarks and comments concerning French
Protectorates of Morocco and Tunisia are shown among the remarks

and comments submitted by France (see N° 32,1, 32,2, 32.3),

.
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Ne 61,3 . 14th December, 1950
C,A. Res, 200 : ' '

Note ¢ See letter from French Administration; N° 32.4, stating
that this Administration also represents the view of the
Administrations of Morocco and Tunisia.
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IEGOSLAVIA -7

Aoes o b L ——————

(Federal People's Republic of)

No 62,1 ' | 29 May, 1950

Comments on : G and E,

Further to your letter 20/59 foliowed by the documents relating to
the draft frequency assignments, we have the honour to forward the follow1ng
ohgservations :.

Yugoslavia's frequency re qulremento, especially those for its. inter—
national service, have not been adequately met even within the limits of
the circuits already in use. For instance, the requirements of our press
service Tanjug, working at present on 14 frequencies, have been completely
overlooked,

The remainder of our requirements have been handled by the P.FoB.
working groups with an entire lack of consideration for future relations
between Yugoslavia and other countries, including those which have been
given frequencies for their own relations with Yugoslavia. Here are some
examples of links for which Yugoslavia has no frequencies : Sofia-Skoplje
(5730~5950), Bucuresti-Beograd and Zagreb (12052), Stockholm~Beograd 7300~
8195, 11400~11700),

Another example of the lack of attention given to Yugoslav-requirements
is the fact that the number of fraquencies assigned for linmks between
Yugoslavia and other countries is lower than the number of lrequenc1es
assigned to the same link operated from the other end.

Here are some sxamples : New-York-Beograd 8 frequen01es, Beograd—Newa
York 6 frequencies j; Praha-Beograd 5 frequenciés, Beograd-Praha 3 frequen=-
cies 3 Bern-Beograd 3 frequencies, Beograd-Bern 2 frequencies,

We would also point out that since the lists of frequency requiréments .
were delivered, the Yugoslav Administration has put the following circuits
into operation : Beograd-Stockholm, Beograd-Paris, Beograd—Buenos~A1reS.

In addition to these facts, we would ask you to take into conslderatlon
the following further remarks :

Although the difficulties in draw1ng up the plans in question imply
prior consideration of existing circuits, planned circuits taking second
place, the Yugoslav Administration holds that most of its future links
should be placed on a level with existing circuits in countries which are
economically further advanced than Yugoslavia,

‘ During the war, destruction in Yugoslavia amounted in some cases to
90% of the country's material wealth, which meant another setback for-a
country that was already behind the others.

The new post-war economic and soc1a1 order in Yugoslavia, however,
inaugurated a period of considerable economic activity ; the percentage
progress achieved is far above that of other countries,

Such great economic activity obviously entails the large--scale develop-
ment of economic relations with other countries, 1nclud1ng comnmunications
and especially radio communications. :
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This will mean new radio links between Yugoslavi® and other countries,
even those which at present do not recognize the necessity of a radio
connection with Yugoslavia. Examples are links between Beograd and Amsterdam,
Brussels, Frankfurt-am-Main, Istambul, Cairo,

The same considerations oblige the Yugoslav Administration to maintain
its frequency requirements for its internal relations. The extension of
the territory, the geographical features of the land and especially the
method of exploiting natural wealth (mines, forests, water—power, etce)
and industries, together with the meteorological service; mean a very wide-
spwead use of internal fixed and mobile radio communications, For these
services,; the P.F.Be working groups have proposed only 30 circults in the
57305950 and 7300-8195 kc/s bands,

After receiving the documents concernlng the frequency ass1gnments,
the Yugoslav Adminigtration revised its frequency plan submitted to the
P,F.B, (which morcover was submitted in a form based on a different shari
principle from that taken as a working basis for .the P,F.B. working groups
and, after making the amendments recessitated by the general position,
reached its final plan, which you will find attached.

In this rev151on, the Yugoslav Administration made allowances. for the
difficulties which the next P,F.B, Conference will have to face 3 in basing
~its plan on the principles described above, it believes that it has kept
within reasonable boundse

On the maritime frequency plan, the Yugoslav Admlnlstratlon has the
following obsecrvations to make : -

The draft plan for the assignment of meritime frequencies drawm up
by the PeF.B, in Geneva 1948/49 does not meet our requlrements either in
number or order of frequencies. That is why our Delegate in Geneva handed
the P.F.Be a new list of frequencies for the Yugoslav maritime service,
published in Booklet I of 15 February, 1950, page 313, Referring to your
eircular letter 20/59, we have the following remarks :

““a} we cannot p0831b1y'reduce our frequency requirements 3

b) the power of stations in the 4 Mc/s band will be 1 kW 3 ‘range
1 000 km,;

¢) the power of stations in the 6 Mc/s band will be 1-2 XW ; range
3 000 km. 3

d) the other stetions (8, 12-13 and 16-17 Mc/s) will have a power
of 1-5 kW with world-wide range 3

~e) any of the frequencies required can be changed if its place in
the corresponding band is maintained.

The Yugoslav Administiration reserves the right, at the forthcoming
P.,FeB, Conference, to make any necessary amendment +to its plan and states
that it will not accept any plan for frequency-sharing which does not
respect its legithhateilnmberests,
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Ne 62,2 - 2/, July, 1950

In reply to your letter P.F.B. 13/74, of 16 June 1950, we have
the honour to send you herewith our final frequency plan, on the forms
used by the P.F.B. ’

The frequencles therein indicated have already been submitted
to the P.F,B, as our requirements, on the Bern forms. This hold good
for all except a few frequencies, which have just been notified to the
International Telecommunication Union, and are indicated in the Obser-
vations column by “new requirement“ in general, we have taken our
frequencies from the P.F.B.'s draft plan, whereas the new requirements

are those indicatqd‘;n column 1, under circuit numbers 16 and 18,

In the forms 1, we have shown the frequencies of the land mobile
service, since we are of the opinion that they should not be given in
forms 2, If that opinion is-incorrcet, we should be grateful if you
would bear this remark in mind. ‘

: The forms N° 1 and N° 2 annexed to the precedlng letter have been
classified in the files which are at the dlsposgl of the- Extraordlnary
Administrative Conference. For convenience in classification, the cir-
cuit numbers shown in these forms have been modifled, particularly in re-
gard to circuits 16 and 18, which in the P,F.B.'s files carry the numbers
616 and 618 rospectively.
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No. 62.3 18 December 1950
C.A. Res. 200 |
Comments on: 4, B, C, D, E, ¥ and H
In reply to your circular letter 9.6/764 of 14 October 1950, we

have the honour to forward herewith our Administration's remarks on the
draft new International Frequency IList.

e

The frequencv assignmeni plans:glready drawn up for the freguency

'bands below 4000 ke/s are acceptable.v

. Fregggncx assignment plans for the maritime and aercnautical
mobile services:

“Our manltlme mobllp service needs one more frequency (1605 ke/g)fr
the coast sﬁa%wa>ngeha sz** » .Zadar and Dubrovnik. Power of these stations
100 watts, type of emisSion Al, Az, A3

. . For. the aeronautlcal serv1ce, we need to be a881gned the follow1ng
extra fréquencies: B

8 942 ke/s for WT service R
10 095 ke/s or 11 265 kc/s for WT service OR and
11 247 kc/s for WT service R.

When the first frequency requirements were being drawn up, our
aeronautical service plan did not cover long distance navigation and no
frequencies were therefore -expected to be required.  However, new long .-
distance. relations, such as. Beograd-Frankfurt and Beograd—2u41ch have been
‘Qpened and others ‘are.ta follow. It is therefore absolutdly necessary that
the aeronautlcal _service should have the frequen01es we- have mentloned

Frjgve ney._: ass;g_,ent olans for 14 «.150 kc[s and 3 900 - 27 500
ke/s

Annex to document 702, Bsnd 14 -~ 150 ke/s
We accept this draft. -

Annex to document 704. Bands D and E (3 900 ~ 4000 kc/s)
We accept this draft.

Annex to document, 685. Band F (4 O 4 063 ke/s)

To satisfy our present requlrements we asked for 9 frequencies in
this band. The draft, however, contains no frequency for Yvgoslavia. As
Yugoslavia is a very mountainous country with many islands and its wire
lines were destroyed during the war, there are a great many radiotelegraph
stations for internal communication which cannot be replaced; in the near
future, by wire, : ' ‘

“Hence, we insist on a more equitable treatment of the requirements
we submitted to the P.F.B., which were the very minimum. The above refers

~to both the bands which heads this paragreph and thoze which follew, in
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which we are asklng for freqﬁencies for the fixed and mobile internal radio-
telegraph services.

Consequently, we cannot accept this plan.

Documents 706 and 7;2&_ Mggltlme Band (4 O § L 138 kc/s)

We cannot accept this draft unless it covers cur later requirements
for our maritime service,

Annex_to document 705. Band G (4 438 - 4 650 ke/s)

This plan proposes 4 frequencies only for our country, when we
asked for 12. The frequencies we requested are necessary for the reasons
mentioned in connection with Annex to document 689 and because of night
~ warking with countries in the European system (Berne, Brussels, London,
Moseow). We are already operating on these frequencies. The frequencies
requested for the press and maritime services are of very great importance
to us,

Consequently, we cannotb ‘accept this plan.

Annexes 1, 2 and 3 to document 719. Bands H, T and J
(4 750 = 5 060 ke/s) ' ‘

In these bands, we asked for 16 frequencies and we have been
assigned one only; in other words, our requirements have been ignored,

For this reason and for the reasons mentioned in connection with _
Annex to - document 689, we canhot accept this plan.

Annex 1. to docunent 761. Band K (5 060 - 5250 ke/s)

In this band, we asked for 10 frequencies aml we have becn given
one only. The number of frequencies we requested are absolutely necessary
for the internal radiotelegraph service and for communication with limitrophe
countries (Albania) and especially for the needs of the meteorological :
service which is rapidly developlng and already occupies 5 frequenciés in
this band, :

We therefore cannot agree to this draft.

Annex 2 to_document 76l. Band L (5 250 = 5 450 ke/s)

In this band we require 17 frequencies, which are indispensable
for night communication with European countries and the permanent internal
service by day. The draft plan, however, does not even mention Yogoslavia.
The recently organized Yugoslav meteorological service, for which we did not
submit requirements to the P.F.B., is at present using 6 frequencies in this .
band. We consequently insist that it should be given an adequate number of
frequencies.

In view of the ébove, we cannot accept this draft plan.

nnexes 3 and 4 to document 761, Bands M and N

iﬁ.éé....i.?é..kQZS)

We accept this plan.
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Annex 5 to document 761. Band 0 (6 765 - 7 000 kc[s)

In this band we contemplated frequencies for.our -land mobile
service for places situated outside existing communications where we are
building large hydroelectric plants or exploiting mines and forests. Our
requirements - 20 frequencies - are real ones, based on the importance of
such works to.our national.economy: - The plan proposes & frequenc1es for
Yugoslavia and our meteorological service alone is already using 9.

Consequently, we cennot accept this plan.

Annex to document 718. - Band P (7 300 -~ 8195 ke/s)

. In this band our requlrements included frequenc1es for the fixed
and mobile internal  servicés, for communication in thée European and  extra-
European: systems and for the press service., 29 frequonc1es in all.” The
11. frequencies’ proposed in this draft do not satisfy our real reqylrements,
since plarned clrculfs (Frankfurt Tel Avﬂv, Ankara ete. ) must taken into
account; -

We therefore cannot accevt this drafto

Annex to do*umen_ﬂZlO. Band 0 {9 _040. = 9 500 kc/gl
We' accept this plan,

ex to document '71.5, Band __Q 770__9__99_2___@)

:xAll the observatlons we made in connection with Annex to document
‘718 apply also to this band, We 1n31st on the 5 freqpen01es we, demanded,
even though the draft plan does not assign one single frequency to Yugoslav1a.

Consequently, we cannct accept this plan...
Annex 1 to document 714, ~_Band S_(10 200 ~ 11 175 ke/s) .-

, W' cannot accept this plan which assigns no frequency to Yugoslavia,
“‘when: we-asked for 6, to cover our m1n1mum~requ1rements in thls band

firinex 2 to document 714, Band T (11 400 - 11 7oo 15__/_)~ e

The one frequency contained in the plan cannot cover our require-
ments, since it can be used only for the press service and the other circuits
mentioned in the list we. submitted have not been govered. ..~

_Our Admlnlstratlop therefore cannot accept thls planc

Anngx 3 %o, g cument 714 _ngLﬁ__ﬁll 975 =12 330 kc/s)

o . Since our transmltters in all bands are falrly low-powered, we ..
;demanded 5 frequencles, whereas the draft’plah assigns only one to Yugoslav1a.
“This single frequency cannot cover our requirements; since we are having..-
considerable difficulty in effecting our commnnlcatlons with the 5 frequencies
already being used by our service.

Annex 4 to document 714. Band V. (13 360.= 14 000 kc/s)

The frequencies in this band have proved “the most effective in
practice for long~distance communicatlon, especially with New York. We asked
for 5 frequencies. The plan ignores our requirements and does not assign a
single frequency to us.

We therefore cannot accept it.
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Annexes 1, 2 and 3 §g document 708. ngdg Wy, X and Y
(14 350 = 17 700 ke/s)

‘ This draft, which proposés only 4 freqﬁencies for Yugoslavia, is
- unacceptable to us, since even with the 20 frequencies we requested, our

commwnications, especially with New York and Buenos Aires, cannot be entire-
ly guaranteed,

Apnex 4 to document 708. Band % (18 030 - 19 990 ke/s)

The same remarks apply>as for the other Annexes to document 708,

and;

WQ&MWL a&._(Z.Q_QlQ.._____QQ_._L.)

In these bands, we requested 14 frequencies and the draft plan

,glVes ug a single frequency which is totally inadequate to cover our real
requlrenents.,

Acceptance of this plan would gravely undermine our international
communications, which it might even bring to a standstill, especially with
the United States and the Argentine Republic.

Annexes 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 8 to document 711, Bands bb,
FX_ Aero Mobile R, cc, FX Aero Mobile OR, _dd and ff

(21 750 = 24 990 ke/s and 26 ;___Q_,_gz_s____gg/__)_
We accepd the draft plan.
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UKRAINIAN SOVIET SOSIALIST REPUBLIC

N 63.1 22nd May, 1950

GComments on : A

" In reply to your circular letter N° 20/20 of 10th February, I have the
honour to inform you that the views held by the Telecommunication Adminis-
tration of the Ukrainian Sowviet Socialigt Republic with regard to the matter
raised by you were expounded by the Ukrainian Delegatlon at the 30th Plenary
Meeting of the Interpational Administrative Aeronautlcal Radio Conference,
second session, Document Aer/2 N° 162 “Stop These vievs have undergone no
modification + - :

No 63,2 © . 22nd May, 1950 -:
Comments on ¢ C-

In ceply to your circular -letter: N° .20/30-of 2nd March, I have the
honour to inform you that the views held by the Telecommunication Adminis-—
tration of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic on the peint you raise
have in no way changed Stop These views were expounded by the Ukraini&n
Delegation at the 32nd and 34th Plenary Assemblies of the P.F,B. +

No 63.3 . 19th June, 1950
Comments on :_D; E and the whole of the draft list

In reply to your circular letters Nos 20/45, 20/59 and telegram No 92/2
the Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to the Provisio-
nal Frequency Board repeatedly declared that the Board was wrong in adopting
the principles and methods it did adopt; it likewise indicated that it could
not accept the list so prepared, the attitude of the (Jommunications Adminis-
trations of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the Ukrainian and
Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republics to the 1list which has been prepared
rem2ins unchanged, as to the plans prepared by Regional and Special
GConferences, our attitude has been cxplained at sufficient length in the
statements made by the Soviet Delegaticns at those Conferences +

1 S o . a3 o S
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Ne 63.4 10 January, 1951 :
C.A. Res. 200 {published in Notification N° 616)

"Comments on the whole of the draft list

The Ministry of Postal and Electrical Communicaticns of the Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic acknowledges receipt of your letter N 9.6/764 of
14 October 1950, and of your telegram 157/18, of 18 November 1950 Stop

In statements made to the Provisional Frequency Board, the Interna-
tional Administrative Aeronautical Radio Conference and the Administrative
Radio Conference for Region 1, representatives of the Ukrainian Soviet So-~
clalist Republic pointed out that the principles anhd methods on which the
work of the conferences was based were faulty, as a result of which those
conferences would never succeed - and have not in fact succeeded -~ in pre-
paring a draft International Frequency List such as would be found satis-
factory by all Members of the Union Stop This failure is attributable to
the fact that, influenced by the Delegotion of the United States of America,
those conferences, in the course of their daily work, overlooked the vital
need 6f international collaboration and of respect for the interest of other
countries Stop One of the major reasons of this failure is that no account
was taken of the 1939 Berne Lists, which constitute the only reasonable ba~-
sis on which a List might be prepared Stop Study of the drafts submitted
is sufficient to show that the List has been drawn up in the interests of
~ the United States of America, Great Britain and France, without regard to
the interests of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and other countries
Stop According to the P.F.B. draft, the United States of America are to
obtain more than 17 % of all frequencies, while the Union of Soviet Socia-
list Republics (including the Ukraine and Bielorussia) gets no more than
4el % Stop The number of frequencics allotted to China, Albania and other
countries is inadequate Stop The heronautical Confercnce found a similar
solution for the problems with which it was confronted, by allotting 50 % of
the R frequencies to the United States of fmerica for the "Major World Air
Routes", the intercsts of other countries being overlooked Stop The deci~
sions adopted by the Region 1 Confercnce are detrimental to the interests of
the countries in that Region, and its decision to allocate the band 1 900 -
2 000 kc/s for Loran stations belonging to the United States of America (and
causing grave interference to the fixed and mobile services of the Region)
is illegal Stop The draftsprepared cannot be taken as a basis for the work
of the Extraordinary administrative Radio Conference; since, contrary to’
what was laid down at Atlantic City, they do not take account of the intes
rests of all countries Stop . This being so, there is no reason to call upon
the I.F.R.B. to perform duties of which no mention is made either in the
Convention or in the Radio Regulations Stop The Ukrainian Administration
is therefore of the opinion that problems relative to the preparation of the
new International Frequency List ought to be referred to the next Adminis-
trative Radio Conference Stop Wc would draw the attention of all countries
to the fact that adoption of a faulty draft list would mean a gross breach
of the Atlantic City decisions and might lead to the desorganization of
essential telecommunication services Stop

I would request that the above statement be published in the next
notification to be published by the General Secretariet of the I.T.U. +

N 1 E—— oy o —
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SOUTHERN RHODESIA

S Ne 641 218t August 1950
Comments_on : E, F and H

With reference to telegram C.P.F. 5/896 relating to ths frequency
lists of Southern Rhodesia, I have to forward a comp;ete fre quency list for
services in the frequency range 3 000 -~ 27 500 ko/s covering fixed service
bands only. ‘

Further lists for broadcasting services in the 3 00C to 10 000 ke/s
range and additional fixed services in the 2 OOO to 3 000 ke/s range will
be suhmitted shortly.

D e

Note ¢ The frequency lists received with tas above Jetter are drawn up in
- the same way as the draft of the New International r“cqaencf List
préepared by the P.F.Bc. They show an extract of the P.F.B, assign~
ments made for Southern Rhodesia and give, in addition, a rumber of
frequencics which have not been assigned by the FPoFoBo

The information received from Sauthern,RhOIGSLa has been aca with

as follows 3 4 . :

a) Modifications which Southern Riodesia thinks should e ‘made in
the P.F.B: plang are pubiished in the lists of detailed comments.

b) Freqﬁencies not appearing in the P.F.B. plans are published in
the lists «f requirements subtmitted under Section 16. . ‘
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No 64,2 (received 11,12,50)
C.A. Res, 200

Comments on : the whole of the draft list

Your CQ 207 157/18 Provided that this Administration's
requirements as indicated in frequency assignment plans for fre-
quency bands below 4 000 kc/s and band 4 000 - 27 500 kc/s with
additionsand corrections submitted are retained no comments offered
{a) and (b) additions or revisions will be supplied separately +
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ROUMANIAN PEOPLE‘S REPUBLIC

Ne 65,1 22 July, 1950

Comments on : Dy, E and the whole of the draft blist.

Reference your tclegram 92/2 and your circular letters
20/45 and 20/59 Stop We remind you that the Delegation of the Rouma~-
nian People’§ Republic on the P,F.B, has repcatedly drawn attention
to the impossibility of drawing up an intersational frequency list on
the basis of the working methods and principles adopted by the Board
Stop The position of our Administration as regards this question has
not changed Stop Our views on the work and results of the Adminis~
trative Radio Conference for Region 1 and of the Special Conferences
vere also expressed by the Delegation of -the Roumanian People s Repu-
blic at those Conferences + :
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No 652 S . 26th Februery, 1951
G.A. Red, 200 I : (Pubilshed in Notification No 620)

Corments on : the whole of the draft list

With reference to your circular letter No 9.6/764, of 14th October 1950,
and to circular telegram No 157/18 of 18th November 1950 (Notification No 613 s
page 2), the Roumanian People’s Republic informs you that it wholeheartedly
supports the views expressed by the Ministry of Postal and Electrical Commu-
nications of the Union of Sewiet Socialist Republics, as publlshed in your
Notification No 616 of 16th January 1951, page 4 Stop

‘Within the Provisional Frequency Board= at the Administrative Radio
Conference for Region 1, and at thé International Administrative Aeronautical
‘Radio Conference, the Delegatlon of the Roumanian People’s Republic showed
that the draft plans prepared by those conferences, based as they were on
inequitable principles which took no account of the requirements of a major-
ity of Union Members, could not serve as a basis for the new Frequency List
Stop One of the main causes of this setback is the fact that Berne List of
1939 was not taken as a basis for discussion =~ a List which has stood the
test of practice and might provide a foundation for the new List Stop

The Administration of Posts and Telecormunications of the Roumanian
People’s Republic emphasizes that the draft prepared by the Provisional
Frequency Board allotted to the United States of Amﬁrlca5 the United Kingdom
and France 39% of -all frequencies, no less than 17% of then-te the United
States of America; such a plan would desorganlze telecommunlcatlon services
with all the grave consequences that would ensue¢ Stop

Hence the Administration of Posts and Telecommunlcations of the Rouma~
nian People’s Republie considers that these drafts cannot.serve as a basis
for discussion, or even as working documents, for the fortheoming Extra-
ordinary -Administrative Radio bonferenoe, and that the work undertaken by
the I.F.R.B. in preparation for that conference is irregular and purposeless
Stop The Administration of Posts and Telecommunications of the Roumanian
Pedple’s Republic repeats what it has already said in its telegram No 206390
of 27th September 1950, nemely, that only the ordinary radio conference is
competent to solve the problems arising frgm changes in the Radio Regulations,
and to draw up a Frequency List which will prove acoeptable for all Members
of the Union Stop

Kindly bring this statement to the notice of all Members of the Union +

T A
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UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND,

AND COLONIES, etc. OF UNITED KINGDOM.

No 66s 1 22 July, 1950

Corments on : 4,C,D,E,G,H,I,J, and K.

I have the honour, by direction of the Postmaster General to refer to -

your Circular telegram of the 12th June and to forward herewith, in accordance
with the provisions of Resolution No 154 adopted by the Administrative Couneil
at its 4th Session, the cormments of the Administrations of the United Kingdom
and the United Kingdom Colonies on the draft frequency assignment lists to be
considered by the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference.

2q

3e

be

Se

6,

Bnclosed are six copies of cach of three documents -

2) A memorandum contéining a general commentary on the acceptability
" to the United Kingdom and United Kingdom Colonies of the draft plens
prepared by the various planning bodies.

b) A achedule of comments on definitely unacceptable assignments to
stations in the United Kingdom in the draft plans prepared by the
P,F.B. ftontaincd" plamsonly) and the Region 1 Conferences The
comments arc arranged in frequency order, and to facilitate refer~
enco, the transmitting station and circuit numbers with which each
frequency assignment is associated are given.

¢) A similar schedule in respect of United Kingdom Colonies end Stations
finglaises, and including comments on the relative assigrments in the
plans propared by the Region 3 Conference (in the Africen Plan there
are no assignments which appear, at this stage, to be unacceptable).

Only "contained" draf't plans have becen examined in detail, and the absen=
ce in the schedules of corment regarding proposed sharing or additional
consolidation contained in the "extended channelling" plans does not imply
the agreement of the United Kingdom or the United Kingdom Colonies to the
sharing and consolidation arrangements contained in those planse

The detalled comments now offered are made on the draft plans as published
and can therefore be rigarded as preliminary only, and will necessarily
have to be recomsidered in the light of the comments of all other Admi=
nistrations when known. In particular, so far as these plans prepared

by the Provisional Frequency Board are concerned, the comments have been
made on the agsumption that those Administrations which indicated at the
Board that they would continue to use all their existing frequencies, will,
in fact, conform with any plans that may be agreed by a majority,If this
agsumption proves to be wrong then the comments now offered will require
major amendments.

I have to add that further comments may be made at the Extraordinary Con-
ference in the light of a more detailed examination of the draft plans
and the circumstances obtaining at that time,

Detailed comments in respect of assignments in the plans of the PeFeBs
and of the Region 1 Conference to stations in the British Zone of Ger-
many will be forwarded as soon as possible.
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{a) General comments of the Uhlted Klnudom and the - Uhlted Knngdcm Golonleq

et 1 e £ 3

ngnnlgg bodies ;n accordanCe with The Atlantic Cltv Rcsolutlon relwn;ng
4o the preparatlon of -the neir Internationnl Frequency List.

le Reglon 14 Adninlstrqtlve Radlo Gonf ;

. The Reglonal Plan 1S'generally accept ble as far as the United Kingdonm
-and United Kingdom Colonies arc concerned, siubject to adjustments in some
asaignments o allow for equipment limitatibnsg‘ This conclusion is based
‘on the assumptions that all of the frequencies which are provided for con-
“tinuous operation in the :Plan will not be used, and that, of those that are
used, many will operate intermittently owing to the nature of their traffic.
The . United Kingdom and the United Kingdom Colonies.are prepared to implement
~the Plan and would hope to resolve.any difficulties that might arise in
practice by negociations.in the ordinary ways

2. Committee of Countries in Region 1 outsxae Eurogsu

The "African Plan" is satisfactory to the United Kingdom Colonies,
subject to adjustments in the frequency assignments proposed for certain
of the Colonial coast stations concerned, whose equipment limitations may
preclude acceptance of the assignments. provided for them in the Plan,

34 Eggion 3 Administrative Radio Conferencee

As far as the United Klngdom Colonies are: concernedg the Plan is .-
generally satisfactory, subject to adjustments in some a551onments to
suit the equipment concerned,

" da Region 2 AdministratiVG Radio Conference:

The work of GOvordlnatlng, where necessary, (1n accordance with the
provisions of Resolution N° 1 adopted by the Region 2 Conference) the lists
of frequency requirements of United Klngdom Colonial stations in the Reglion:

. falling in the bands i0 - 14 ke/s and 150 ~ 4000 ke/s is groceedlng, lists
"have not yet been received from some countries in the Region, however, and
it seems very doubtful whether fully co-ordinated lists %partlcularly for
‘the two bands 415 = 535 ke/s and 20004000 ke/s) will be prepared by all
countries concerned before the Extraordinary.Administrative Radio Conference.
~ The. Resolution of the Region 2 Conference provided that Administrations
should submit their lists of co-ordinated requirements ninety days before
the Spec¢ial Conference. 4s this was nod possible in the case of the United
Kingdom Colonies in Region 2, complete lists, including un~co-ordinated
" requirements, have been submitied.

5; Internatlonal Administrative Aeronautlcal Radig Conferences

The fraquency assignment plan for the aeronautical moblle ‘off route"
service, prepared at the first session of the Confercnce, is considered
generally satisfactory as far as it concerns the United Kingdom and United
Kingdom Colonies,
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6, High Frequency Brosdcasting Conference.

"f‘Itvis.noﬁ,pdssible to draw firm conclusions about the progpécts of
the preparation of acceptable plans in the high frequency hroadcasting field.

76 PoFeBe = h_Freguency Maritime Plans,

The draft telegraphy plan for coast stétibns,bas it stands, cannot be
regarded as satisfying the minimum requirements of the United Kingdom and

~-United Kingdom Coloniess -The earlier draft plan set out in P.F,B. Document

578 was far morc -acceptable but has been degraded by the inclusion of
additional requirements, the rearrangement of certain assignments and the
notification of the "derogation' requirements set out in PeF.Bs Documents
706 and 713, The earlier -plan appeared to be based on a reasonable comproe

' mise bétween the technical principles adopted by the Board and operating:

experience and hence to be a plan which would probably have given general
satisfaction under normal operating conditionss The draft telephony plan
for HoF, Maritime Services does not imeet the minimum requirements of the
United Kingdom and United Kingdom Colonies,. It is con81uered, however, that
the draft plan provides 4 badis Ffor diSGHSSlonﬁ

86 D.FeBe = 14 = 150 ke/s Band.

Although there are a number of unsatisfactory assignments in this plan,
particularly in respect of important maritime requirements, it is believed
that a satisfactory plan, based on the present draft, can be produced.

A number of assignments. in the draft plan contravene the Atlantic City Radle
Regulations, paragraphs 111, 113, 115 and 741 and these assignments should,
it is considered, be amended.

94 EgFng - Fixed Services,

Examination of the reports of .the P.F.B. shows that very few frequency
assignment plens have been produced for that part of the spectrum between
L and 7 Me/s. A careful study has been made of the plans which have been

- produced, but not-one plan is acceptable either to the United Kingdom or

to the United Kingdom Colonies. The most prevalent defects are :
a) consolidation beyond that provided for in the proposals submitted
to the PoFeBe for the United Kingdom and United Kingdom Colonies ;

b) the assignment of frequencies likely to suffer intolerable inter-
ference from co-channel and adjaccent channel assignments ;

¢) inadequate frequency separation given to transmlssion frequencies
and reception frequencies in the same locality.

vt o -+ e ——

Note : The detailed remarks and comments contained in the documents (b) and

{c) mentioned in paragraph 2 of the previous letter have been classified
in a set of files, each of which referring to a given service, band or
regions. These files are at the dlsposal of the ﬁkuraordlnary Admlnistra~
tive Conferences :
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No 66,2 13 December, 1950
C.A, Res. 200

" Comments_on ¢+ & and E (aeronautlcal flxed assignrnents)

I an dlrected by the Postmaster General to refer to request
~ N° 1 of Resolution N° 200 adopted by the Administrative Council at its
- Fifth Session and to circular selegram .N° 157 of the 18th November from
the Secretary General of the I,T.U, about the submission of comments on
“the frequency assignment plans.

In a letber of the 22nd July, 1950* from this Administration to
‘%he Secretary General of the I.T.U, were enclosed copies of ¢

a) & memorandum containing a general commentary on the accepta—
bility to the United Kingdom and United Kingdom Colonies of
the draft plans prepared by the various planning bodies,

b) a schedule of comments- cn definitely unacceptable assignments
to stations in the United Kingdom in the draft plans prepared
by the P.F.B, ("contalned" plons only) and the Region 1
Conference,

¢) a similar schedule in respect of assignments to statlons in
the United Kingdom Colonies and to #Stations anglaises" and
including comrents on the relative assignments in the plans
prepared by the Region 3 Conference -(in the Afrlcan Plan there
were no unacceptable assignments),

These comments remain wvalid ¢
As regards a) this Administration has no amplification to make.

: . 48 regards the frequencj assignment plan for the aercnautical
mobile “off~route"'serv1ce (vhich was not previously commented on by this
Administration), there are no definitely unacceptable assignments, but this
Administration will find it necessary to take advenbtage of the provisions
of Part I, Sectlon II, Article I, subscction 1, pareﬁrabh 3), of the Final
Agreement of the International Administrative Aeﬂonautlcal Radio Conference
(Geneva 1948-1949) in order ‘o meet all cormitments, These references to
the aeronautical mobile "off-routei® plan apply also to assignments to stations
in the United Kingdon Colenies and to "Staticns anglaises',

I am to enclose six copies of a schedule setting out corments on
definitely unacceptable assignments in the draft P.F.B, plans to the Civil
Aviation H.F, fixed services of the United Kingdom “olonies and Stations
dnglaises; these will no doubt be associated with the schedules of comments
forwarded to the Secretary General on the 22nd July, 1950%.

Letter published under No, 66,1
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Six copies of a schedule setting out detailed comments in
respect of definitely unacceptable assignments in the draft plans
to stations in the British Zone of Germany are also enclosed here-
with, , o :

Note ¢ The detailed remarks and comnents annexed to the previous
- letter have been classified in a set of filés, each of
which refers to a given serviece, band or region. These
- files are at the disposal of the Extraordinary Administra-
tive Conference, -
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- SWEDEN

No 68,1 ' 3rd August, 1950

Comments on : A, B, G, D, B, F and H,

With reference to the Resolution adopted by the International
Radio Conference, Atlantic City, 1947, relating to the preparation
of the New International Frequency List and to your circular letters
N°o 20/20 of the 10th February, 1950 3 N° 20/30 of the 2nd March, 1950
~ N° 20/45 of the 16th March, 1950 3 N° 20/59 of the 6th April, 1950 j
N° 20/72 of the. 28th Lpril, 1950 3 and N° 20/73 of the lst May, 1950,
as well as to our letter of the 13th June, 1950, we have the honour
to send you hercwith our observations and proposals regarding the
frequency lists referred to in the above-mentioned circular letters.
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Observations and proposals by Sweden regarding the drafi new International
Frequency List referred to in the Resolutions adopted by the International -
Radio Confercnce, Atlantic City, 1947, and in the circular Letters N° 20720,
20/30, 20/45, 20/59, 20/72 and 20/73 from the General Secrchariat of the
International Telecommunication Union.

1, Geneva Plan for Region 1.

With regard to this plan Sweden has no proposals to make at the moment
with the exception for a few formal corrections listed in Appendix ls
We reserve, however, the right in accordance with the Final Acts of The
Administrative Radio Conference for Region 1, Geneva 1949, page 236, to
submit certain amended or additional requirements at the time of the
Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference scheduled to take place
in the Hague this year, :

2. List of Frequency .ssignamats to stations of the feronautical Mobile OR
- and R Services (Rer. Circular Letter N° 20,20},

Sweden has no observations or proposals to submit at the moment with
respect to those lists.

3o Draft of the New International Frequency List for the bana 14 - 150 ke/s.
(Ref. Circular Letter N° 20/45).

Sweden considers that the chammel spacing of 350 c¢/s is too small,
In the cases of the assigned frequencies of 40.40 ke/s (VarbergiXarlsborg)
and 48.80 kc/s (Karlsborg), the adjacent channels are left unassigned, and
we thus have no observatiors to make regarding these two assignments as long
as the adjsesh’ channels remain unassigned,

In order to avoid interference to a Decca system working on the frequen~
cies 88,516 ke/s, 118,021 ke/s and 132,774 ke/s and used for the surveying
of the waters bordering on Sweden; we propose that the following amendments
be made in the draft list ¢ the frequency 89.05 kc/s should be assigned to
Roma, now on 93,95 ke/s, and this frequency, 93,95 kc/s, should be assigned
to Kaunas, now on 89.05 ke/s. Furthermore; Kamskoe Oustie should be given
the frequencd 130.70 kc/s instead of 133,15 ke/se

The draft pkan for the band 14 - 150 ke/s may serve as a basis for
discussions at the Extraordinary Conference, It should be reviewed in order
to avoid interference between adjacent channels and in order to take into
consideration the new requirements submitted before the opening date of the
Extraordinary Conference, The creation of adequate provision for the
future development of new radio scrvices and the expansion of existing
services should also be considered.

4s Draft of the New International Freauency Iist for the bands sllctted

exclusively to the maritime mobile service between 4 and 23 NMuo/s.
(Refs Circular Letter N° 20/30,)

Regarding the telegraph plan we have the following observations to make,

The reduction of the service range in the 6 Mc/s band to 3000 ¥m and
in the 8 Mc/s band to 6000 km or even less cannot be accepted by Sweden.
In fact, the 8 Mc/s band is very important for our long disimise scrvice
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to ships in the Atlantics, in the Indian Ocean, in the Australlan;
Indonesian and Chinese watera, ctc. During certain long periods of the
day and of the sumspot cycle the 8 Mc/s band is the only one that can be
successfully used for correspondence with ships in the above-mentioned
wators. For Gothenburg, on 8498 kc/s, we cannot accept sharing with the
Australian highpower station Darwin, as the latter station, which is
working continuously, will certéinly cause serious interference to our
maritime mobile service,

With regard to the telephonc plgn we must point out that only one
channel in each band has been assigned to the shared use of Norway and
Swedene As Denmark has announced no requirement of froquencies for its
maritime mobile telephone service, also a great part of the Danish traffic
will be handled by the Norwegian and Swedish coast stations. As the number
of calls and installations of radiotclephone equipment in ships is great
and permanently increasing the use of a common frequency for the Norweglan
and Swedish channel will be very difficult. To this is to be added that
in many cases the sharings with other stations proposed for the Norwegian/
Swedish telephone channels are entirely unacceptable, as for example in
the 8 Mc/s band where among others a sharing with seven 5 kW stations in
India is proposed ; in the 13 and 22 Mc/s bands where sharings with Australia,
1 XW, are proposed and in the 17 Mc/s band where a sharing with Lrgentina,
3 kW, is proposede ‘

After a close study we have found that if the draft plans shoﬁld be
carried into cffect, this would not allow of the continued operation of our
maritime mobile service without harmful interference. S

We are, however, fully aware of the great difficultics of satisfying
all requirements and agree that the above-mentioned draft plans for the
coast stations arc a valuable basis for discussions at the Extraordinary
Confercnces ' ' : -

5« Draft frequency Assignment Plans prepared by the P.F.Bo for the bands
under its jurisdiction not covered by the draft Freguency Assignment
Lists sent with Circular Letter N® 20/30 and 20/45. (Ref. Circular
Letter N° 20/59, Lo

501s Qbservations and proposals concerning freguencies assigned to
Sweden for its fixed intermatiopal circuits: for AY/FL, A3 and

Al ZExcluding circuits for fixed aeronautical sérvide;)

‘ After engineering the circuits in question (i.e. thosé for
which requirements were submitted before 25th February 1948 and
those circuits projected to be in use before lst September 1949 and
for which requirements were submitted before 10th April- 1948) in
accordance with the technical principles and rules adopted by the
P,F.By, Sweden reduced its frequency rcquirements by 25 % by consolid-
ation in conformity with the recommendations of the PsF.B, Such
consolidation could only be made under the condition that the use
of. the different specific frequencies was made more flexible than
was necessary when applying the strict rules for engincering. the
frequency complement for each separate circuit, During the. studies
of the draft lists the correctness of this view has been further
confirmed.
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5+1ea) Obgervations regardlng the_number of chgnnels assigned
%o Sweden in _the draft listso

4 detalled study of the draft 1lists has shown that the
number of frequencies assigned to Sweden between 3,9 and 27.5 Mc/s
for the Al/Fl, A3 and A4 circuits mentioned under 561, would not be
sufficient even under the provision that all frequencies assigned
to Sweden in the extended plans for the bands Py T and X were made
available and furthermore also all the Swedish consolidated require-
ments in the bands K, L; M, N and O were assigned to Sweden,

The compression of the Swedish consolidated requirements
made by the P,F.B. has namely gone tooforin certain bands. We mention
especially the extended draft plan for band Ps Here two more channels
are required for Al/Fl circuits. One of them could possibly be in
the Q band and the other in the G band. The assignment of a common
frequency for the circuit to Tanger and .a fixed aeronautical circuit
as well as for a fixed aeronautical net is not acceptable,

In the R band we nesd 'an additional frequency to be used
separately by the metso service, The proposed sharing of the same
frequency between the meteo service and the Swedish commercial circuits
to South America and Asia is not possible, In this band an additional
frequency for the New York Al/Fl circuit is also required,

Another channel in the T (or 9) band is necessarily required
to carry out the Swedish A4~ and PIS-service, The proposed simul-
teneous use of the same frequency for the A4/PTS~service and the
Swedish A3-circuit to New York is not possible due to the traffic
load on the telephone circuit,

In the band X it is proposed to use the same block of fre-
quencies for an aeronautical fixed circuit and commercial A1/F1
cirecuits. This common use is not possible, and a separate channel
is neeessary for the aeronautical circuite, .

5sle b) Observatlons reggrdlng,;gg‘proposed shariqg, bggyggg_gyedisg
and other ecircuits.

The simultaneous use of the same frequeney for Swedish and
other circuits arc proposed in manpy cases, /A study of the different .
assignments has shown that the protection ratios as & rule arc 20-25 .
dby which also is in accordance with the reports from different worke
ing groups where it is stated that protection ratios of 20 to 25 db
have been used for high quality circuits when making the draft lists,
Sweden considers those valuecs far too low and draws attontion to the
fact that a value of 25 db is considered necessary for the allowance
for fading only when using diversidy reception. Thus no consideration
has been taken of the other factors e.ge the protection ratio when
the signal strength of the wanted and unwanted stations are stable

and the allowance for fluctuatione

Non-simultaneous sharings are also proposed in many cases,
which necessarily means that efforts to conclude specinl administrative
agreements in most of those cases have to be dones



502+ QObgervationg and proposals concerning freghenc'es assighed
to Sweden for fixed international c1rcu1ts for aeronautical

S ervicee

In the P,F, B. Document N° 688, Annex N° 9 page N° ly “the
f1xed aeronautical circuit Prestwick-Stockholm, Refo N° 901, is
indicated as a duplex networks In the draft list only one set
of frequencies has been a551gned to thls duplex circuit whereas
. bwo sets are requireds - o

In the same Document, Annex N° 9, page N° 1, the network

: ShannoantockholmFIceland-Stavanger, Ref, N° 952, is also indicated
as a duplex networkes In the S band, whe®e two frequencies are
requested for this network only one frequenoy has been assigned-

5030 Observatlons and proposals reaarding frbguen01es assigned
Lo fixed dome stlg radio CerUItSu

Sweden has-very few circuits of this kinds. In fact, there
are only two duplex circuits of this kind in the original requirements.
Two simplex circuits are however included in our requiremcnts, filed
afber 10th April 1948, " We may have to request frequencies for
additional circuits before the opening date of the Extraordlnary
Administrative Conferences _ .

5a4o QObgervations and proposals rega dlng freguenc1es gssiggJi
to land mobile circuitse

Also for this service Sweden has very few requirementse
We only request frequencies for three basc stations with a total
of 5 frequencies, four of which are in the reglonal band and thus
only one in a band dealt with by the PoF,Bs ises the L banda Further
requirements are however anticipated, : : -

5¢50. QObservations regardinp omissions and incorrectnesses. ...

~ In the Annex to Document 705 ~ 2nd edition, section lo,.the
circult FIK 27 A has been omitted, This 01rcu1t should be 1ncluded
and reception provided for in New Yorks :

In Document 714 = 2nd edition, page 3, the follow1ng corrections
shall be made ;

With regard to IK 13 the sentence 2 "Second frequency,deleted
by National Member" shall be deleted and rightly replaced by :
MDe-congolidated from IK 69 by working group". Also for IK 69 the
sentence : "Second frequency deleted by National Member" shaid be
deleted and replaced by : "De~consolld1tvd from IK 13, by worklng
group's
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Sweden cannot accept the draft plans mentioned under ‘this
paragraph 5 as a real basis at the Extraordinary Conference for
the preparation of the new International Frequcncy Iist for the
following reagsons ¢

a) The compression of the consolidated Swedivh requ1rements
made by P.F,Be. both in contained and extended plans has
been too excessive.

b)  The proposed simultanecous use of the same frequency for
Swedish and other circuits are in most cases based on
protection ratios of 20-25 db, which is unacceptable for machine -
spaed telegraphy circults, for facsimile, petes, and radiotelephone
circuits extended to land lines.

c) There is a great lack of uniformity in the principles and
methods used by the different working groupse

L3N

List F equenc uvirements to be included in the band Kg L, M,
d 0. (Re 01 cula tter N© 20

' With regdfd to this list we would make the following remarks;

In Annex 2 to Documont 761 the consolidated requirement FIK 1, 2,

53, 23 and 15 has been omitted, Of this requirement FIK 1, 15 and 23 has
been transferred to Band I and comprcssed with requirement for IK 24 from
H band, We cannot accept this as the IK 23 is an auroral circuit where
it is important to work on frequencies as close as pbssible to the MUF,

8a

requirements pregented betwo: botwce 2 h Feb
i§ 5 Ei l§g0. iRcia Circular Letter No.
Sweden has no comments fo make with respect to this lists

Special remarks.

8s1le In some cases P,FsB:. hos applied the method of "Notification"

of frequencies, It hos thus anticipated e procedure mentioned
in article 11 of the Radio Regulations, an article which cannot come
into foroce before the date of approval of the new international
frequency list, By the fact of adopting the procedure of notification
it is admitted that harmful interference is forescens For our part
we are opposed to those notificatlions made on frequencies assigned to
Sweden (eoges in the maritime mobile telephone plan on the frequency
of 8754.7 ke/s etce)s We further oppose the notifications made in
the P band (Appendixes 1 and 2 to Annex to Document 718 = 2nd edition)
and the notification of land mobile stations in the P band, which is
excluslvely allotted to the fixed service and for which P.F.B, .hag
found it impossible to make a containcd draft plan for the fixed
gtations, Under such circumstances 1t is not appropriate to notify
frequencies for other services in this band,
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As a principle we cannot agree to notifications in
Document 713, where fixed stations and one base station have
been notified in bands allotfied exclusively tc feronautical mobile
gservice R and ORy Standard frequency, Broadcastlnga Maritime mobile’
and Amateurs,

The application of this notification method means in reality
only a continuation of the existing state of affairs.

8020 The figures in column 11 in the draft liste are in most cases
misleading as regards frequencies assigned to Sweden, The

: figures indicate the number of frequencies assigned to the circuit
in question when originally engineered in accordance with the rules
for frequency complements, After this engineering we however
consolidated our frequency requirement, thereby roduclng the required
number of frequencies by 25 %. Further heavy compression was made
by the working groups, When therefore in column 11 a circuit is
indicated as having for instance a complement of 4 frequencies, this
circuit actually, on an average, disposes of less than three frequencies.
If for example column 11 shows a figure 2/5; this means that there is
a higher frequency assigned to the circuit. In reality this might
not be true in many cases on account of the consolidation and com-
pression made

9¢ Additional observations and comments regarding details in the
reports and draft plans will be presented by Sweden gt the Extra-
ordinary Conference,

In view of the present uncertainty regarding the time for the
Extraordinary Confercnce Sweden does not at this occasion submit any
proposals rogarding the work of the conference. Such proposals will
however be submitted at a later date.

Note : The drafting amendments contained in Appendix I to the previous
letter have-been classified in a set of files, each of which refers
to a given service, band or reglons These files are at the disposal
of the Extraordinary Administrative Conference,
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No 68.2 o g
G4, Fos. 200 (réceived 11lth December, 1950)

Your telegram 157/18 Wovember Stop We do not propose to

supply now new commentaries additional to the ones contained in
our letter of August 3rd, 1950 % : '

¥ Published under N° 68,1
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_ SWITZERLAND

No 69,1 | | | 31 May, 1950

Comments onh ¢ E

In accordance with the decisions of the Administrative Council
of the ITU (ReSOIutinn 154/1949), we are submltting herewith our comments
on the P.F.B, draft plan.

On the whole, a great many of the proposals for frequency-sharing
proved unacceptable on account of the very loading of certain circuits.
In this connection we would recall the letter sent by our delegation to
the P.FoB. when consolidation was being effected, in which we insisted
on the fact that consolidation had been carried very far and that our
requirements were the minimum 0ompat1ble with efficient operation of
our 01rcu1tSo :

We regret our 1nab111ty to accept the P.F.Be proposals in any larger
neasies

Note : The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the preceding letter
4 have been classified in a set of files, each of which refers to a
detalled service, band or region. These files are at the disposal
of the Extraordinary Administrative Conferences

Ne 69,2 e | 3 June, 1950

Comments on : A

The Swiss PoT.T, Administration, reverting to the reservation formul-
ated by its delagatlon at the International Administrative Asronautical
Radio Conference (Allotment Plan, page 115) asks for two additional
frequencies in the OR bands :

a) 3088 or 3102 ke/s, to be lncorporatcd in requirement JD 6 Form 2,
- instead of 3095 k¢/s 3

b)  4738,5 ke/s to be incorporated in requirement JL 6instead of
the requested frequency 5720 which has not been taken into accounts

. In its opinion, the above frequencies could be used in Switzerland
without appreciable extra interference with the sharing countries.
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14 December, 1950

C.4. Res, 200

Comments _on A, B, C, E, H and Copenhagen Plans

With reference to your circular letter of 14 October 1950 and your
telegram 157/18 of 18 November, we have the honour to meke the following
comments :

. L to 4,ooo kc/s

a) Region 1 plans. The various plans aré éccéﬁtable.*‘ We maintain

‘b)

e) C

our reservation relative to the freguency 3159 kc/s*.

Aeronautical plan. This plan is acceptable, provaded account is |
taken of our reservation and the comments we made in our 1etter
of 3 June 1950 *H

Copenhagen plan. ' This ‘plan has been signed and ratified by the
Swiss authorities, and is rigorously applied in Swiss territory.
We have, however, noticed that other countries, amongst them some

- which 31gned, others which did not sign the plan, have used and

d)
e)

are using, frequencies therein allocated to Switzerland, thus
causing interference. We. reserve the right to take such measures
as may be required to ensure an efficient broadcasting service in
Swiss territory, should this interference become intolerable, -

Copenhagen maritime plan, We have no comments,

PFB plan for band B (3950 - 4000 kc/s) The remarks we made in our 1Sthe
of 31 May 1950 ## stlll hold good,

II. g,ooo to 27.500 ko/s

a)

b)
c)

Aeronautical plan. See I b) above,
PFB maritime plans, We have no comments.
PFB fixed station plans. Our comments are given in our letter

of 31 May 1950%%#*, T In general, we find that too many proposals
for frequency sharing are not acceptable, and would force us to

- do away with certain circuits, Our observations are given in

_detail in the annex to the letter referred to ‘above, and we-have

no others to make,

#* See Final Acts of the Administrative Radio Conference for Region 1,
page 250,

#% Published under No, 69.2

~%## Published under No, 69.1
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA

Ne 71,1 5 July, 1950
Corment on : D, E and the whole of the draft list

Reference your circular letters 20/45.and 20/59 and your telegram 92/2
Stop  Our Admlnistratlon maintains the position expressed during the
work of the P.F.B., in several statements by its Delegation  Stop We
still believe that the principies and methods adopted by the P.F.B., are
ineffective and. that plans and proposals dravn up by the P.F,B. are
unacceptable to our Administration Stop As regords special and regio-
nal Confercnces our position haos already been explained in the state-
ments of our Delegations which took part in their work + '
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No 71.2 | 31st January, 1951
C+A. Res. 200 ‘ {published in Notificatiqn N° 618)

Gomments on the whole of the draft list

~ Purther to your circular letter No 9.6/764, of 1l4th Octoksr, 1950,
and to your telegram Ne 157/18, of 18th Movember, 1950, we would point
out that the Czechoslovak Administration has repeatedly drawn the atten-
tion of I.T.U. Members to the contradictory nature of the basic methods
and principles used in preparing the draft new International Frequency
1ist, from tl® moment of their adoption by the Provisional Frequency
Board, the Administrative Radio Conference for Region 1, and the Inter-
national Administrative Aeronautical Radio Conference Stop’ Study of
these draft plans has shown that they do not correspond to the require-
ments of all I.T.U. Members Stop They are therefore far from being
realistic and acceptable Stop We still think that only the Ordinary
Radio Conference due to meet in 1952 is capable of finding a solution Stop
A reasoned proposal in this sense, sutmitted by the Ministry of Postal
and Electrical Commumnications of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
is to be found on pages 4 and 5 of General Secretariat Notification Ne 616
Stop To this proposal we give our wholehearted support Stop

Please bring the above to the notice of all I,T.U. Members by publlsh- ‘
1ng it in the next General Secretariat Notification +
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- TURKEY

O Ne 73,1 v | 31 May, 1950

Comments on: Ee

With reference to your cireular N° 20/59 of 6th April,

- we have the honour to inform you that the Turkish Administration, . having
been unable, due to lack of timé, to make a thorough study of the docu-

ments enumerated in the list annexed to your letter and to express an
opinion with regard to the allocations and measures of ‘consolidation

- which appear unsatisfactory from its own point of view, will submit its
”observations at the Extraordinary” Conference-+
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UNION CF SOUTH AFRICA AND TERRITORY CF BUBTH-WEST AFRICA.

N° 74.1 17 May, 1930

1, - With reference to I.TeUs Circular lottor N°20/20 of 10th
- Fobruary 1950, it 1s desired to submit the following observations t

20 At the 38th Flonary Scssion of the Provisional Frequency _
Board the South African delogate stated that, in respect of the date
‘of lst June 1950, fixed by the Adninistrative Council for the sub=
nission of observotions and proposals on the subjeet of the reports
and draft plans prepared by the P.F.B., the South ifrican Admirndisge
tration reserved the right to subnit this informatlon at any time
up to the lst September 1950.

3. The late delivery of the plans, which did not reach us
before the begimning of May 1950, precludes the possibility of
meeting the specified date of the lst June 1950, for the submission
of observations and commentsa

bo This Administration has some generol comments regording
the sultability of frequencies allocated and in respect of modi-

fications which it is desired to make to details of certain South
African eircults which have been catered for in the plans.

5 These commonts wAll bo prosonted ag soon as possible,

N 742 | 12 June, 1950.

Comments on ¢ Cy Dy E, Iy H and K.

1. With further reference to my letter of the 17th May 1950,

I have the honour to attach a schedule containing section 1 of the
corments of this Administration on the draft International Frequency

Flans,
2s The comments have been classified into two sections viz :
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I, SECTION 1

" AMENDMENTS OF SUBSTANCE.

This section contoins smendments which it is
thought will materially affcot the structure
of the plans; and

II VSEGTION 2

AMENDMENTS MAINLY. CF_AN EDITCRIAL NATURE.

3o The comments were numbered before their subdivision into
two categories with the result that numbers in each sectlon are not
consecutives

. e In order to avoid delay in forwording Section 1it is bein

forwarded in advance of section 2, which will be submitted later.

Notes The detailed remarks ond cormonts annexed to the previous letter have been
classified in a set of files, each of which refers to a given service, band
or region¢ These files are at the disposal of the Extracrdinary Ldministra~

tive Conference.

1)-Section 2 has been feceived amexed to a letter dated 17 July 1950.
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Nb74.3 . L»December, 1950
C.,A. Res, 200 .

Comments on : the whole of the draft list

With reference to your Circular Ietter No 9 6/764 of 14 Ootober
1950, I have the honour to submit the subgomned memorandum :

Memorandum : Resolution No 200, ETeparation.for'the Extraordi-
- nary Administrative Radio Conference (cf PV ca5/23)
of the. Administrative Council. - o

The following infdrmation is furnished by the Union of South

 Africa in reply to the Invitation of the above-mentioned Resolution :

a) The following plans are acceptable with minor adjustments

which were notified on 12 June#and 17 July,. 1950, respectively :

1) 14 - 150 kc/s Fian.
ii) Region 1 Administrative Radio Conference,
iii) Committee of Countries in Rngzon 1 outside- Europe

(African’ Plan).:
_ 1v) International Admlnlstratlve deronautical Radio Gonference.

'v) HF Maritime Telegraphy and Telephony Plans, -

b) The follow1ng Plans are acceptable as"a basis for discussion
at the E.A.R.C. but they are not acceptable for implementation without
amendment in accordance with the observations on specific assignments
submitted to the Secretary-General in June and July, 1950 :

P.F.B. Plans for :

- 1) H.F, Fixed,

+ii) Land Mobile; and

1i1) Tropical Broadcasting Services.
c) No proposal.
d) The desired schedule is attached.

e) The international monitoring station will be opened on
1 January, 1951. Thereafter summaries will be furnished monthly.

4 further communicabtion in regard to Resolution 202 will follow
shortly. '

* letter published under No 72.2
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UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

N 75,1 22nd May, 1950

Comments on ¢ A

In reply to your letter N° 20/20 of 10th February,. I have the honour to
inform you that the views of the Soviet Administration with regard to the
question raised by you were explained in detail by the Soviet Delegation at
the 30th Plenary Meeting of the International Administrative Aeronautical
Radio Conference, Document Aer/2 N° 162 Stop These views remain the same +

e 75,2 22nd May, 1950
Comments on 3 C

Reference circular letter N° 20/30 of 2nd March Stop I have the honour
to inform you that the views of the Soviet Administration with regard to the
question you raise were explained in detail by the Soviet Delegation in state-
ments made to the 32nd and 34th Plenary Meetings of the P.,F.B, Stop These
views remain the same +.

Ne 75.3 19th June, 1950
Comments on : Dy E;, and the whole of the draft list

In reply to your circular letters 20/45, 20/59 and telegram 92/2, the
Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to the Provisional
Frequency Board repeatedly declared that the Beard was wrong in adopting the
principles and methods it did adopt, it likewise indicated that it could not
accept the list so prepared, the attitude of the Communications Administra-
tions of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the Ukrainian and Bielo-
russian Soviet Socialist Republics to the list which has been prepared remains
unchanged, as to the plans prepared by Regional and Special Conferences,
our attitude has been explained at sufficient length in the statements made
by the Soviet Delegations at those conferences +
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No. 75.4 - 6 th January,1951.
C.A+ Res. 200 {Published in Notification No 616)

Comments on: the whole of the draft list

Further to your circular letter No. 9.6/764, of 14 October 1950,
and telegram No. 157/18 of 18 November 1950, the Ministry of Postal and
Electrical Communications of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics has
the honour to inform you as follows:

In the Provisional Frequency Board and at the Admlnlstxatlve Radio
Conference for Region 1, as elso at the International Administrative Aero-
nautical Radio Conference, the Soviet Delegation, desirous of developing and

. reinforcing international collaboration in the field of radio, repeatedly

pointed out that the conferences called upon to prepare draft frequency
allotment plans had adopted as a basis for their work, methecds fcr which
there was no scientific foundaticn and principles lacking in objectivity -
methods and principles which offered no possibility of meeting the frequency
requirements of all Member-States of the International Telecommunication
Union Stop The Soviet Delegation maintained that the Berne Lists of 1939
provided a just and realistic basis from which the new International
Frequency List might be prepared, on the grounds that those Lists reflected
the actual needs and frequency requirements of countries and had been tried
and tested by many years of operating practice Stop

The Soviet Delegation drew the attention of Members of the Union
to the fact that work on the draft International Frequency List was proceed-
ing in a way which had nothing in common with the principles <f inter-
national collaboration, and was in fact designed to obtain a redistribution
of frequencies in the interests of the United States of America, Great
Britain and France Stop That this was so is confirmed by an analysis of
the draft frequency allotment plans submitted Stop

1. Thus, for example, according to the draft plan presented by the
Provisional Frequency Board, 39% of all frequencies to be redistributed are
to go to three countries: the United States of America,'Great Britain and
France, the rest of the world receiving only the remaining 61% Stop By
virtue of this draft, 17.2 % of the total number of frequencies are to go to
the United States, 10.8 % to Great Britain and 11% to France, whereas the
Soviet Union receives 4.1 %, China 4.9 % and India 3.7 % - figures which
bear no relation to the actual need of these countries, the size of their
populations and the extent of their territories Stop  According to this
same draft, the number of frequencies allotted to the United States, Great
Britain and France is greater than it was in the Berne Lists, while those
allotted to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, China and other
countries are cons1derably fewer Stop

2. Neither does the plan prepared by the Interngtional Administrat-
ive Aeronautical Radio Conference take account of the interests of I.T.U.
Member-States Stop This draft allots one half of the R service (regular
alr route) frequencies to what are called Major World Air Routes, monopol-
ized by the United States, while the interests of the air services of other
Members are completely ignored Stop
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3., The draft plan which was adopted by a small majority of the
countries represented at the Administrative Conference for Region 1
represents a complete breach of the Radio Regulations and Atlantic City
Resolutions. ’Stop This draft in no way reflects the interests of Region 1
countries, and in the interests of the United States confirms the allocation
of frequencies in the band 1 900 - 2 000 ke¢/s to Loran stations set up by
the United States of America - stations which cause grave interference to
the fixed and moblle services of Region 1 countrles Stop

Meny other examples could be quoted, but those already given
suffice to show that the draft plans prepared for incorporaticn in the Inter-
national Frequency List do not correspond to the interests of Members as a
whole, and are unacceptable, not only as a basis for discussion, but even as
working material for the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference Stop
The task of putting the final touches to the draft plans prepared, which has
been entrusted to the International Frequency Registration Board, therefore
becomes pointless = Stop As regards the Board itself, the necessary condi-
tions for it to assume the tasks mentioned in Article 6 of the Convention
do not at present exist Stop A way out of this situation can be frund only
by the next Administrative Radio Conference, which alone is empowered to
solve the problems arising from changes to be made in the Regulations, and
ie alone competent to lay the foundations on which a list acceptable to all
Members of the Union might be built up Stop At the same time, the Soviet
Administration feels obliged to draw the attention of all administrations to
the fact that adoption of a draft list which would not meet the requirements
of the aviation, broadcasting, radiotelegraph, radiotelephone and safety
services would represent ‘a breach of the principles enshrined in the
Atlantic City Convention and would have serious consequences Stop

As far as the Administration of Postal and Electrical Communications
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics is concerned, we shall continue,
as hitherto, to respect the interests of. all Members of the Union, and shall -
collaborate with all countries which sincerely which sincerely wish to
prepare a new International Frequency List, giving satisfaction to all
countries Stop :

We would request you to brlna this to the notlce of all Members of
the Union by publlshlng it in the next General Secretariat Notification +

1 e Sttt e e,
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URUGUAY

No 76,1 24 June, 1950
ggmmenﬁé_gg t A

With reference to the subject of eircular letter 20/20 of 10 February
1950 of the I.T.Us General Seerctariat and the contents of letter 450/50
from this Adminlstratlon sent to you on 13 May 1950, I have the honour to
iaform you : - , :

a) that Urugﬁay maintains with the General Sceretariat the reserw

vation formulated by its Delegate when 31gn1ng the flnal agreement of the

TohehaRsCo (GGnGV&; 1949) 3

b) that its minimum rcqulrements in the acronautlcal moblle CR service
are s

channels in the 3 025 to 3 45 ke/s band
chanmels in the 4 700 to 4 750 ke/s band
channeld in the 5 680 to 5 730 kc/s band
channels in the 6 685 to 6 765 ke/s band
channel in the 8 965 to 9 040 ke/s band
channel in the 11 175 to 11 275 ke/s band
channel in the 13 200 to 13 260 kc/s bend
channel in the 15 010 to 15 100 kc/s band
channel in the 17 970 to 18 030 kc/s band,

R R 0 W W W

c) that, to facilitate the work of the Extraordinary Administrative
GOnference, Uruguay proposes that the bands of 9 Me/s and below, as fay as
Region 2 is concerned, be handled by the delegates of all tho counttrisg
included in Region 2 at that Conference

d) that Uruguay cannot indicate specific frequencies, as it would
have liked to do to facilitate the work of the Conference, since the fre~
queney Allocation Plan for the aeronautical mobile OR service does not
contain the geographical positions of the aeronautical stations of the
other countries.

No 76,2 | | 14 July, 1950

Comments on : E

.

With reference to the assignment plans drawn up by the P¢F.Bs, for the
fixed service sent to us with your circular letter 20/59, the Uruguayan
Administration has the honour to forward herewith to the General Secretarias
its comments on the part concerning the Aeronautical Fixed Scrvice.

Comments and proposals on the rest of the Fixed Services will be sent
to you as soon as possiblea
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With regard to the Aeronautical Fixed Service, this Administration
notes that the requirementg it submitted at Atlantic City have not been
. considered, since the assignments made by the special Working Group for
the co~ordination of the Aeronautical Fixed Services are inadequate and
incompletes :

This is due to the fact that Uruguay originally made the mistake
of entering its requirements for the aeronautical fixed service on Form 2,
but the error was subsequently put right after reception of cirecular
N° 111,14 in which the ToAeAsR.Cs asked for thew to be transferred to Form 1.

. We therefore listed the circuits of the acronautical fixed service
on Form 1 instead of Form 2, The list was brought up to date -~ as regards the
order of the frequencies ~ and submitted to the PusFeBes by our Delegates For
some unknown reason this list appears in Booklet NO l'of Docs 76/ as new
requirements by Uruguay.

We must make it quite clear that this list contains our real minimum
requirements for the aeronautical fixed service both at home and in inter-
national relations, '

Note ¢ The requirements of Uruguay shown in pages 295 et sege Of Booklet I
attached to document 764 werc submitted to the PeFeBe on 24 November 1948
and 15 June 1949,
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18 Decgmber, 1950..

B ahd"iﬁ- 3

In connecticn with the fixed services, this Administration has
pleasure in sending you- the following information, as promised in our

_telegram R 201:

a) First and foremost, this. Admlnlstratlon would poln? ‘out that
‘the frequency complement which the P.F.B. _proposed to assign
to. ecircuits 7a and 7b, and to 8a and 8b, is totally inadequate
‘to satisfy the requirements in the lists submitted- at Atlantic
City since, apart from the sharing of certain frequencies

. between the above circuits which it necessitates, it also
involves circuits 2 and 1O of this Admmnistra tion.

We must stress the fact that 01rcu1ts Ta, 7b, 8a and 8b are
four independent circuits, used simultaneously for totally
different services. They are:

FSK and PTS press transmissions to North and Central America
and to the Northern part of South America (7b).

FSK and PTS press transmissions to Europe (8b) and the point-to~
~point cirecuits Montevideo-New York (7a) and Montevideo-Moscow
(8a).. In these circumstances:

1.

2.

3.

b

5.

6.

operation of circuit 7a makes operation of 7b impossible,
and vice-versa;

operation of circuit 8a makes operation of 8b 1mposs1ble,
and vice~versas

operation of ecircuit 7 (7a or 7b) in the P band blocks
operation of circuit 8 (8a or 8b) since, apart from the
circuits which have been made useless by P.F.B. cone

solidation or unification, PTS operation of any one of
circuits 7 and 8 allows only Al operation of circuit 23

with circuits 7 (72 and 7b) and 8 (8a and 8b), the

- frequencies assigned in the dd band will not allow simul-~

taneous PTS operation, since the operation of one puts the
three others out of service;

opefation of circuit 8 in band Z cancels circuit 10. These
circuits are completely independent and must of necessity be
used at the same time;

PTS operation of circuit 8 in band X suppresses circuit 2,
which is quite independenta

b) In circuit 9 the band-wzdth assigned to the channel in band P
excludes PTS operation.

¢) In circuit 10 the frequency assigned in band Z, as we observed
under a) above, makes operation of circuit 8 impossible.
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d) Several years' experience in the operation of circuit 12 proves
that an extra frequency of the order of 9 Me/s is absolutely
indispensable for each of the three complements on which these

. 14 stations would have to operate.

e) Circuit 13. We have not been able to gather from the draft lists
how many frequency complements the P, F.B. intended to assign to
this network. Observation d) above applies to this network also.

f) Frequency 4 608 kc/s (Band G) for circuit 18 (network of 15
stations) is separated by only 1.5 kc/s from the frequency assigned
to circuit 9 which also operates on A3, This means that circuit 18
cannot possibly work at the same time as circuit 9.

g) Circuit 25, Observation d) above also épplies to this circuit.

With regard to the special circuits shown on form 2 submitted by
Uruguay at Atlantic City, we might point out that:

"h) Gircuit 1 is a National Armed Forces network of 17 stations. Theif
requirements cannot be met with a single frequency complement, as
the list annexed to P.F.B. document 761 would seem to suggest.

i) . Circuit 2 is for a Navy network of 6 stations of which the require-
nents camnot be met with a single frequency complement.

A few errors and omissions have been discovered in the draft lists.

We have not included them in this report, since they are chiefly typograph-

ical, Details of them will be forwarded separately, as we do not think they

greatly affect the draft assignment plan drawn up by the P.F.B,

This Administration regrets to state that it must be clearly
understood that it repeats the statements of its Delegate on the P.F.B: to
the effect that the very small number of requirements submitted by Uruguay
at Atlantic City speak for themselves. They obviously constitute the basic
minimum for the satisfaction of Uruguay's essential needs. Our Administra-
tion cannot, therefore, agree to any consolidation or unification which
might make it impossible to operate simultaneously the extremely limited
number of services of which the successful working is a vital necessity.

No 76,4, 20 December, 1950
_Cqu Res. 200 HEN .

Comments on : ©
: I thank you for your circular N° 20/30, on the draft new Frequency
List prepared by the P.F.B., and I have to inform you that this Adminis-

tration has neither comments nor proposals to make with respect to the
frequency asgignment plans evolved for coast stations by the P.F.B.

—— i Y
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VENEZUELA

oo

No 77,1 28 June, 1950

- Qomments on ¢ E

S This Adn1nlsurat:on has ca*cfully studied the list of fre-
quencies assigned to Venezuela by the P.F,B. and finds that on account of
the continuous development of our ‘broadeasting this list (between 4755
and 5025 ke/s) does not meet our requircments Stop We therefore take the
liberty of informing you that we reserve the right to review the matter
at the forthcoming conference to be held at The Hague in septahver 1950+

Ne 77.2 4 July, 1950

Since we have not recelved droft international frequency
list prepared by the P.F.B. we cannot submit any comments now Stop Any
conments we may have to make wmll be submltted to tho forthcomlng confo-
renee, of The Hague + ‘

Ne T3 - | 10 July, 1950

‘Acknowledge ”ecovnt your telegranm 9 July. Stop- We have
received letters 20/20 20/30 20/45 20/59 20/72 20/73 and ocorresw
pording decunients to the first 3 letters Stop With regard to our tele~
gram dated 28 June we refer to list of frequencies for broadcasting
assigned by the P.F,B, and sent by our Delegate to the Conference at
Florence Stop We should be grateful 1f you send us 1lsts and docu-
ments annexed to your letters 20/59 20/72 and 20/73 1

i These documents have been despatched by sir mail on the
18 July, 1950. | | AT
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No. 77.4 1} December 1950.
C.A. ReS. 200 :

‘Comments on: €, E and F

It is my pleasure to send you, attached to this letter, the -
comments of the Venezuelan Administration on the draft International
“Frequency List prepared by the P.F.B., at the same time reserving the
right to make more detailed comments at the Extraordinary Conference
to meet 1n Geneva in August 1951. ' _

My Admlnlstratlon trusts that the form in which these comments
ars submitted will facilitate their examination by the P.F.B,

Comments concerning the fixed service are submitted in two forms:
one, by circuit and the other, in order of frequencies.- We thought in this
way to facilitate their analysis both by the Members of the Provisional
Frequency Board and by the Administrative Conference which is to meet next
year. For the same reasons, domestic services have been separated from
international services, as the Venezuelan Administration. assumes that the
latter will deserve very careful prior attention and that the unavoidable
frequency reductions in the 5, 6, 7 and 8 megacycle bands will apply to
domestic, and not to 1nternatlonal services,

As regards the 4 and 9 Mc/s bands, we are submitting for the
consideration of the Board and the Conference a few requirements which we
deem essential, since they are for National Defence services. For this
reason, and also because they are base stations, we give only their bearings,
" power, schedule and distance in kilometres. Since the bands in guestion
are not overloaded, we trust that these requiremenis will be included in
. the International Frequency List.

A list of requirements is also submitted for the Maritime Mobile
Service proper and a list of notificationg for the use of the 4 and 6 Me/s
maritime mobile service bands in the local daylight hours by fixed service
stations with a power of less than 50 watts.

The Administration of Venezuela attaches special interest to the
registration of ecircuit No. 181 (Caracas-New York), to be found on page 310
of Booklet 1, since this circuit has been in operation since mid-1950 and
also to consideration of its domestic aeronautical fixed service require-
ments, which are submitted in a separate annex.

For tropical broadcasting, we have asked for the 1nscr1ption of a
few channels and also some changes in schedules and powers.  In this
connection, we think that an arrangement might be reached between the
Administrations of Brazil, Mexico, Colombia, Cuba, Venezuela etc. for a
distribution that would afford better quality reception in the tropical
zone, without losing sight of the definition of this class of broadcasting.
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For the mbment, we have no comments on protectionAcoeffi01ents
and trust that this problem will receive joint attention at the forth-
coming Extraordinary Administrative Conference.

: " Nevertheless, should other conblderations arise before the
Conference meets, the Administration of Venezuela is prepared to supply
any other data that might be required in this connection and will accept
any suggestions the Members of the Provisional Frequency Board or the
General Secretariat may have to make.

o

m——————

Note: The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the previous letter
have been classified in a set of files, each of which refers to
a given service, band or region. These files are at the disposal
of the Extraordinary Administrative Conference. -
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JAPAN

N® 79.1 , o , 23 May, 1950

Comments on ¢ C and Ee
' In conformity with your circular letter Ne 20/59; dated 6th April, 1950,
we send you herewith the comments on the draft Plans and a proposal thersto.

As the final documents (second edition) referred to in your circular
letter were not available, we had prepared conments by referring to the first
editions of the draft documents of PFsBo We are sorry to say that the
final documents did not arrive until 18 May, after which we were obliged
to redraft our comments, and immediately forward same to you in effort
to meet target date you have assigned in your circular letter,

The contents of the enclosures are as follows @
A C Omments '

A-l Comments for Fixed and Land Stations other than coastal
- statlons,

A=2 - Comments for Radio Telegrﬂph coast statlons.
A-3 Comments for Radio Telephome coast stations,
Annex 1 Corrigendum and omissionvto P.FeBo draft frequency listss

Annex 2 Additional uses preViously submitted or in process
of submission under par. 16, Resolution adopted AC.

Annex 3 New requirements for circuits ta be established before
1l Sep‘b-., 1950,

B Propoéal on allocation of Frequencies to circuits under 300 Km.

A Comments.

Following explanatory notes may help you in interpreting our cbmméhtso

'Explanatorx notes on comments

ls In rev1ewing the list, we have found some instances misprinted or
modified through clerical error, and such 1nstances wore picked up
and listed them in the Annex 1, ,

2o We have compared our final proposal and the 1lst plan, and where
there is no difference or where the draft assignment is satlsfactory
we have indicated the assignments concerned as NO COMMENT,

3. However, there are some consolidated asuignments which are impossible
to carry out because of propagation characteristics or of foreseen
harmful interferences, considered from operational experiences, In
addition we have found some circuits for which we originally proposad
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to share their frequencies, were impracticable on account of the
later increase of traffic, and/or recent actual operational expe-

riences.
These circuits were indicated as CANNOT AGREE,
Lo We have divided. into two parts our additional requirements which

are to be made in accordance with paragraph 16 of the Resolution
relating to the preparation of the New International Frequency List.
One part, Annex 2, consists of the requirements previously submitted
to P,F,B,, also the circuits already established but not yet notified
to P.F.,B, Other part, Annex 3, consists of these circuits expected
to start operation before lst September 1950, but not gotified yet
tOPFBQ'

5. The changes or modifications, as well as additions of tranemitting’

stations, receiving localities, class of emission, etc., concerning
the existing circuits are 1ndlcated in Annex 2.

B -~ Proposal

On reviewing the draft plan, we have found many cases of asgigning
improper frequencies on some of the short distence circuits, especially
in the band between 5 and 8 Mc/s. It seem$ to us that these assignments
were made by referring solely to the frequency complements rule where the
cirouit distance of O to 400 km, is- treated as a single category.

Our operational experiences show clearly that for the shorter cir-
cuit distance the lower frequencies are available as the optimum working
frequency. If we were t0 transfer those higher frequencies used for cir- '
cuits of less that 300 km.to the lower bands, the congestion on those heavi~
ly loaded bands might have. been mitigated substancially.

We should like, therefore, tv propouse that the next conference would
review those short distance circuits for. the purpose of shifting them as
far as possible to lower bands to accomodate more proper circuits,

No 79,2 | June, 1950
Comments on ¢ F

Soon after we despatched on 24 May 1950 our comments on the P.F.B.
plan of frequency assignments and our proposals concerned, we have received
the list of frequency requirements to be included in bands K, L, M, N and O,
and the list of requirements submitted between 25th February 1948 and 1st
April 1950 (Booklets I - IV) Accordingly, I beg to inform yau that as a
result of our study on these documents, we have compiled amendment of the
above comments and 1list of further additional requirements which are enclosed
herewith,

We are very sorry to trouble you, but these troubles were unavoidable
owing to the fact that these documents reached us too late and we have been
obliged to make our comments and proposals basing on old documents, We hope
you would sympathize our circumstances and handle our addifional documents

- favourably,
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Our additional docurents include *

1o

2e
30

Amcndment on Annex 1 of our comments previously
submitted ;

Addition to the comments 3

Addition_to Anmnex 2 of the comments §

" As to N° 1, we have listed these circuits on page 2 of the innex 1
as omission in the Plan, but as they arc included in thc latost list,
these circuits shoudd be deleted from the Annex 1 amd he 1nsorted between
pages 7 and 8, of comrients proviously submitteds

The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the two previous letters
have been classified in a set of files, each of which refors to a
given service, band and region, These files arc at the dlsposal

of the Extraoordinary lLdministrative Conferencee
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Ne 79.3 25th Docember, 1950
C.4. Res., 200 :

Comments on :iq

The Japanese Administration has thé honour to send you herewith
the comments in regpect of frequency assigmment plans below 4 000 ke/s
and those. between 4 000 and 27 500 ke/s (additional requirements) in
accordance with the :appendix 15 of your circular letter No 9.6/764 of
14 October, 1950. ¢

The comments consist of four parts, i.e.:

1. General poﬁmenﬁs )

2. Comments and aiﬁehdments ) ‘for'Region 3 frequency
) assigmment plans.

3. Additional rcquiremonts ) _

s Additional requlrements for P Feo Bo plans,

of which part 1 was sulmitted through the United States Govermment as
the comments for the Territories of the United States of.America.

~ The Japanese Administration regrets to inform you that as your
circular letter reached us too late, we could not prepare these docu-
ments in time requested by your letter. We should be very much obllged
to you if you could accept these docunents ‘as filed in time.

O

l. General Gorments

for Region 3 F encz_iss gnment Plans

1) In view of the fact that many ccimercial broadcasting stations are
to be established as the consequence of the enforcement of the new
Radio Regulatory Law, the Japanese Administration desires to make
some changes in assigning medium frequencies for broadcasting staw-
tions throughout Japan. "It is anticipated that these changes will
affect the present frequency assigmnment plan, .prepared by the Re-
gion 3 Administrative Radio Conference in the band 535 - 1 605 ko/s,
and the Japanese Administration requests reservation to make amend-
ments and to sutmit additional requirements to the Extraordinary
Administrative Conference. '

2) In accordanceé with Article 3 of International Radio Regulations
(itlantic Gity, 1947) and considering the fact that Japanese areas
are contiguous to Region 1, the Japanese Administration requests a
reservation to amend assignments made by the Region 3 Conference,
at the forthcoming Fxtraordinary Administrative Radio Conference,
in the interest of avoiding interference with Region 1 assignments.

s g 2. g

Note : Parts 2, 3 and 4 of the comments annexed to the previous letter
have been classified in a set of files, each of which refersg to
e given service, band or region. These files are at the dlspo—

sal of the’ Exiraordlnary Administrative Conference.

i e v
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(81)
CEYLON

D

No 81, 1 | 10 June, 1950

Comments on ¢ E and J,

" UK services and céble and wireless limited have following comments
on frequency assignments in draft assignment plans prepared by P.F.B. to
radio stations which they operate in Ceylon.

0.00‘1Qb.0iIIO’J..0ﬂ.ﬂU._.o&o..t..o.'900....05@0‘&\!..UOQOQQ.QG.'..QO.'.'.....

They have no comments on the appropriate assignments in Region 3 plan +

ar ey el M TR

The detailed remarks and comments contained in the previous. telegram
have been clagsified in a set of files, each of which refers to a given
service, band or region. These files are at the disposal of the Extraor~
dinary Administrative Conference,
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No, 81,2 14 December, 1950.
C.A. Res. 200

Comments on: J

Ceylon Administration accepts allocation to Ceylon in Region 3
plan subject to right to submit additional requirements for projected
services Stop Regarding allocations 870 kc/s 1030 kc/s and 1310 ke/s
propose to consulbother interested administrations direct on reduction

- of power to minimise interference +

Ne 81.3 3rd March, 1951
C.A. Res, 200

TReference telegram 157/18 ‘Stop Ceylon Government w:Lll be
represented at Extradrdinary Conference Stop Shall be submitting new
comments Stop Please treat telegram of l4th December as first instal-
ment of comments + :




Note :

COMMENTS FROM SOURCES OUTSIDE THE UNION

Inclusion in Booklet & of the following general

comments, publication of the detailed comments

‘annexed to them, and classification of these de-

. tailed comments in the corresponding files implies

no recognition by the ITU of the status of the
country concerned or of the competence of the

originating authority in relation to the I.T;U;

215.
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GERMANY

(British Zone)

17 July, 1950

Comments on 3 E

1. Reforence the above subject.

2. Hercwith please find comments on the civil cireuits in the British
Zone of Germany which have been considered by the Provigional Fre.-
quency Board. | I

3. Other-cdmments‘will be following as soon as they have been prepared.

The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the previous
"letter have been classified in a set of files, each of which
refers to a given scrvice, band or region. These files are
at the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative Conferen-
ce.
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‘COMMENTS BY ADMINISTRATIONS
on the

DRAFT NEW INTERNATIONAL FREQUENCY LIST

SUPPLEMENT No 1 TO BOOKLET A

ADDITIONAL GENERAL COMMENTS

International Telecommunication Union

Geneva, 1951




CANADA

ey

CORRIGENDUM TO BOOKLET A

Page 33, No 13.1; paragraph 3 :

Amend the first line to read :

"3, It would appear that the P.F.B. has not endeavoured..."

(This corrigendum refers only to the English text) .
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REPUBLIC OF HAITI

' No.35.5 | | ond June 1951
C.At ReS. 200 ) .

‘We have the honour to send you corrections and additional remarks in
connection with the comments we sent you with our letter dated 4 December
1950%, Perhaps you would be so good as to add this report to the Republic-
of Haiti's file for submission to the Extraordinary Administrative Radio
Conference.

The List of Requirements of 4 December 1950 should be revised to
incorporate the changes found necessary as the result of continuous radio
development in Haiti,

" Below will be found the list of requirements of the various Services:

BANDS  NUMBER OF Kc/ﬂ FREQUENCIES SERVICES UTILISING
FREQUENCIES IN USE ‘ THESE FREQUENCIES
E -2 3960 Service des Télégraphes, Téléphones et
3987  Radiocommunications.
F .3 4000 and 4305 &mmée d'Haiti
4005 . Télégraphes, Téléphones et Radios
G 3 4460 : RCA Communications
: 4500 Armée
4570 Service aéronautique
J 1 5040 Aéronautique
K 1 5122.5 "
L 1 5425 » "
P b 7570 West Indies Telephone
7795 Service adronautique
8010 Télégraphes, Téléphdnes et Radios
8020 - RCA Communications
2 9110 and 9270 Service aéronautique
R 2 9420 and (9815) Armde
T . 2 10040 West Indies Telephone

11540 RCA Communications

* Published under No.35.4 (page 84)
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'BANDE NUMBER OF Ke,/s FREQUENCTES SERVICES UTILISING
FREQUENCIES IN USE THESE FREQUENCIES.
] 3 11950 Service adronautique
12295 and Télégraphes, Téléphones et Radios
12875 ‘
W 1 ' 14940 West Indies Telephone
1 16040 Reca Communicaticns
z 1 19312.5 Télégraphes, Téléphones &t Radios

Gomparihg these requirements with the PFB allocations, we find
that the following additions to the latter are necessary, to ensure effectiwe
relaticns at all periods of the day and year :

2 frequencies in the band E
i .

i
n
i
n
1]
"

Ho N~
Haorowoe'd

The calculation submitted in our comments of 4 December 1950 of the
minimum of frequencies required to satisfy all the international radio needs
of Haitli is found today to be inadequate. .

The other observations on the frequencies employed in the inter-
urban (trunk) service and in the aeronautical mobile service still hold good.
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INDIA

No.38.4 | 16th April, 1951
C.4, Res. 200 _ : .

nggrﬁmzi‘andif

. Ih continuation, of para 4 of this office letter No.IDWB lAZ/5O
dated the 2nd Januatry, 19%1* on the above subject and in compliance with
Resolution number 200 of the Administrative Council, I am directed to
forward herewith detailed comments (in duplicate) in amplification of the
comments already sent with this office letter quoted above. -

2. The detailed comments consist of the following :-

(l) A circuit-wise statement showing the frequencies asked for,
engineered according to the P.F.B:. Rules indicated by the
band and the frequencies actually assigned to India in the
draft plans that have been prepared by the P.F.B.

(2) & statement frequency by frequency showing the workability
of the assignments made to India in the ascending order of
frequencies, plan by plan, according to the P.F,B. notation.

3. Only in cases whers the frequencies are considered unworkable for
India, it has been indicated by the letter 'B' in the remarks column. No
remarks have been given in ether cases. The following symbols have been

used :-

Bl = assignment bad for emission &l.
= asgsignment bad for emission 43.

The number after the letter B indicate the type of emission for which the
assignment is considered bad.

AN Statement 2 gives the details of the interfering circuit, country
and frequency also, which is considered to make the assignment to India
unworkable. : '

% Published under No.38,3, page 90.

The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the pra-ions
letter have been classified in a set of files, each of which
refers to a given service, band or region. These files are at
‘the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative Conference,
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MEXICO
No.48.1 f 26th March 195t.
C.4, Res. 200

Comments on : E and F

I have the honour to send you herewith three copies of the comments
of my country's Government on the draft frequency assignment plans drawn up
by the Provisional Frequency Board.

. I hope that these comments may be taken into account by the
International Frequency Registration Board.

COMMENTS ON P.F.B. DRAFT PLANS
CONCERNING TROPICAL BROADCASTING IN THE BA4NDS H, I and J

Taken as a whole, the assigmments allocated to Mexico in these
Bands are so reduced in power and in »umber in comparison with the needs
-in frequencies, that the Mexican administration cannot seriously take
into consideration the Draft of the P.F.B. plans and therefore feels
that these should be completely reexamined.

Note : The detailed remarks and comments annexed to this letter have
been classified in a set of files, each of which refers to a
given service, band or region., These files are at the dlsposal
of the Extraordinary ddministrative Confarence.
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PAKISTAN

e —

No 53.7 - | 23rd June, 1951

kComeg‘ts on : B

o Aeronautical mobile R assignment plan considereéd satisfactory
by this Administration +



No. 8L.4 _ 30th May, 1951.
C.&s Res. 200

Comments on : 4, B, D, E, J.

_ With reference to Resolution No,200 adopted by the Administrative
Council of the I.,T.U, at its 5th session and this Government's telegram of
3rd March, 1951%*, the further comments of this administration on the
frequency allocations to Ceylon as appearing in the Published work cf the
P.F.B. and other conferences are detailed below:-

1.T.U. Region 3 Conference.

The allocations to Ceylon in the I.T.U. Region 3 Frequency Allocation
Plan are acceptable. This administration, however, reserves the right to
submit requests for further allocations in the bands dealt with by the
Region 3 Conference. With regard to power limitations on the frequencies :
870 ke/s, 1030 ke/s and 1310 ke/s, this administration will ccnsult directly
other interested administrations. ‘

Aeronautical . Mobile (R) and (OR) Plans.

This administration accepts in general the allocations to Ceylon
under the deronnuticsl (R) and (OR) Pians subject to the condition that
minor modifications that will be necsssary to make the plans more acceptable
will be submitted directly to the Extraordinary Administrative Radio
Conference after consultations with the delegations of other interested
‘administrations. '

Allocations by the P.F.B.

The annexed schedule contains comments on the specific allocations
made in various bands by the P.F.B. and refers to those cases which in
consideration of the statements made in the comments, this administration
thinks that satisfactory operation of those circuits will not be possible.
It has, however, to be pointed ocut that these comments refer only to those
bends for which draft allocation plans contained within the bands have been
completed. No comments are forwarded in respect of frequency bends for
which only sharing plans or extended allocation plans have been drawn up.
These comments will have to be either modified or additional comments
submitted direct to the Extresordinary Administrative Radio Conference, if
such a course becomes necessary after studying the comments of other
administrations on these plans.

‘Such proposals, relating to new methods of bringing into effect those
parts of the 4tlantic City Table for which the Conference is unlikely to
establish a frequency list, as this administration may wish to submit, will
be submitted direct to the Conference.,

% Published under No.8L.3 (page 214)

Note : The detailed comments annexed to the previous letter have been ~
classified in a set of files, each of which refers to a given service,
band or region. These files are at the disposal of the Extraordinary
Administrative Radio Conference.
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ADDITIONAL GENERAL COMMENTS

International Telecommunication Union
Geneva, 1951
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SAUDI ARABIA

No. 3.2  27th June, 1951
C.A. Res, 200 .

ents on ¢+ 4, B, E

Y . . * . . L] . . . . . L] . . . L) . . . . L) - . L] . e ° . . . - . . .

I request you to cancel the former aeronautical frequencies
requested and to register the undermentioned ones as well as notifying
this Administration of their registration: ~

Frequencies required for fixed aeronautical stations:
Frequency ko/s: Type of emission:

3 050
4 235
4 400
7 950
9 000
9 250
12 100
13 120
14 440 a1

Frequencies required for mobile aeronautical stations:

EEEERERERR

Frequency ke/s: Type of emission:

4 575
6 510
-6 517
6 583

6 590
370

- 395

3 105 A3
118 100 a3
119 100 A3
122 100 A3

These requested frequencies with the exception of 13 120 kc/s
and 7 950 ke/s are according to the recommendations set forth by the
International Civil Aviation Organization!s special meeting on aeronsutical
fixed services in the AFI and MID Regions, Paris, March-April 1950, as
amended by the second Middle East Regional Air Navigation Meeting Istanbul,
October-November 1950, ‘

T have requested frequency 13 120 ke/s for employment in the
aeronautical fixed service., I am aware that this frequency does not fall
in a fixed band as recommended by ITU in Atlantic City Conference, Neither
do many of the frequencies which have been recommended by ICAO; therefore,
I am prepared to withdraw my request for the frequency 13 120 kc/é, if
ITU will assign an alternative frequency in the 11 975 - 12 330 kc/s band,

The requested frequency 7 950 kc/s falls in the 7 500 - 8 195 ke/s
fixed service band., Again, I am prepared to accept any frequency in this
band as assigned by the ITU. ‘ '

Ld L4 . . - L] . * . . L3 LJ . * - Ld L d * * . . . . » 4 L4 L4 * L L 4 [ L4 *» ” L ] - L ] .

CREEERRE
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ARGENT INE
(REPUBLIC)

C.A. Res, 200

Comments on : C (omissions in Booklet E)

T have to bring to your notice that in Booklet E (detailed
comments by administrations on plans for the exclusive Maritime Mobile
Bands) a whole series of Argentine proposals, sent you with our letter
of 12 March, 1951%, have been omitted.

While confident that these omissions constitute no more than
an oversight, since no reference is to be found in the Booklet concerned,
the Argentine Administration notes that in Chapter VII of its proposal
for the Extraordinary Conference the IFRB nevertheless quotes the
Argentine proposals correctly, in a general way,

Hence I should be greatly obliged if, to make good the
mistakes noted in the attached list, you would kindly publish the
necessary material,

% Published under No, 4.3

Note : The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the previous
letter have been classified in a set of files, each of which
refers to a given service, band or region, -These files are
at the disposal of the Extraordinary Administrative Radio
Conference, .
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No. 9.3 29th May, 1951
C.A, Res, 200

. Comments on ¢ C

¢ & o & * o 0 & 5 ¥ 2 ¢ 2 5 ¥ ¢ s T 0+ 9 s 0 s s & s o * o & o o @

This Administration desires four harmonically related
frequencies for Coast Station Telegraph Services preferably 4 200,
8 400, 12 600 and 16 800 k¢/s as already intimated,

In addition, one Coast Station Telephone Service frequency
in the & Mc/s band will meet our present needs, For this the
frequency 8 768,9 ke/s is acceptable.

4 & ¢ @& & ° & & % * & O & & & 8 & @ 5 8 ¢ S 0 + ® © & & & @8 & ¢ * 4 e
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PORTUGUESE COLONIES

No. 18.4 25th July, 1951
C.A. Res, 200

Comments on : E

With reference to your circular letter No. D/1853/R of
29 June 1951 I have the honour to inform you that several frequencies
requested on the forms which accompanied my letter of 27 May 1950%
do not appear in Booklet F. I would consequently request you to
check the Booklet and issue the requisite corrections.

- % Published under No, 18.1
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BELGIAN CONGO AND TERRITORIES OF RUANDA-URUNDI

No. 21.6 . 29th June, 1951
C.A. Res. 200

Comments on ¢ H

I have the honour to inform you that the frequency assignment
plan for the band 255 to 415 ke/s, drawn up in 1949 by the ITU Administra-
tive Conference for Region 1, no longer meets the needs of the Belgian
Congo.

Increasing air traffic has necessitated the installation of a
radiobeacon at Kamina, Kigali, and Bumba, and of a radio marker beacon
at the aserodromes of Léopoldville, Stanleyville, and Elissbethville, for
which no frequency was claimed at the time.

To avoid any change in the existing plan, and in view of the
power actually used, or contemplated, for these new radiobsacons, I
. suggest that the followlng frequencies, already assigned to one or more
stations in the Belgian Congo be assigned to the places mentioned
below : : :

Radicbeacons : Kamina 326 ke/s
Kigali 388 kc/s
Bumba 388 ke/s

Radio marker
beacons : Léopoldville 397 kc/s

Elisabethville 320 ke/s
Stanleyville 388 ke/s -

Further, since Atlantic City allotted no frequency band for
joint use by the aeronautical and maritime services, and since I have
to use the radiobeacon at Banana for both these services at the same
time, I propose that the frequency 364, ke/s assigned in the above~
mentioned plan be replaced by 315 kc/s. :
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GREECE

No. 33.3 © 29th May, 1951
G.A, Res, 200

Comments on : A, B, E

e e & & & ¢ 8 & 4 & e 9 b e &8 B e s 0 @ 8 o e P s & 2 2t » o 2 e s O

We have the honour to inform you that together with our letter
dated Janmuary 5th 1951%* were forwarded to you two lists containing our
frequency requirements for the Aeronautical Service, of which Iist I
refers to the Fixed, and List II to the Mobile Aeronautical Service.

Both those lists comprise frequencies which are already in
operation and it is our desire to retaln same.

- More specifically, as regards the Mobile Aeronautical Service,
we would point out that this country has not signed the Geneva 4greement
(1948-1949), having explained the reasons by two declarations which were’
included in doc. AER/2, doc. 44E and 59E,

Notwithstanding the above, our Admlnlstratlon, being always
inspired with .a spirit of international cooperation, is willing to accept
the Frequency Allotment Flan prepared by the Geneva Aeronautical
Conference, if air-services, which were requested by the Iist.forwarded
together with our letter of January 5th 1951, are approved.

L] * . - * A4 L] L] * . [ ] . . . L] L] L [ ] L] . L] - L . . . . . . L] [ ] . Ld * . L]

% Published under No, 33.2
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ZEALAND

No, 52,7 . . 26th June, 1951
C.&h, Res, 200 A .

. Comments on : J

In further reference to your Circular Letter 9,6/764 of the
14th October and in particular to Annex No. 15 concerning Resolution 200
of the Administrative Council: forwarded herewlth are two copies of a
list setting out the amended requirements of this Administration for
frequencies in the Region 3 bands, based on a frequency separation of
L kc/s. The data is submitted in accordance with Article II of Part I
of the Final Acts of the Region 3 Conference, 1949,

There has been some delay in completing the revised plan due
in a measure to the need for close collaboration with the Ausiralian
Administration, Except in the case of a few isolated assignments,
complete agreement has now been reached with Australia,

Note : Copies of this list are available for the use of the Extraordinary
Administrative Radio Conference.
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URUGUAY

No, 76.5 ' B , ' 21st May, 1951
C.A. Res, 200

Comments on ¢ C

L] . . L ] * . . . . L] L . L] . - L L] . . . [ . L] . . L * * . . L] * . L4 .

Referring to frequencies for the maritime mobile service, I
have the honour to inform you that the remarks made by this Administra-
‘tion in para, i) of letter dated 18 December 1950%, refer to the
frequencies of a fixed service network for the Military Marine and
not for the Maritime Mobile Services,

. . . . L L] ¢ e . L] ¢ o L] ¢ o o L) L] . . . o o - . . L] . . L] . L] . .

# Published under No, 76.3



(79) - 4 -
JAPAN

No. 79.4 July, 1951
C.A. Res. 200

‘Comments on ¢ J -

In accordance with the appendix 15 of your circular letter
9,6/764 (Oct.1, 1950), the Japanese Government forwarded to you, on
Dec. 25, 1950%, our comments on the frequency assigrnment list adopted
at the Reglon 3 Radio Administrative Conference, in which we intimated,
that, in view of the expected expansion of commercial broadcasting
statlons, the Japanese Administration would request some amendments
in the band between 535 and 1605 kc¢/s at the Extraordinary Radio Confer-
ence, A4s the Commercial broadcasting service was established on
July 1, 1951, and many changes in frequencies were put in force, we have
the honour to forward to you herewith the coments and additional
requirements., :

These comments were prepared after careful investigation
of the frequency assignment plan adopted at the Region 3 Radio Administra—
tive Conference and the present conditions prevailing in the Region 3,
and they concur with the status of medlum wave broadcasting services in
. Japan, .

The comments consist of two parts:

1. Comments and Amendments to the Reglon 3 Frequency
Assigmment Plan,

2, Additional requirements for the Region 3 Frequency
Agsignment Plan, - ’

» The Japanese Govermment. regrets very much that it could not
prepare these documents in time requested by your letter owing to the
delay of the establishment of commercial broadcasting stations, and
it would be highly appreciated if you wonld afford good offices in
accepting these documents. ’

% Published under No. 79.3

Note : The detailed remarks and comments annexed to the previous
letter have been classified in a set of files, each of which
refers to a given service, band or region. These files are
at the disposal of the Extraordlnary Admlnistratlve Radio
Conference,




